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FIGURE ES-2. TIMELINE OF PRIOR STUDIES AND REPORTS 

 
Source: Connect Los Angeles Partners 2024 
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FIGURE ES-3. PROJECT TIMELINE  

 
Source: Connect Los Angeles Partners 2024 

ES.4 PROJECT DESCRIPTION 
KNE would provide a northern extension of the Metro K Line from its current terminus at the Metro E 
Line Expo/Crenshaw Station to the Metro D Line at Wilshire Boulevard and terminate at either the Metro 
B Line Hollywood/Highland Station or the optional Hollywood Bowl Station. The Draft EIR evaluates three 
alignments, described in the following pages from west to east: the San Vicente–Fairfax Alignment, the 
Fairfax Alignment, and the La Brea Alignment. The alignments would operate entirely underground with 
the exception of the stations, which would provide access at the surface (streets) via station (portal) 
entrances. Previous studies evaluated the feasibility of constructing and operating aerial or at-grade light 
rail segments, which were screened from further study due to physical constraints and other challenges 
and thus not evaluated in the Draft EIR. The findings from past studies are summarized in Appendix 2-A, 
Alternatives Considered but Withdrawn from Further Consideration.  
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FIGURE ES-4. KNE CONSTRUCTION SECTIONS 

 
Source: Connect Los Angeles Partners 2024 
Note: If selected, the Hollywood Bowl Design Option would be constructed as part of Section 3 for the KNE San Vicente–Fairfax Alignment or 
part of Section 2 for the KNE Fairfax or La Brea Alignments.  

TABLE ES-1. CHARACTERISTICS OF KNE 

 
SAN VICENTE–

FAIRFAX ALIGNMENT  
FAIRFAX 

ALIGNMENT  
LA BREA 

ALIGNMENT  
HOLLYWOOD BOWL 

DESIGN OPTION 
Alignment length 9.7 miles 

underground  
7.9 miles 

underground 
6.2 miles 

underground 
+ 0.8 mile underground  

Construction sections 3 2 2 Concurrent with final 
section 

Stations  9  
underground 

7  
underground 

6  
underground 

+1 underground 

Travel time between Expo/Crenshaw 
and Hollywood/Highland Stations 

19 minutes 15 minutes 12 minutes +2 minutes 
(from Hollywood/Highland) 

MSF  Expansion of Division 16 
Source: Connect Los Angeles Partners 2024 
MSF = maintenance and storage facility 
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All three light rail alignments described below would travel underground in tunnels, primarily beneath 
public streets. However, in some areas where the tunnels turn, they would be approximately 40 to 100 
feet below private property. Proposed station entrances would be located off-street on private property 
(Figure ES-5) and would include a station “portal” entrance that is consistent with Metro's kit-of-parts 
station design (Figure ES-6). Appendix 2-B includes advanced conceptual engineering drawings that 
identify the plan and profile of light rail tunnels, station entrances, construction staging sites, and other 
ancillary equipment such as ventilation shafts and emergency exits that are located at street level. 

FIGURE ES-5. TYPICAL UNDERGROUND STATION CONFIGURATION 

 
Source: Connect Los Angeles Partners 2024 
Note: One entrance for each station is assumed in the Draft EIR. Stations could be located in a plaza or 
integrated into a building. 

FIGURE ES-6. TYPICAL STATION ENTRANCE 

 
Source: Metro 2022 



 DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT 
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

K LINE NORTHERN EXTENSION TRANSIT CORRIDOR PROJECT 

JULY 2024 | PAGE ES-9 

Chapter 2 of the Draft EIR provides further information about project elements, including stations. Each 
station includes an entrance, which leads to an underground platform (typically located under the street). 
Descriptions and layout diagrams of each station are provided in Chapter 2. Examples of station diagrams 
are provided in Figure ES-7 for the Crenshaw/Adams Station. The two diagrams show two potential 
configurations for a station and identify where the station entrance, platform, knock-out panels to allow 
for future entrances, and other facilities are located. The diagrams also identify sites needed to construct 
the station. As with the Crenshaw/Adams Station, many stations have multiple options for station 
entrances and construction staging, which are included in the Draft EIR analysis, but not all of which may 
be built and used. For the purposes of the Draft EIR, it is assumed that each station would have one 
entrance. Table ES-2 shows the stations that would be constructed for each alignment. 

FIGURE ES-7. EXAMPLE STATION LAYOUT (CRENSHAW/ADAMS STATION) 

Entrance Option 1 Entrance Option 2 

Source: Connect Los Angeles Partners 2024 
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TABLE ES-2. STATIONS BY ALIGNMENT 

SAN VICENTE–FAIRFAX 
ALIGNMENT FAIRFAX ALIGNMENT LA BREA ALIGNMENT 

Crenshaw/Adams 
(City of Los Angeles) 
Midtown Crossing (San 
Vicente/Pico/Venice) 
(City of Los Angeles) 
Wilshire/Fairfax 
(City of Los Angeles) 
Fairfax/3rd 
(City of Los Angeles) 
La Cienega/Beverly 
(City of Los Angeles) 
San Vicente/ 
Santa Monica 
(City of West Hollywood) 
Fairfax/Santa Monica  
(City of West Hollywood) 
La Brea/ 
Santa Monica  
(City of West Hollywood) 
Hollywood/Highland  
(City of Los Angeles) 
Wilshire/La Brea 
(City of Los Angeles) 
La Brea/Beverly  
(City of Los Angeles) 
Total Stations 9 (6 in City of Los Angeles, 3 in City 

of West Hollywood) 
7 (5 in City of Los Angeles, 2 

in City of West Hollywood) 
6 (5 in City of Los Angeles, 1 

in City of West Hollywood) 
Source: Connect Los Angeles Partners 2024 

ES.4.1 SAN VICENTE–FAIRFAX ALIGNMENT 
The San Vicente–Fairfax Alignment would extend the existing K Line underground by approximately 
9.7 miles north from the Metro E Line to the Metro D and B Lines. This alignment would be the longest of 
the three alignments and would have nine new stations. The San Vicente–Fairfax Alignment would serve 
destinations throughout west and central Los Angeles, including the Midtown Crossing Shopping Center, 
the Los Angeles County Museum of Art (LACMA), the Original Farmers Market/the Grove, Cedars-Sinai 
Medical Center, the commercial districts along Santa Monica Boulevard in West Hollywood, and 
Hollywood. The San Vicente–Fairfax Alignment would connect to the Metro D Line at the Wilshire/Fairfax 
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Station (under construction) and the Metro B Line at the existing Hollywood/Highland Station. At both 
transfer locations, the project would include a new station entrance. 

ES.4.2 FAIRFAX ALIGNMENT 
The Fairfax Alignment would extend the existing K Line underground by approximately 7.8 miles north 
from the Metro E Line to the Metro D and B Lines. The Fairfax Alignment would have seven new stations 
and would serve the following destinations: the Midtown Crossing Shopping Center, LACMA, the Original 
Farmers Market/the Grove, commercial districts along Santa Monica Boulevard in West Hollywood 
between Fairfax Avenue and La Brea Boulevard, and Hollywood. The Fairfax Alignment would connect to 
the Metro D Line at the Wilshire/Fairfax Station (under construction) and the Metro B Line at the existing 
Hollywood/Highland Station. At both transfer locations, the project would include a new station entrance. 

ES.4.3 LA BREA ALIGNMENT 
The La Brea Alignment would extend the existing K Line underground by approximately 6.2 miles north 
from the Metro E Line to the Metro D and B Lines and would have six new stations. The La Brea 
Alignment is the shortest of the three alignments and would serve the following destinations: Midtown 
Crossing Shopping Center, Miracle Mile, Hancock Park, and Hollywood. The La Brea Alignment would 
connect to the Metro D Line at the Wilshire/La Brea Station (under construction) and the Metro B Line at 
the Hollywood/Highland Station. At both transfer locations, the project would include a new station 
entrance. 

ES.4.4 HOLLYWOOD BOWL DESIGN OPTION 
For all three alignments, an alternate terminus station at the Hollywood Bowl is under consideration. The 
design option would add one new station, the Hollywood Bowl Station, and the associated underground 
track alignment. This station would serve the Hollywood Bowl venue and would tunnel beneath Highland 
Avenue for an additional 0.8 mile from the Hollywood/Highland Station to the tail tracks north of the 
Hollywood Bowl Station.  

If it were to be built, the Hollywood Bowl Design Option would be constructed during the final 
construction section at the same time as the Hollywood/Highland Station, which is the northern terminus 
station for KNE without the design option, and would not require an additional construction phase.  
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ES.4.5 MAINTENANCE AND STORAGE FACILITY 
An MSF is necessary to provide daily servicing and cleaning, inspection and repairs, and storage of light 
rail vehicles. The proposed MSF under KNE is a 16.1-acre expansion of the existing Metro Division 16 
Maintenance Yard site located near LAX in the City of Los Angeles. The MSF would allow Metro to 
maintain all its operations for the K Line within one site and would avoid duplication of facilities. In 
addition to the existing facilities at Division 16, the proposed MSF expansion would include a new service 
and inspection shop, cleaning platform, maintenance-of-way facility, storage tracks, parking spaces, and 
systems components. The MSF expansion would be constructed as part of Section 2 of each alignment 
based on required light rail vehicle maintenance and storage. To accommodate the additional trains 
needed to operate the extension to Wilshire Boulevard and the D Line (Section 1), additional storage 
tracks would be added within the existing Division 16 site.  

