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I. INTRODUCTION 

The materials presented in this appendix serve two functions: 

e justification for the impact assessment contained in the Draft EIR/EIR and 

• documentation of the analysis and findj_ngs on the earlier alternative align­
ments considered by SCRTD at the outset of the Preliminary Engineering 
phase. 

The evaluation of the alternatives involved a c.lose ex(!lllination of each of their 
component parts. A desc.ripfion of these components is presented in the next sec­
tion, followed by the alternatives asse5cSment. 

SYSTEM COMPONENTS 

For the visual analysis, "system components" refers to elements of the Metro R.ail 
Project such as concourse entrances and parkJng struc:tures that may have a .signi­
ficant visual i.mpact at or above the. ground level~ Such elements OcS interior station 
spaces are therefore not consid~red. This section describes and illustrates the Q(lsic 
function and appearance of each component ~fin~ by SCRTD as shown in prelimi­
nary station plans and the alignment plan and profile. 

1-1 

Concourse Entrance. The concourse 
entrance is a street-level semi- en­
closed structure at some stations 
that serves as both an entrance and a 
ticketing area, thereby eliminating 
the need for an underground mezza­
nine level. Concourses are located 
at Union Station and Wilshire/ Alvar­
ado. The concourse includes a free 
and paid area and a variety of ser­
vice rooms, as well as escalators, 
stairs, and an elevator to the train 
platform. · Typica.1 dimensions of the 
street-level portion of the con­
courses are 80 feet wide, I 80 feet 
lo.ng, and 20 feet high. A eoollng 
tower and a traction power substa­
tion are integrated i.nto the con-
course entrance at Union Station. 

Subway Station Enhance (Open). 
Open subway station entrances con­
sist of one or two escalators and a 
stairway connecting f he ground and 
station mezzanine levels, surrounded 
by a protective parapet approxi­
mately 4 feet above ground. Be­
tween one and four entrances are 
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provided, usually adjacent to pupl_ic 
sidewalks. Outside width is 20 feet 
for entrances with one escalator and 
32 feet for entrances with two esca­
lators. Outside length at street level 
is 43 feet. One elevator connecting 
the ground and mezzanine levels is 
provided at ea~h station with the 
elevator shaft either connected to or 
independent of the parapet of an 
open station entrance. Exterior 
dimensions of the above-ground por-­
tion of the elevator shaft are 
approximately 8 feet by IC> feet by 
13 feet high. 

Su:iwuy Station En_trunce (Covered). 
Some entrances are integrat«! with 
el'.(isting buildings, either in existing 
street.:level open bui_ld_ing arcades, or 
inside presently endo5.ed grol/nd 
floor spoce, as at the Fifth/Hill Sta­
tic,n. The design of the entrance 
itself is essentia_Hy that of an open 
subway entranc:e. 

Elevated Station. Elevated stations 
cit Universal City and North Holly­
wood are components of the Aerial 
Option_. Major station elements are 
a pciir of tracks serving each direc,, 
tion of travel; a side platfo:rm adja­
cent to each poir of tracks; a canopy 
covering a portion of each platform; 
connections between the platform 
and ground levels by escalator, ele­
vator, and stairs; a semi..enclosed 
concourse entrance with service 
rooms at the ground leve·i, and struc­
tural supports probably consi_sti