ES.5 ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS 
This Draft EIR identifies potential environmental impacts of the alignments and stations, design option, 
and MSF, and discusses mitigation measures that would avoid or substantially reduce significant impacts 
to less than significant levels, where feasible. Mitigation measures are required where significant impacts 
have been identified based on the impact analyses for construction or operation of the project. If 
mitigation measures cannot reduce a significant impact to a less than significant level, an impact is 
identified as significant and unavoidable.  

Table ES-3 provides an overview of the environmental resources where impacts have been identified and 
their level of significance. Chapter 3 of the Draft EIR provides a detailed analysis of impacts by 
environmental resource, applicable mitigation measures, and level of significance after mitigation.  
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The No Project Alternative would maintain existing transit service, and no new transportation 
infrastructure would be built beyond transit and highway projects that have been committed to and 
identified in the Metro 2020 Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP) (Metro 2020c) and the Southern 
California Association of Governments (SCAG) 2020-2045 Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable 
Communities Strategy (RTP/SCS) (SCAG 2020), as well as additional projects funded by the Measure M 
sales tax initiative, approved by voters in November 2016. A full list of transit and highway projects 
identified in the Metro LRTP and SCAG 2020-2045 RTP/SCS, and in the vicinity of the project, is included 
in Chapter 5, Comparison of Alternatives.  

ES.6.1.2 HIGH FREQUENCY BUS ALTERNATIVE 

The High Frequency Bus (HFB) Alternative consists of a Metro implemented and operated rapid bus 
service instead of a light rail extension to connect the terminus of the Metro K Line at the Expo/Crenshaw 
Station to the Metro D Line at the Wilshire/La Brea Station and the Metro B Line at the 
Hollywood/Highland Station via Crenshaw Boulevard, Venice Boulevard, San Vicente Boulevard, La Brea 
Avenue, Hollywood Boulevard, Highland Avenue, and Sunset Boulevard (Figure ES-8). The HFB Alternative 
would operate on La Brea Avenue because La Brea Avenue is the shortest route to connect the Metro K, 
E, D, and B Lines and has some existing and planned bus infrastructure. There would be 12 bus stops 
between Exposition Boulevard and Hollywood/Highland, with approximately 0.5-mile spacing consistent 
with Metro guidelines for station spacing in urban corridors for bus rapid transit. Three of the 12 bus 
stops would be located at Metro rail stations to connect to the Metro K, E, D, and B Lines.  
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FIGURE ES-8. HIGH FREQUENCY BUS ALTERNATIVE  

 
Source: Connect Los Angeles Partners 2024 

The HFB Alternative would operate as a rapid bus service with some bus rapid transit characteristics, 
including headways similar to those proposed for light rail (five-minute peak-period headways) and no 
dedicated lanes with the exception of where they already exist along La Brea Avenue north of Olympic 
Boulevard and where they are planned for Hollywood Boulevard and La Brea Avenue south of Olympic 
Boulevard. 
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Construction and operation of the HFB Alternative would be within the public right-of-way and would 
include minor improvements such as travel lane restriping, curb extensions, elimination of street parking, 
and bus stop amenities, where feasible. The HFB Alternative would not require a separate maintenance 
facility, as buses would use and be maintained at existing Metro facilities.  

ES.6.2 COMPARISON OF ALTERNATIVES 
Table ES-4 summarizes the impacts of the No Project Alternative and the HFB Alternative and compares 
them to the three rail alignments. 

As shown in the table and described in detail in Chapter 5, Comparison of Alternatives, the No Project 
Alternative avoids significant construction-related impacts associated with the rail alignments. However, 
it would have significant and unavoidable long-term impacts for air quality, greenhouse gas emissions, 
land use and planning, and transportation related to inconsistency with the SCAG 2020-2045 RTP/SCS and 
Metro’s LRTP, which are local transportation plans that assume KNE would be constructed and operated. 

The HFB Alternative would have either no impact or less than significant impacts for all environmental 
resources during construction and operations. However, the HFB Alternative would not have the same 
capacity to carry passengers or to reduce travel times as the KNE light rail alignments, which are critical to 
shift people from traveling via vehicles to transit to reduce greenhouse gas emissions, air pollutants, and 
energy use, and to expand access. Thus, the HFB Alternative does not have the same ability to fully meet 
the project objectives compared to any of the rail alignments. 
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TABLE ES-4. IMPACT SIGNIFICANCE CONCLUSIONS COMPARISON OF PROJECT AND ALTERNATIVES TO THE PROJECT 

 

RAIL ALIGNMENTS AND FACILITIES NO TRANSIT BUS TRANSIT 

SAN VICENTE–
FAIRFAX 

ALIGNMENT 

FAIRFAX 
ALIGNMENT 
(PROPOSED 
PROJECT) 

LA BREA 
ALIGNMENT 

HOLLYWOOD 
BOWL DESIGN 

OPTION 
MSF 

REQUIREMENTS 
NO PROJECT 
ALTERNATIVE 

HIGH 
FREQUENCY BUS 

ALTERNATIVE 
Aesthetics Construction LTS LTS LTS LTS LTS LTS LTS 

Operation LTS LTS LTS LTS LTS LTS LTS 
Air Quality Construction LTS LTS LTS LTS LTS LTS LTS 

Operation LTS LTS LTS LTS LTS Significant and 
Unavoidable 

LTS 

Biological 
Resources 

Construction LTS LTS LTS LTS LTS LTS LTS 
Operation LTS LTS LTS LTS LTS No Impact LTS 

Communities, 
Population and 
Housing 

Construction LTS LTS LTS LTS LTS LTS LTS 
Operation LTS LTS LTS LTS LTS LTS LTS 

Cultural 
Resources 

Construction Significant and 
Unavoidable  

Significant and 
Unavoidable  

Significant and 
Unavoidable  

LTS LTS 
 

LTS 
 

LTS  
 

Operation LTS LTS LTS LTS No Impact No Impact LTS 
Paleontological 
Resources 

Construction Significant and 
Unavoidable 

Significant and 
Unavoidable 

Significant and 
Unavoidable 

Significant and 
Unavoidable 

LTS 
 

LTS 
 

LTS 
 

Operation No Impact  No Impact No Impact No Impact No Impact No Impact LTS 
Energy Construction LTS LTS LTS LTS LTS LTS LTS 

Operation LTS LTS LTS LTS LTS LTS LTS 
Geology and 
Soils 

Construction LTS LTS LTS LTS LTS LTS LTS 
Operation LTS LTS LTS LTS LTS No Impact LTS 
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RAIL ALIGNMENTS AND FACILITIES NO TRANSIT BUS TRANSIT 

SAN VICENTE–
FAIRFAX 

ALIGNMENT 

FAIRFAX 
ALIGNMENT 
(PROPOSED 
PROJECT) 

LA BREA 
ALIGNMENT 

HOLLYWOOD 
BOWL DESIGN 

OPTION 
MSF 

REQUIREMENTS 
NO PROJECT 
ALTERNATIVE 

HIGH 
FREQUENCY BUS 

ALTERNATIVE 
Greenhouse 
Gas Emissions 

Construction LTS LTS LTS LTS LTS LTS LTS 
Operation LTS LTS LTS LTS LTS Significant and 

Unavoidable 
LTS 

Growth 
Inducing 
Impacts 

Construction No Impact No Impact No Impact No Impact No Impact No Impact No Impact 
Operation LTS LTS LTS LTS No Impact LTS No Impact 

Hazards and 
Hazardous 
Materials 

Construction LTS LTS LTS LTS LTS LTS LTS 
Operation LTS LTS LTS LTS LTS No Impact LTS 

Hydrology and 
Water Quality 

Construction LTS LTS LTS LTS LTS LTS LTS 
Operation LTS LTS LTS LTS LTS LTS LTS 

Land Use and 
Planning 

Construction LTS LTS LTS LTS LTS No Impact LTS 
Operation LTS LTS LTS LTS LTS Significant and 

Unavoidable 
LTS 

Noise and 
Vibration 

Construction LTS LTS LTS LTS LTS LTS LTS 
Operation LTS LTS LTS LTS LTS LTS No Impact 

Public Services 
and Recreation 

Construction LTS LTS LTS LTS LTS LTS LTS 
Operation LTS LTS LTS LTS LTS LTS LTS 

Transportation Construction LTS LTS LTS LTS LTS LTS LTS 
Operation LTS LTS LTS LTS LTS Significant and 

Unavoidable 
LTS 

Tribal Cultural 
Resources 

Construction LTS LTS LTS LTS LTS LTS LTS 
Operation No Impact No Impact No Impact No Impact No Impact No Impact No Impact 
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RAIL ALIGNMENTS AND FACILITIES NO TRANSIT BUS TRANSIT 

SAN VICENTE–
FAIRFAX 

ALIGNMENT 

FAIRFAX 
ALIGNMENT 
(PROPOSED 
PROJECT) 

LA BREA 
ALIGNMENT 

HOLLYWOOD 
BOWL DESIGN 

OPTION 
MSF 

REQUIREMENTS 
NO PROJECT 
ALTERNATIVE 

HIGH 
FREQUENCY BUS 

ALTERNATIVE 
Utilities and 
Service 
Systems 

Construction LTS LTS LTS LTS LTS LTS LTS 
Operation LTS LTS LTS LTS LTS LTS LTS 

Source: Connect Los Angeles Partners 2024 
LTS = less than significant; MSF = maintenance and storage facility 
Note 1: MSF is a required element of all rail alignments 
Note 2: The impact significance conclusions presented for the San Vicente–Fairfax, Fairfax, and La Brea Alignments, the Hollywood Bowl Design Option, and MSF are summaries of the most 
conservative post-mitigation impact conclusions. Refer to Chapter 3 for all pre-mitigation impact conclusions and relevant mitigation measures for each environmental resource. 
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ES.6.3 ENVIRONMENTALLY SUPERIOR ALTERNATIVE 
CEQA Guidelines Section 15126.6(e)(2) requires that the Draft EIR identify an “environmentally superior” 
alternative. The environmentally superior alternative is the alternative that would be expected to 
generate the fewest adverse environmental impacts. If the environmentally superior alternative is the No 
Project Alternative, the Draft EIR shall also identify an environmentally superior alternative among the 
other alternatives.  

As shown in Table ES-4, the No Project Alternative would avoid the construction identified for the project, 
but it would have significant and unavoidable impacts during operation related to air quality, greenhouse 
gas emissions, land use and planning, and transportation because it would conflict with regional plans and 
programs, such as the Metro 2020 LRTP and SCAG 2020-2045 RTP/SCS, which assume the project would 
be built and operational.  

Construction and operation of the HFB Alternative would result in either no impact or less than significant 
impacts for all environmental resources identified in this Draft EIR. Therefore, the HFB Alternative is the 
environmentally superior alternative. However, the HFB Alternative would not realize the same level of 
benefits as the project in terms of a reduction in vehicle miles traveled, air quality improvements, 
reductions in greenhouse gas emissions, energy savings, passenger volumes, and travel time reductions. 

ES.7 PUBLIC OUTREACH 
Starting in 2021, Metro implemented a comprehensive outreach program for the project. The outreach 
program has focused on disseminating information about the project, garnering public input, and 
supporting the required technical and legal environmental processes.  

Metro provided community updates on the project and received input through multiple virtual and in-
person meetings, including stakeholder and community briefings, public open house meetings, online 
materials, emails, letters, voicemails, and participation in public events. Table ES-5 outlines the public in-
person open house meetings that have occurred since scoping was initiated. Refer to Chapter 6, Public 
Outreach, for detailed information on stakeholder coordination and outreach efforts for the project.  

TABLE ES-5. PUBLIC OUTREACH MEETINGS FOR THE PROJECT  

 
SPRING 2021 VIRTUAL 
SCOPING MEETINGS 

JUNE 2022 COMMUNITY 
UPDATE MEETINGS 

SEPTEMBER 2023 
COMMUNITY UPDATE 

MEETINGS 
Number of meetings 3 2 3 
Dates April 29, 2021 

May 6, 2021 
May 8, 2021 

June 16, 2022 
June 21, 2022 

September 19, 2023 
September 23, 2023 
September 26, 2023 

Format Virtual Virtual Virtual, In-Person 
Total participants 421 236  267 

Source: Connect Los Angeles Partners 2024 
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CHAPTER 1�� INTRODUCTION

The Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro) has prepared this Draft��
Environmental Impact Report (Draft EIR) for the K Line Northern Extension Project (project). As described��
in Chapter 2 of this Draft EIR, Metro initiated �Á�}�Œ�l to consider extending the��light rail transit �<���>ine��
(formerly the Crenshaw/LAX Line) north from the Metro E Line (Expo) to the Metro D Line (Purple) and B��
Line (Red) heavy rail transit lines. This Draft EIR has been prepared in conformance with the California��
Environmental Quality Act of 1970 (CEQA) (California Public Resources Code Section 21000 et seq., as��
amended) and its implementing guidelines (California Code of Regulations, Title 14, Section 15000 et��
seq.). Metro is the Lead Agency for the project under CEQA.

1.1�� PURPOSE OF THIS DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT
The proposed project requires the discretionary approval of the Metro Board of Directors (Metro Board).��
Therefore, the proposed project is subject to the environmental review requirements of CEQA. In��
accordance with Section 15121 of the CEQA Guidelines, the purpose of this Draft EIR is as follows:

�„ To satisfy the requirements of CEQA and the CEQA Guidelines

�„ To inform public agency decision-makers and the public of the significant environmental effects
of the project and possible ways to minimize those significant effects

�„ To enable Metro to consider environmental consequences when deciding whether to approve
the proposed project, including which alignment to approve

Section 15367 of the CEQA Guidelines defines the Lead Agency as the public agency that has the principal
responsibility for executing or approving a project. The Lead Agency is charged with the duty to avoid or
substantially lessen significant environmental impacts of a project, where feasible. The Lead Agency also
has an obligation to balance the economic, social, technological, legal, and other benefits of a project
against its significant and unavoidable impacts on the environment. In accordance with Section 15051 of
the CEQA Guidelines, Metro serves as the Lead Agency for the proposed project.

This Draft EIR is a Project EIR as defined by Section 15121 of the state CEQA Guidelines and serves as an
informational document for the general public and project decision-makers. This Draft EIR is designed to:

�„ Identify significant direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts of the project on the environment

�„ Indicate the manner in which those significant impacts can be minimized with mitigation
measures

�„ Identify reasonable and potentially feasible alternatives to the project that would avoid or reduce
the significant impacts

�„ Identify any significant and unavoidable impacts

When environmental impacts cannot be mitigated to a less than significant level, the impacts are
considered significant and unavoidable. If a public agency approves a proposed project that has
significant and unavoidable impacts, the agency must state in writing the specific reasons for approving
the project based on the Final EIR and any other information in the public record for the project. This
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documentation is termed a “statement of overriding considerations” and is used to explain the specific
reasons why the benefits of a proposed project make its significant and unavoidable environmental
effects acceptable. The statement is prepared based upon substantial evidence in the record and in
conjunction with the action to approve the project, in accordance with Section 15093 of the CEQA
Guidelines.

This Draft EIR was prepared in accordance with Section 15151 of the CEQA Guidelines, which defines the
standards for EIR adequacy as follows:

“An EIR should be prepared with a sufficient degree of analysis to provide decisionmakers with information
which enables them to make a decision which intelligently takes account of environmental consequences.
An evaluation of the environmental effects of a proposed project need not be exhaustive, but the
sufficiency of an EIR is to be reviewed in the light of what is reasonably feasible. Disagreement among
experts does not make an EIR inadequate, but the EIR should summarize the main points of disagreement
among the experts. The courts have looked not for perfection but for adequacy, completeness, and a good
faith effort at full disclosure.”

1.2 ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT BACKGROUND
As described in Chapter 2 of this Draft EIR, Metro published the Crenshaw Northern Extension
Feasibility/Alternatives Analysis Study (Metro 2018), which presented the relative performance and cost
of various alignment and station alternatives. To further refine the alternatives, Metro prepared the
Crenshaw Northern Extension Advanced Alternatives Analysis Screening Study(Metro 2020), resulting in
the identification of three recommended alignment alternatives. In 2020, the Metro Board provided
direction to prepare the Draft EIR building on previous work for three recommended alignment
alternatives.

A Notice of Preparation (NOP) of the Draft EIR was prepared and distributed for public review in April
2021 to initiate the CEQA EIR process. The NOP, as well as the scoping comment letters and verbal
comments, are included in Appendix 1-A, Crenshaw Northern Extension Scoping Summary Report, of this
Draft EIR.

1.3 SCOPE AND CONTENT OF THE DRAFT EIR
In accordance with Appendix G of the CEQA Guidelines, this Draft EIR includes detailed analyses of the
following environmental topics:

�„ Aesthetics

�„ Air Quality

�„ Biological Resources

�„ Communities, Population, and Housing

�„ Cultural and Paleontological Resources

�„ Energy

�„ Geology and Soils

�„ Greenhouse Gas Emissions

�„ Growth Inducing Impacts

�„ Hazards and Hazardous Materials

�„ Hydrology and Water Quality

�„ Land Use and Planning

�„ Mineral Resources

�„ Noise and Vibration
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�„ Public Services and Recreation

�„ Transportation

�„ Tribal Cultural Resources

�„ Utilities and Service Systems

�„ Cumulative Impacts

�„ Other CEQA topics include Effects
Determined Not to be Significant
(Agriculture and Forestry Resources, and
Wildfire); Significant and Unavoidable
Impacts; and Significant Irreversible
Environmental Changes

This Draft EIR was prepared under the direction and supervision of Metro and reflects the independent
judgment of Metro. During preparation of this Draft EIR, several rounds of community and stakeholder
engagement were held to inform agencies, organizations, and persons who might have an interest in this
proposed project. Information, data, and observations from these outreach efforts are included in
Chapter 6 of this Draft EIR. During the 30-day public review period, this Draft EIR is available for general
public review on Metro’s website (https://www.metro.net/kne/) and at the following locations:

�„ Metro Headquarters, Dorothy Peyton Gray Transportation Library, One Gateway Plaza, Los
Angeles, CA 90012

�„ Baldwin Hills Branch Library, 2906 S La Brea Avenue, Los Angeles, CA 90016

�„ Hyde Park Miriam Matthews Branch Library, 2205 W Florence Avenue, Los Angeles, CA 90043

�„ Angeles Mesa Branch Library, 2700 W 52nd Street, Los Angeles, CA 90043

�„ View Park Bebe Moore Campbell Library, 2854 W 54th Street, Los Angeles, CA 90043

�„ Washington Irving Branch Library, 4117 W Washington Boulevard, Los Angeles, CA 90018

�„ Jefferson - Vassie D. Wright Memorial Branch Library, 2211 W Jefferson Boulevard, Los Angeles,
CA 90018

�„ Fairfax Branch Library, 161 S Gardner Street, Los Angeles, CA 90036

�„ Will & Ariel Durant Branch Library, 7140 W Sunset Boulevard, Los Angeles, CA 90046

�„ Frances Howard Goldwyn Hollywood Regional Branch, 1623 Ivar Avenue, Los Angeles, CA 90028

�„ West Hollywood Library, 625 N San Vicente Boulevard, West Hollywood, CA 90069

�„ Russian Language Public Library, 7362 Santa Monica Boulevard, West Hollywood, CA 90046

�„ Margaret Herrick Library, 333 S La Cienega Boulevard, Beverly Hills, CA 90211

�„ Inglewood Public Library, 101 W Manchester Boulevard, Inglewood, CA 90301

During the 30-day Draft EIR public review and comment period, public agencies, organizations, and
individuals may submit comments concerning the adequacy of the document by mail, email, or phone to:

Roger Martin, Project Manager
Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority��
One Gateway Plaza, Mail Stop 99-22-5
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952
Phone: 213-418-3093
Email:��klinenorth@metro.net
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In accordance with Section 15088 of the CEQA Guidelines, after the public review and comment period,
written responses to all written comments and oral testimony pertaining to significant environmental
issues received during the comment period will be prepared as part of the Final EIR. As required by CEQA,
responses to comments submitted by commenting agencies will be distributed to those agencies for
review prior to consideration of the Final EIR by the Metro Board. Pursuant to Sections 15090 to 15093 of
the CEQA Guidelines, upon completion of the Final EIR and other required documentation, the Metro
Board may certify the Final EIR, adopt findings relative to the project’s environmental effects after
implementation of mitigation measures, provide a statement of overriding considerations, and approve
the project. Following project approval, a Notice of Determination is filed with the State Clearinghouse.

1.4 ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT ORGANIZATION
This Draft EIR is comprised of the following chapters:

ES. Executive Summary. This chapter provides a summary of the project, project background,
environmental impacts, mitigation measures, public outreach, and alternatives to the project.

1. Introduction. This chapter briefly discusses the purpose of the Draft EIR, identifies the
environmental topics, describes the environmental review process and organization, and
discusses the intended use of this Draft EIR.

2. Project Description. This chapter provides a detailed description of the project, including location
and surrounding uses, history, objectives, operating characteristics and maintenance activities,
construction approach, and project schedule.

3. Environmental Analysis. This chapter presents the environmental setting, methodology,
thresholds of significance, impact analyses and significance conclusions, and, if applicable,
mitigation measures for the potentially affected environmental resources. This chapter also
addresses cumulative impacts for each resource, as well as growth-inducing impacts. Each
environmental topic addressed in the chapter is supported by a corresponding technical report,
which is included as an appendix to this Draft EIR.

4. Other CEQA Required Topics. This chapter summarizes possible effects of the project that were
determined not to be significant, discusses significant and unavoidable impacts that would result
from the project, and analyzes significant irreversible changes in the environment.

5. Comparison of Alternatives. This chapter provides an analysis of a reasonable range of
alternatives to the project, including the No Project Alternative and the High Frequency Bus
Alternative. The impacts of the alternatives are summarized to facilitate the identification of the
Environmentally Superior Alternative as required by CEQA.

6. Public Outreach. This chapter presents public engagement and community outreach that
occurred throughout the environmental process. This chapter lists the organizations and persons
with whom Metro consulted during the Draft EIR process.

7. References. This chapter lists the references and sources used in the preparation of this Draft EIR.
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8. Abbreviations and Acronyms. This chapter lists the acronyms and abbreviations used throughout
the Draft EIR.

9. List of Contributors and Preparers. This chapter lists persons who contributed to the preparation
of this Draft EIR.
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CHAPTER 2 PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The K Line Northern Extension Transit Corridor Project (KNE) (formerly referred to as the Crenshaw
Northern Extension) would extend the Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority's
(Metro) light rail transit (LRT) K Line (formerly Crenshaw/LAX Line) north from its current terminus at the
Metro E Line (Expo) Expo/Crenshaw Station to the Metro D Line (Purple) at Wilshire Boulevard and the
proposed terminus at the Metro B Line (Red) Hollywood/Highland Station. An alternate terminus station
farther north at the Hollywood Bowl is also under consideration. KNE would serve as a critical regional
connection, linking the South Bay, Los Angeles International Airport (LAX) area, South Los Angeles,
Inglewood, and Crenshaw corridor to Mid-City, Central Los Angeles, West Hollywood, and Hollywood,
allowing for further connections to points north in the San Fernando Valley via the Metro B Line. KNE
would also connect major activity centers and areas of high population and employment density.

This Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR) includes evaluation of the following three KNE underground
alignments as directed by the Metro Board of Directors (Metro Board) to advance for environmental
review (Figure 2-1):

�„ San Vicente–Fairfax Alignment

�„ Fairfax Alignment

�„ La Brea Alignment

FIGURE 2-1. K LINE NORTHERN EXTENSION PROJECT

Source: Connect Los Angeles Partners 2024
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This Draft EIR also analyzes the Hollywood Bowl Design Option, which would extend any of the three
alignments farther north to an alternate terminus station at the Hollywood Bowl.

KNE would be constructed from south to north in two or three sections depending on the selected
alignment. The KNE construction sections are described in Section 2.4.6 of this chapter.

To facilitate operations of the project, KNE includes an expansion of Metro’s Rail Division 16 Maintenance
Yard (Division 16), which is located near the intersection of Aviation Boulevard and Arbor Vitae Street in
the City of Los Angeles, along the southern segment of the existing K Line in the vicinity of Los Angeles
International Airport (LAX) (Figure 2-2).

FIGURE 2-2. KNE PROPOSED MAINTENANCE AND STORAGE FACILITY SITE MAP

Source: Connect Los Angeles Partners 2024

For the purposes of this Draft EIR, the proposed project is the KNE Fairfax Alignment (Figure 2-3). This
alignment is the proposed project in the Draft EIR because it is the alignment that has been historically
studied and advanced over time, dating back to the 1983 Los Angeles Rail Rapid Transit Project. This term
does not, however, convey any preference or recommendation as to the alignment or design option, and
all alignment variants are evaluated equally. Following the completion of the public comment period on
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the Draft EIR, Metro staff will prepare a recommendation for the Metro Board to consider in the selection
of a Locally Preferred Alternative (LPA) based on findings from the Draft EIR, public comments made
during the comment period, technical analysis, stakeholder input, and other factors such as project
objectives, cost, and ridership. The Metro Board will vote at a public meeting to select an LPA.

FIGURE 2-3. PROPOSED PROJECT: KNE FAIRFAX ALIGNMENT

Source: Connect Los Angeles Partners 2024

2.1 PROJECT BACKGROUND AND HISTORY
Over the past decade, Metro has documented the clear need for a north-south rail line in the Central Los
Angeles vicinity to address high travel demand and alleviate congestion throughout the area, which
includes some of the busiest destinations and employment centers in Southern California. In 2009, Metro
prepared theWilshire/La Brea LRT Extension Feasibility Study(Metro 2009a), which considered light rail
extensions of the Crenshaw/LAX Line farther north from the Metro E Line along La Brea Avenue, Fairfax
Avenue, La Cienega Boulevard, and San Vicente Boulevard. A portion of the San Vicente and La Cienega
alignments, between Hollywood and Wilshire Boulevard, was studied further in theWestside Subway
Extension Alternatives Analysis(Metro 2009b) as a potential heavy rail branch of the Purple Line
Extension, now the Metro D Line Extension, but was ultimately dropped from further consideration due
to funding constraints at the time.

In 2016, Metro initiated a feasibility study to further consider the possibility of extending the K Line to the
north. In 2018, Metro published theCrenshaw Northern Extension Feasibility/Alternatives Analysis Study
(Feasibility/AA Study) (Metro 2018), which presented the relative performance and cost of five alignment
alternatives�x Vermont, La Brea, Fairfax, La Cienega, and San Vicente. To further refine the alignments,
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Metro prepared theCrenshaw Northern Extension Advanced Alternatives Analysis Screening Study(Metro
2020)(Advanced AA), resulting in the identification of three recommended alignments: the San Vicente–
Fairfax Alignment, the Fairfax Alignment, and the La Brea Alignment. In 2020, the Metro Board provided
direction to prepare the Draft EIR for the KNE for these three recommended alignments.

Public scoping for KNE occurred between April 15, 2021 and May 28, 2021. Following the scoping period,
KNE was refined to reflect comments received and to optimize the project’s design, as documented in
Metro’sPost-Scoping Alignment Refinement Evaluation Report (Metro 2021).

A more detailed summary of the rail alternatives and extensions previously evaluated in other Metro
documents is available in Appendix 2-A, Alternatives Considered but Withdrawn from Further Evaluation.

2.2 PROJECT OBJECTIVES
The objectives of the project are as follows:

�„ Leverage the high-volume east-west rail network to provide new north-south connections and
close a regional network gap between the Metro K, E, D, and B Lines.

�„ Increase the efficiency and convenience of transit trips by providing faster and more direct
service, in turn creating more connections and mobility options.

�„ Reduce vehicle miles traveled and greenhouse gas emissions by providing an alternative to
congested roadways by offering high-capacity, grade-separated transit to meet existing, growing
demand.

�„ Maximize access to jobs, housing, and opportunity through the implementation of frequent and
reliable rail service.

�„ Improve mobility for transit-dependent residents by providing alternatives to congestion with
efficient transit service and a cohesive high-capacity and high-speed transit network.

2.3 PROJECT SETTING AND LOCATION
KNE is located within the Central Los Angeles region of Los Angeles County, shown in Figure 2-4. KNE,
including the three alignments and Hollywood Bowl Design Option, would be located in the Cities of Los
Angeles and West Hollywood. KNE would be located within the following neighborhoods in the City of Los
Angeles:

�„ West Adams

�„ Jefferson Park

�„ Arlington Heights

�„ Mid-City

�„ Miracle Mile/Mid-Wilshire

�„ Hancock Park

�„ Olympic Park

�„ Park La Brea

�„ Carthay

�„ Beverly Grove

�„ Mid-City West/Fairfax District

�„ Hollywood

�„ Hollywood Hills/Whitley Heights
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FIGURE 2-4. NEIGHBORHOODS IN THE VICINITY OF THE K LINE NORTHERN EXTENSION

Source: Connect Los Angeles Partners 2024

The project vicinity encompasses a variety of land uses, including single-family and multifamily residential
neighborhoods and dense commercial and retail corridors. The character of communities changes
dramatically from the Metro E Line in the south to Hollywood in the north. The southern portion (south of
Wilshire Boulevard) consists of low-rise but fairly dense housing with small-scale commercial uses, while
the northern portion (north of Wilshire Boulevard) is characterized by regional activity centers, dense
retail development, hotels, and significant employment centers and tourist attractions, as well as high-
density, multifamily residential development. Some of the major regional activity and employment
centers within the area include the Midtown Crossing Shopping Center, Los Angeles County Museum of
Art (LACMA), the Original Farmers Market, the Grove, Cedars-Sinai Medical Center, the Beverly Center,
West Hollywood’s Rainbow District, the Pacific Design Center, the Sunset Strip, the Hollywood Walk of
Fame, and the Hollywood Bowl. The area surrounding the proposed expanded maintenance and storage
facility (MSF) is primarily industrial with some commercial uses.
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2.4 KNE PROJECT DESCRIPTION
KNE would provide a northern extension of the Metro K Line from its current terminus at the Metro E
Line Expo/Crenshaw Station to the northern terminus at either the Metro B Line Hollywood/Highland
Station or the optional Hollywood Bowl Station. From the existing Expo/Crenshaw Station, KNE would
travel north underground, with parallel twin-bore tunnels, connecting to the Metro D Line at Wilshire
Boulevard and the Metro B Line at the Hollywood/Highland Station. KNE would operate entirely
underground with the exception of the station entrances, which provide street-level access for riders. At
the respective transfer stations, transfers between the K Line and the D and B Lines would be entirely
underground and riders would be able to access both lines from any of the station entrances.

KNE includes three potential light rail alignments with stations, the expanded MSF at Division 16, and the
Hollywood Bowl Design Option. The following alignments are described in detail in Section 2.4.1, and
proposed stations are described in Section 2.4.1.4:

�„ KNE San Vicente–Fairfax Alignment

�„ KNE Fairfax Alignment

�„ KNE La Brea Alignment

KNE would be constructed from south to north in two or three sections depending on the selected
alignment. For all three alignments, a design option to terminate at the Hollywood Bowl is under
consideration. An expanded MSF at the existing Division 16 site near LAX would also be constructed to
support operation. Refer to Table 2-1 for a summary of the characteristics of each KNE alignment and
Hollywood Bowl Design Option.

TABLE 2-1. CHARACTERISTICS OF KNE

SAN VICENTE–
FAIRFAX ALIGNMENT

FAIRFAX
ALIGNMENT

LA BREA
ALIGNMENT

HOLLYWOOD BOWL
DESIGN OPTION

Alignment length 9.7 miles
underground

7.9 miles
underground

6.2 miles
underground

+ 0.8 mile underground

Stations 9
underground

7
underground

6
underground

+1 underground

Travel time between Expo/
Crenshaw and Hollywood/
Highland Stations

19 minutes 15 minutes 12 minutes +2 minutes
(from Hollywood/Highland)

Source: Connect Los Angeles Partners 2024

2.4.1 ALIGNMENTS

2.4.1.1 KNE SAN VICENTE–FAIRFAX ALIGNMENT

The KNE San Vicente–Fairfax Alignment would extend the K Line underground approximately 9.7 miles
north from the Metro E Line Expo/Crenshaw Station to the Metro B Line Hollywood/Highland Station. This
alignment would tunnel beneath Crenshaw Boulevard, San Vicente Boulevard, Fairfax Avenue, Beverly
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Boulevard, Santa Monica Boulevard, and Highland Avenue, with nine new stations, as shown in
Figure 2-5. The KNE San Vicente–Fairfax Alignment would serve destinations throughout the west and
central portions of the area, including LACMA, the Original Farmers Market/the Grove, Cedars-Sinai
Medical Center, the commercial districts along Santa Monica Boulevard in West Hollywood, and
Hollywood. This alignment would be the longest of the three alignments and would have the highest
number of new stations.

The KNE San Vicente–Fairfax Alignment includes nine stations, which are described in detail in
Section 2.4.1.4:

�„ Crenshaw/Adams

�„ Midtown Crossing

�„ Wilshire/Fairfax

�„ Fairfax/3rd

�„ La Cienega/Beverly

�„ San Vicente/Santa Monica

�„ Fairfax/Santa Monica

�„ La Brea/Santa Monica

�„ Hollywood/Highland

FIGURE 2-5. KNE SAN VICENTE–FAIRFAX ALIGNMENT

Source: Connect Los Angeles Partners 2024
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The KNE San Vicente–Fairfax Alignment would travel north beneath Crenshaw Boulevard from the
existing Metro K Line Expo/Crenshaw Station to the proposed Crenshaw/Adams Station at Adams
Boulevard. From the Crenshaw/Adams Station, the alignment would continue straight north, tunneling
below private properties in the Mid-City and Lafayette Square neighborhoods to connect to the Midtown
Crossing Station.

From the Midtown Crossing Station, the alignment would continue northwest below San Vicente
Boulevard then curve northwest at Hauser Boulevard, crossing underneath private properties and
Olympic Boulevard until it reaches Wilshire Boulevard and Fairfax Avenue. At this intersection, the
alignment would cross Wilshire Boulevard and travel beneath the Metro D Line to the proposed
Wilshire/Fairfax Station, which would connect to the future Metro D Line Station. From the
Wilshire/Fairfax Station, the alignment would continue north underneath Fairfax Avenue to the Fairfax/3rd

Station.

South of the intersection of Beverly Boulevard and Fairfax Avenue, the alignment would curve northwest
before continuing west beneath Beverly Boulevard to connect to the La Cienega/Beverly Station.
Following Beverly Boulevard west, the alignment would curve northwest and travel below Sherbourne
Drive before continuing northwest beneath San Vicente Boulevard. North of the Pacific Design Center and
the West Hollywood Library, the alignment would curve beneath West Hollywood Park to turn northeast
underneath Santa Monica Boulevard to the San Vicente/Santa Monica Station. The alignment would
follow Santa Monica Boulevard east to the Fairfax/Santa Monica Station.

Traveling east below Santa Monica Boulevard, the alignment would then connect to the La Brea/Santa
Monica Station at La Brea Avenue. East of Orange Drive, the alignment would curve northeast beneath
private properties to turn north underneath Highland Avenue before terminating at the
Hollywood/Highland Station with a connection to the Metro B Line. At the D and B Line transfer locations,
the alignment would include new station entrances. The design option that would continue north to the
Hollywood Bowl is described in Section 2.4.2.

2.4.1.2 KNE FAIRFAX ALIGNMENT

The KNE Fairfax Alignment would extend the K Line underground approximately 7.8 miles north from the
Metro E Line Expo/Crenshaw Station to the Metro B Line Hollywood/Highland Station. Similar to the KNE
San Vicente–Fairfax Alignment, the KNE Fairfax Alignment would tunnel beneath Crenshaw Boulevard,
San Vicente Boulevard, Fairfax Avenue, Highland Avenue, and Santa Monica Boulevard, as shown in
Figure 2-6. However, instead of turning west at Beverly Boulevard, the Fairfax Alignment would continue
north beneath Fairfax Avenue and then turn east at Santa Monica Boulevard. The KNE Fairfax Alignment
would serve some of the same destinations as the KNE San Vicente–Fairfax Alignment in the central
portion of the area, including LACMA and the Original Farmers Market/the Grove.

The KNE Fairfax Alignment includes seven stations, which are described in detail in Section 2.4.1.4:

�„ Crenshaw/Adams

�„ Midtown Crossing

�„ Wilshire/Fairfax
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�„ Fairfax/3rd

�„ Fairfax/Santa Monica

�„ La Brea/Santa Monica

�„ Hollywood/Highland

FIGURE 2-6. KNE FAIRFAX ALIGNMENT

Source: Connect Los Angeles Partners 2024

The KNE Fairfax Alignment would follow the same alignment as the KNE San Vicente–Fairfax Alignment
between the existing Metro K Line Expo/Crenshaw Station to the proposed Fairfax/3rd Station. The
alignment would travel north beneath Crenshaw Boulevard from the existing Metro K Line
Expo/Crenshaw Station to the proposed Crenshaw/Adams Station south of Adams Boulevard. From the
Crenshaw/Adams Station, the alignment would continue north, tunneling below private properties in the
Mid-City and Lafayette Square neighborhoods to connect to the Midtown Crossing Station.

From the Midtown Crossing Station, the alignment would continue northwest below San Vicente
Boulevard then curve northwest at Hauser Boulevard, crossing underneath private properties and
Olympic Boulevard until it reaches Wilshire Boulevard and Fairfax Avenue. At this intersection, the
alignment would cross Wilshire Boulevard and travel beneath the Metro D Line to the proposed
Wilshire/Fairfax Station, which would connect to the future Metro D Line Station. From the proposed
Wilshire/Fairfax Station, the alignment would continue north underneath Fairfax Avenue to the Fairfax/3rd

Station.
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From the Fairfax/3rd Station, the KNE Fairfax Alignment would continue north beneath Fairfax Avenue.
South of Waring Avenue, the alignment would curve northwest, tunneling below private properties
between Crescent Heights Boulevard to the west and Fairfax Avenue to the east. At Romaine Street, the
alignment would begin to curve northeast to turn east along Santa Monica Boulevard, connecting to the
Fairfax/Santa Monica Station.

The KNE Fairfax Alignment would follow the same alignment as the KNE San Vicente–Fairfax Alignment
between the Fairfax/Santa Monica Station and the Hollywood/Highland Station. Traveling east below
Santa Monica Boulevard, the alignment would then connect to the La Brea/Santa Monica Station at La
Brea Avenue. East of Orange Drive, the alignment would curve northeast beneath private properties to
turn north underneath Highland Avenue before terminating at the Hollywood/Highland Station with a
connection to the Metro B Line. At the D and B Line transfer locations, the alignment would include new
station entrances. The design option that would continue north to the Hollywood Bowl is described in
Section 2.4.2.

2.4.1.3 KNE LA BREA ALIGNMENT

The KNE La Brea Alignment would extend the K Line underground approximately 6.2 miles north from the
Metro E Line Expo/Crenshaw Station to the Metro B Line Hollywood/Highland Station. The alignment
would tunnel beneath Crenshaw Boulevard, San Vicente Boulevard, La Brea Avenue, and Highland
Avenue with six new stations, as shown in Figure 2-7. The KNE La Brea Alignment is the shortest of the
three alignments and would serve the Mid-City neighborhoods, the La Brea corridor, Hancock Park, and
Hollywood.

The KNE La Brea Alignment includes six stations, which are described in detail in Section 2.4.1.4:

�„ Crenshaw/Adams

�„ Midtown Crossing

�„ Wilshire/La Brea

�„ La Brea/Beverly

�„ La Brea/Santa Monica

�„ Hollywood/Highland

The KNE La Brea Alignment would follow the same alignment as the KNE San Vicente–Fairfax and Fairfax
Alignments between the existing Metro K Line Expo/Crenshaw Station to just northwest of the proposed
Midtown Crossing Station at La Brea Avenue. The alignment would travel north beneath Crenshaw
Boulevard from the existing Metro K Line Expo/Crenshaw Station to the proposed Crenshaw/Adams
Station south of Adams Boulevard. From the Crenshaw/Adams Station, the alignment would continue
north, tunneling below private properties in the Mid-City and Lafayette Square neighborhoods to connect
to the Midtown Crossing Station.
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FIGURE 2-7. KNE LA BREA ALIGNMENT

Source: Connect Los Angeles Partners 2024

From the Midtown Crossing Station, the alignment would follow the same alignment as the San Vicente–
Fairfax and Fairfax Alignments to La Brea Avenue, continuing northwest beneath San Vicente Boulevard
to La Brea Avenue. It would curve northwest below private properties between La Brea Avenue and
Redondo Boulevard. At Olympic Boulevard, the alignment would then continue north beneath La Brea
Avenue, crossing Wilshire Boulevard and traveling beneath the Metro D Line to the Wilshire/La Brea
Station with a connection to the future Metro D Line Station. From the Wilshire/La Brea Station, the
alignment would continue north to the La Brea/Beverly Station.

From the La Brea/Beverly Station, the alignment would continue north following La Brea Avenue to the La
Brea/Santa Monica Station at Santa Monica Boulevard. From the La Brea/Santa Monica Station, the
alignment would travel north until Lexington Avenue then curve northeast below private properties
between La Brea Avenue and Highland Avenue. South of Sunset Boulevard, the alignment would continue
north beneath Highland Avenue before terminating at the Hollywood/Highland Station with a connection
to the Metro B Line. At the D and B Line transfer locations, the alignment would include new station
entrances. The design option that would continue north to the Hollywood Bowl is described in Section
2.4.2.
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2.4.1.4 STATIONS

This section describes each of the proposed stations for the alignments. Figure 2-8 illustrates a typical
cross-section of an underground light rail station. All proposed stations would be fully underground and
be comprised of two major components:

�„ Station box: Located underneath public streets, private property, or could be integrated into
future developments. Consists of concourse area with ticketing, customer information, and fare
gates, and a platform level for passenger waiting, boarding, and alighting trains. Platforms are
typically 60 feet below ground but depth ranges depending on surrounding conditions. All
boarding platforms would be approximately 270 feet long, approximately 39 inches high above
the track, and could accommodate trains of up to three cars.

�„ Station entrance: Located off street on private property in a plaza with a shaded canopy with the
potential to be integrated into a building structure in the future. Entrances would include stairs,
escalators, and elevators for circulation, as well as passenger information, wayfinding, and other
transit amenities. All stations would be constructed with a single entrance, with the option to
construct additional entrances depending on demand and other considerations.

FIGURE 2-8. TYPICAL STATION CROSS-SECTION

Source: Connect Los Angeles Partners 2024
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The only visible features of underground stations at street level would be entrances, signage, and possibly
ventilation structures and other ancillary facilities at ground level. Figure 2-9 shows a typical Metro
station entrance. All proposed stations would be designed to be consistent with Metro’s Systemwide
Station Design Standards, or equivalent design standards, and Metro’s Public Art Policy. Knock-out
panels—filler panels that can be removed for future installations/connections/entrances without
significantly impacting the integrity of the structure—would be incorporated into station design where
needed. Most stations would include an underground track crossover box before or after the station to
allow trains to switch tracks for operational flexibility. The locations of the crossover boxes are depicted
on each individual station site diagram, which are shown in Appendix 2-B, Advanced Conceptual
Engineering Drawings.

FIGURE 2-9. TYPICAL STATION ENTRANCE

Source: Metro 2022

All stations would include two sets of emergency egress facilities, or emergency exits, that can access the
surface via hatches inside or outside the public right-of-way (ROW). Each emergency exit route would
include a set of stairs that leads to the surface in case of emergencies where elevators and escalators are
not working or unsafe to use. Depending on the configuration of the station, some stations may have
more than two sets of emergency exits. Each emergency egress shaft would be approximately 15 feet by
25 feet, and the hatch would either be flush with the ground or can be integrated into a building.
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In addition to the emergency exits, station ventilation structures would be located in the public ROW and
are often separated from the emergency exits. The ventilation structures would either be at ground or
sidewalk level and could be incorporated into future development. These ventilation structures and
emergency exits may be located on parcels identified and acquired for construction staging. Refer to
Section 2.4.4 for a more detailed description of some of the other ancillary facilities.

Surface construction activities would be concentrated at the proposed station locations. Most stations,
with the exception of the Hollywood Bowl Station, would be constructed via cut-and-cover construction,
where the station box would be excavated from the surface. In order to construct a station, a minimum of
one to two acres would be needed for the duration of the station construction period. A larger
construction staging site of three to four acres would be required if the site is also used to launch the
tunnel boring machines (TBMs) and support tunneling activities. Under each station description below, all
construction staging surface areas are approximately measured to the nearest 0.1 acre. Portions of the
sidewalk may also be potentially restricted or altered by station construction and are identified in the
station drawings as the “sidewalk zone of influence.” In this area, the sidewalk and curbs may be
temporarily closed to pedestrian access during construction or require reconstruction after project
completion. The construction approach is detailed in Section 2.4.5.

Table 2-2 identifies which stations would be constructed under each alignment. In total, 11 station areas
are identified for the alignments. The KNE San Vicente–Fairfax Alignment would include nine new
stations; the KNE Fairfax Alignment would include seven new stations; and the KNE La Brea Alignment
would include six new stations. Table 2-2 also identifies the entrance location options for each station.
Only one new entrance would be constructed per station. For stations with multiple entrance options
identified, only one option with its corresponding facilities and construction staging, would be built.
Therefore, not all sites identified in the Draft EIR would be needed to construct and operate the project.
The proposed layout and options under consideration for each station are described in detail below. The
Hollywood Bowl Design Option is discussed in Section 2.4.2. Refer to Appendix 2-B, Advanced Conceptual
Engineering Drawings, for the detailed station site plan drawings.
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CRENSHAW/ADAMS STATION

The proposed Crenshaw/Adams Station would be the first station north of the Expo/Crenshaw Station
and would be located in the City of Los Angeles. This station would be constructed for any of the three
KNE alignments. The underground station box would be located directly south of the intersection of
Crenshaw Boulevard and Adams Boulevard. There are two entrance options, although only one entrance
would be constructed.

ENTRANCE OPTION 1 – SW

Under Entrance Option 1 – SW (Figure 2-10), the entrance would be located on the southwest corner of
the Crenshaw Boulevard and Adams Boulevard intersection facing Crenshaw Boulevard. A knock-out
panel would be located on the southeast corner of Crenshaw Boulevard and Adams Boulevard, opposite
of the entrance option. There would be a double crossover—a track installation to allow traveling trains
to move to the other track and continue traveling in the same direction without stopping—at the south
end of the station box, south of 28th Street.

FIGURE 2-10. CRENSHAW/ADAMS STATION
(ENTRANCE OPTION 1 – SW)

Source: Connect Los Angeles Partners 2024
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Two construction staging areas have been identified at this station: 1) on the southwest corner of Adams
Boulevard and Crenshaw Boulevard extending to Victoria Avenue (0.9 acre) and 2) on the northeast
corner of Crenshaw Boulevard and 28th Street extending to the alley (0.3 acre).

The sidewalk zone of influence would be along Crenshaw Boulevard between Adams Boulevard and 29th

Street. At Adams Boulevard, 28th Street, and 29th Street, the sidewalk zone of influence would extend
onto the corners of those intersections. At Adams Boulevard, the sidewalk zone of influence would also
extend west approximately 325 feet to the intersection of Victoria Avenue and Adams Boulevard to cover
the street-facing edge of the construction staging area.

ENTRANCE OPTION 2 – SE

Under Entrance Option 2 – SE (Figure 2-11), the entrance would be located on the southeast corner of
Crenshaw Boulevard and Adams Boulevard. A knock-out panel would be located on the southwest corner
of Crenshaw Boulevard and Adams Boulevard, opposite of the entrance option. There would be a double
crossover at the south end of the station box, south of 28th Street.

Two construction staging areas have been identified at this station: 1) on the southeast corner of Adams
Boulevard and Crenshaw Boulevard (0.6 acre) and 2) on the northeast corner of Crenshaw Boulevard and
28th Street (0.3 acre).

The sidewalk zone of influence would be along Crenshaw Boulevard between Adams Boulevard and 29th

Street. At Adams Boulevard, 28th Street, and 29th Street, the sidewalk zone of influence would extend
onto the corners of those intersections. At Adams Boulevard, the sidewalk zone of influence would also
extend east approximately 180 feet past the intersection of Adams Boulevard and Crenshaw Boulevard to
cover the street-facing edge of the construction staging area.
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FIGURE 2-11. CRENSHAW/ADAMS STATION (ENTRANCE OPTION 2 – SE)

Source: Connect Los Angeles Partners 2024

MIDTOWN CROSSING STATION

The proposed Midtown Crossing Station, shown in Figure 2-12, would be north of the Crenshaw/Adams
Station and would be constructed for any of the three KNE alignments. This station would be located in
the City of Los Angeles beneath private property bounded by Venice Boulevard to the south, Pico
Boulevard to the north, and San Vicente Boulevard to the northeast. The station platform would be
located on the southeast corner of the private property with a double crossover at the northwest section
of the station box. A station entrance would provide access at street level along the west side of San
Vicente Boulevard above the double crossover structure. Two knock-out panels would be provided, one
on the east side of the station box near the crossover structure and the other on the west side at the
southern end of the station box, to accommodate future entrances. A double crossover would be located
at the north side of the station box, partially beneath Pico Boulevard and parallel to San Vicente
Boulevard.
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FIGURE 2-12. MIDTOWN CROSSING STATION

Source: Connect Los Angeles Partners 2024

An approximately six-acre construction staging area for this station would utilize the parcels bounded by
Venice Boulevard to the south, Pico Boulevard to the north, and San Vicente Boulevard to the northeast.
This site would be used as a TBM launch site and would require a larger footprint to accommodate
construction activities than would a typical station.

The sidewalk zone of influence would encompass the street-facing edges of the construction staging area
along Pico Boulevard, San Vicente Boulevard, and Venice Boulevard.
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WILSHIRE/FAIRFAX STATION

The proposed Wilshire/Fairfax Station would provide a connection to the currently under construction (as
of 2024) Metro D Line Wilshire/Fairfax Station, which would be located below Wilshire Boulevard at the
intersection of Wilshire Boulevard and Fairfax Avenue. The proposed station would also provide access to
LACMA and the Academy Museum of Motion Pictures north of Wilshire Boulevard, and the Petersen
Automotive Museum south of Wilshire Boulevard. This station would only be constructed for the KNE San
Vicente–Fairfax and Fairfax Alignments.

The station box would be located north of Wilshire Boulevard beneath Fairfax Avenue with a crossover
north of the station box extending to Lindenhurst Avenue (Figure 2-13). The proposed station entrance
would be located on the north side of Wilshire Boulevard, west of Fairfax Avenue and Johnie’s Coffee
Shop. The entrance would provide direct access to both the K Line and the D Line. Passengers would be
able to transfer between the Metro D Line and the K Line through the concourse level of both stations,
with a passageway constructed just west of the Wilshire Boulevard and Fairfax Avenue intersection. In
order to facilitate the connection to the D Line, a concourse and escalators/elevators would be added to
the west side of the existing D Line station box. A knock-out panel would be provided on the east side of
the station box, at the southeast corner of Fairfax Avenue and 6th Street, to allow for a potential future
entrance. Additional improvements to the existing D Line Station may be required to facilitate passenger
transfers between the two transit lines.

The station entrance with escalators and stairs would be located in the alleyway between Johnie’s Coffee
Shop and the retail store on the north side of Wilshire Boulevard. The entrance’s elevators would be
located along Fairfax Avenue in the alley immediately north of Johnie’s Coffee Shop.

Two construction staging areas have been identified for this station option: 1) along Wilshire Boulevard
between the intersection of Wilshire Boulevard and San Diego Way and the parking lots west and north of
Johnie’s Coffee Shop (2.8 acres) and 2) at the northwest corner of Fairfax Avenue and Lindenhurst
Avenue (0.2 acre). The larger construction staging area is due to the depth and complexity of this station
construction.

The sidewalk zone of influence would be located on the east and west sides of Fairfax Avenue, between
Wilshire Boulevard and Lindenhurst Avenue. At Wilshire Boulevard, Orange Street, 6th Street, and
Lindenhurst Avenue, the sidewalk zone of influence would extend past the corners of the respective
intersections. It would also cover the southern edge of the construction staging area at 6th Street and
Lindenhurst Avenue. At the intersection of Wilshire Boulevard and Fairfax Avenue, the sidewalk zone of
influence is not present at the northwest corner where Johnie’s Coffee Shop is located, but would extend
700 feet west of the intersection to cover the street-facing edge of the construction staging area along
Wilshire Boulevard.
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FIGURE 2-13. WILSHIRE/FAIRFAX STATION

Source: Connect Los Angeles Partners 2024
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FAIRFAX/3RD STATION

The proposed Fairfax/3rd Station would provide access to the Grove, the Original Farmers Market, and
dense residential land uses to the east, including Park La Brea. The station would also serve retail along
Fairfax Avenue and 3rd Street, and the largely residential land uses west of Fairfax Avenue in the Beverly
Grove neighborhood. This station would only be constructed for the San Vicente–Fairfax and Fairfax
Alignments. The station platform would be located beneath Fairfax Avenue at the intersection of Fairfax
Avenue and 3rd Street, as shown in Figure 2-14.

FIGURE 2-14. FAIRFAX/3RD STATION

Source: Connect Los Angeles Partners 2024

The station would be constructed with an entrance on the southeast corner of 3rd Street and Fairfax
Avenue (Entrance 1 – South) with the option to construct a secondary entrance at the existing Farmers
Market parking lot approximately 300 feet north of the Fairfax Avenue and 3rd Street intersection
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(Optional Entrance 2 – North). A double crossover would be located on the northern end of the station
platform. One knock-out panel would be located on the northwest corner of Fairfax Avenue and 3rd Street
to accommodate a potential future entrance. Another knock-out panel would be located 140 feet south
of the intersection of Fairfax Avenue and Farmers Market Place to accommodate Optional Entrance 2 if it
is not constructed as part of KNE.

Two construction staging areas have been identified at this station: 1) on the southeast corner of the
Fairfax Avenue and 3rd Street intersection (3.8 acres) and 2) if Optional Entrance 2 is constructed, at the
southeast corner of Fairfax Avenue and Farmers Market Place (0.7 acre). Figure 2-15 shows the Fairfax/3rd

Station with Optional Entrance 2 – North and its supporting construction staging area.

FIGURE 2-15. FAIRFAX/3RD STATION (WITH OPTIONAL ENTRANCE 2)

Source: Connect Los Angeles Partners 2024
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The sidewalk zone of influence would be located on the east and west sides of the street along Fairfax
Avenue between Farmers Market Place and Blackburn Avenue. At Farmers Market Place, 3rd Street, and
Blackburn Avenue, the sidewalk zone of influence would extend past the corners of the respective
intersections. This would include the northern edge of the construction staging area at Fairfax Avenue
and Farmers Market Place. At the large construction staging area at the southeast corner of Fairfax
Avenue and 3rd Street, the sidewalk zone of influence would extend approximately 350 feet east along
3rd Street to cover the street-facing edges of the staging area. The zone of influence would also extend
approximately 150 feet north of the intersection of Fairfax Avenue and Farmers Market Place.

LA CIENEGA/BEVERLY STATION

As illustrated in Figure 2-16, the proposed La Cienega/Beverly Station would be located beneath Beverly
Boulevard, just east of the Beverly Boulevard and La Cienega Boulevard intersection. This station would
provide access to the Beverly Center and Beverly Connection shopping malls and Cedars-Sinai Medical
Center. This station would only be constructed for the San Vicente–Fairfax Alignment.

The station portal would be located in the City of Los Angeles but would also provide access to the City of
West Hollywood to the northwest. The entrance to the station would be located on the northeast corner
of the intersection, with access along La Cienega Boulevard and Beverly Boulevard. A double crossover
would be located on the eastern end of the station box. A knock-out-panel would be provided on the
south side of the station box near La Cienega Boulevard to accommodate a potential future entrance.

Two construction staging areas have been identified at this station: 1) on the north side of Beverly
Boulevard between La Cienega Boulevard and Alfred Avenue (0.8 acre) and 2) on the southwest corner of
Beverly Boulevard and Croft Avenue (0.4 acre).

The sidewalk zone of influence would be located on the north and south sides of the street along Beverly
Boulevard, between La Cienega Boulevard and Orlando Avenue. At La Cienega Boulevard, Alfred Avenue,
Croft Avenue, and Orlando Avenue, the sidewalk zone of influence would extend around the corners of
the respective intersections. The sidewalk zone of influence would also include all street-facing edges of
the construction staging areas at La Cienega Boulevard, Alfred Avenue, and Croft Avenue.
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FIGURE 2-16. LA CIENEGA/BEVERLY STATION

Source: Connect Los Angeles Partners 2024

SAN VICENTE/SANTA MONICA STATION

The San Vicente/Santa Monica Station would be located in the City of West Hollywood, less than
0.25 mile north of the Pacific Design Center, the West Hollywood Library, and West Hollywood Park. The
station would provide direct access to the active commercial corridor along Santa Monica Boulevard and
would also provide access to the Sunset Strip to the north. This station would only be constructed for the
San Vicente–Fairfax Alignment. Under the construction approach described in Section 2.4.5, this station
would be the northern terminus of Section 2 for the San Vicente–Fairfax Alignment.

The station box would be located beneath Santa Monica Boulevard and east of San Vicente Boulevard,
adjacent to the Metro Division 7 bus yard facility, as shown in Figure 2-17. This site would be used as a
TBM launch site and would require a larger footprint to accommodate construction activities than would
a typical station. Two potential station entrances are under consideration, but only one would be
constructed as part of KNE.
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ENTRANCE OPTION 1 – SOUTH

Entrance Option 1 would be located on the southeast corner of the Santa Monica Boulevard and San
Vicente Boulevard intersection at the existing Los Angeles County Sherriff’s Station, as shown in
Figure 2-17. One knock-out panel would be provided on the southern side of the station box along Santa
Monica Boulevard to accommodate a potential future entrance. A second knock-out panel would be
provided on the northwestern side of the station box, near the intersection of Palm Avenue and Santa
Monica Boulevard, to accommodate a potential future entrance on the north side of Santa Monica
Boulevard.

FIGURE 2-17. SAN VICENTE/SANTA MONICA STATION – ENTRANCE OPTION 1 – SOUTH

Source: Connect Los Angeles Partners 2024
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Two construction staging areas have been identified for this station: 1) on the northeast corner of Santa
Monica Boulevard and Palm Avenue (0.8 acre) and 2) the current Los Angeles County Sheriff’s Department
West Hollywood Station on the southeast corner of Santa Monica Boulevard and San Vicente Boulevard (2.1
acres). These staging areas would be used as a TBM launch site and require a larger footprint to
accommodate construction activities than a typical station.

The sidewalk zone of influence would be located on the north and south sides of Santa Monica Boulevard,
between San Vicente Boulevard and Huntley Drive. At Larrabee Street, Palm Avenue, Hancock Avenue, and
Huntley Drive, the sidewalk zone of influence would extend around the corners of the respective
intersections. It would also cover the western edge of the construction staging area at Santa Monica
Boulevard and Palm Avenue. At the intersection of San Vicente Boulevard and Santa Monica Boulevard, the
sidewalk zone of influence would extend 480 feet south to include the street-facing edge of the
construction staging area.

ENTRANCE OPTION 2 – NORTH

Entrance Option 2 – North would be located at the northeast corner of the intersection of Santa Monica
Boulevard and Palm Avenue, as shown in Figure 2-18. A double crossover would be located on the
eastern end of the station. One knock-out-panel would be provided on the southern side of the station
box to accommodate a potential future entrance.

Two construction staging areas have been identified for this station: 1) on the northeast corner of Santa
Monica Boulevard and Palm Avenue (0.8 acre) and 2) the current Los Angeles County Sheriff’s Department
West Hollywood Station on the southeast corner of Santa Monica Boulevard and San Vicente Boulevard (2.1
acres). These sites would be used as a TBM launch site and require a larger footprint to accommodate
construction activities than a typical station.

The sidewalk zone of influence would be on the north and south sides of Santa Monica Boulevard, between
San Vicente Boulevard and Huntley Drive. At Larrabee Street, Palm Avenue, Hancock Avenue, and Huntley
Drive, the sidewalk zone of influence would extend around the corners of the respective intersections. It
would also cover the construction staging area at Santa Monica Boulevard and Palm Avenue. At the
intersection of San Vicente Boulevard and Santa Monica Boulevard, the sidewalk zone of influence would
extend 450 feet south of the intersection to include the street-facing edge of the construction staging area.
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FIGURE 2-18. SAN VICENTE/SANTA MONICA STATION – ENTRANCE OPTION 2 – NORTH

Source: Connect Los Angeles Partners 2024

FAIRFAX/SANTA MONICA STATION

The proposed Fairfax/Santa Monica Station would be located in the City of West Hollywood, east of the
intersection of Fairfax Avenue and Santa Monica Boulevard. This station would only be constructed for
the San Vicente–Fairfax and Fairfax Alignments. The station box and entrance options would be in the
same location for either of these alignments, but the approach from the west would vary between the
two alignments.

The station box would be located below Santa Monica Boulevard. Two entrance options are proposed,
although only one would be constructed.
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CHAPTER 8 ABBREVIATIONS/ACRONYMS

ACRONYM DEFINITION

AB Assembly Bill

AB 32 Scoping Plan Assembly Bill 32 Climate Change Scoping Plan

ACM asbestos-containing material

ADL aerially deposited lead

Advanced AA Crenshaw Northern Extension Advanced Alternatives Analysis Screening Study

AF acre-feet

APEFZ Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zones

AQMP Air Quality Management Plan

BERD Built Environment Resources Directory

bgs below ground surface

BMP best management practice

BP before present

BRT bus rapid transit

BTU British thermal unit

CAA Clean Air Act

CAAP Climate Action and Adaptation Plan

CAAQS California Ambient Air Quality Standards

CAL FIRE California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection

Cal/OSHA California Division of Occupational Safety and Health Administration

CalEEMod California Emissions Estimator Model

CalGEM California Geologic Energy Management Division

CALGreen California Green Building Standards Code

CalRecycle California Department of Resources Recycling and Recovery

CalSTA California State Transportation Agency

Caltrans California Department of Transportation

CAPTI Climate Action Plan for Transportation Infrastructure

CARB California Air Resources Board
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ACRONYM DEFINITION

MSF maintenance and storage facility

MTCO2e metric tons of carbon dioxide equivalent

MUTCD Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices

MWD Metropolitan Water District

n.d. no date

N2O nitrous oxide

NAAQS National Ambient Air Quality Standards

NAHC Native American Heritage Commission

NCCP Natural Community Conservation Plan

NM not measured

NO nitric oxide

NO2 nitrogen dioxide

NOAA National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration

NOP Notice of Preparation

NOX nitrogen oxides

NPDES National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System

NRCS Natural Resource Conservation Service

NRHP National Register of Historic Places

O&M operations and maintenance

O3 ozone

ODE operating design earthquake

OFFROAD California Air Resources Board model for off-road vehicle and equipment emissions

OHP Office of Historic Preservation

OPR Office of Planning and Research

OSHA Occupational Safety and Health Administration

Pb lead

PCB polychlorinated biphenyls

PM project measure
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ACRONYM DEFINITION

PM10 particulate matter less than or equal to 10 microns in diameter

PM2.5 particulate matter less than or equal to 2.5 microns in diameter

Post-Scoping Post-Scoping Alignment Refinement Evaluation

ppm parts per million

PPV peak particle velocity

PRC Public Resources Code

PRMMP Paleontological Resources Monitoring and Mitigation Plan

project K Line Northern Extension Transit Corridor Project

RCRA Resource Conservation and Recovery Act

REC Recognized Environmental Condition

RHNA Regional Housing Needs Assessment

RMS root mean square

ROW right-of-way

RSA resource study area

RTP/SCS Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy

RWQCB Regional Water Quality Control Board

SB Senate Bill

SCAB South Coast Air Basin

SCAG Southern California Association of Governments

SCAQMD South Coast Air Quality Management District

SCCIC South Central Coastal Information Center

SCE Southern California Edison

SEM sequential excavation method

SFHA Special Flood Hazard Area

SIP State Implementation Plan

SLF Sacred Lands File

SO2 sulfur dioxide

SoCalGas Southern California Gas Company
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ACRONYM DEFINITION

SOX sulfur oxides

SRA State Responsibility Area

SVP Society of Vertebrate Paleontology

SWP State Water Project

SWPPP Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan

SWRCB State Water Resources Control Board

TAC toxic air contaminant

TAZ Traffic Analysis Zone

TBM tunnel boring machine

TCR Tribal Cultural Resource

TMDL total maximum daily load

TMP Transportation Management Plan

TOD transit-oriented development

TOZ Transit Overlay Zone

UFC Uniform Fire Code

USC United States Code

USDA United States Department of Agriculture

USEIA United States Energy Information Administration

USEPA United States Environmental Protection Agency

USFWS United States Fish and Wildlife Service

USGS United States Geological Survey

UWMP Urban Water Management Plan

VdB vibration decibels

VHFHSZ Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zone

VMT vehicle miles traveled

VOC volatile organic compounds

WBWG Western Bat Working Group

WHRS West Hollywood Recreational Services
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ACRONYM DEFINITION

ZEV zero-emission vehicle

ZIMAS Zoning Information and Map Access System
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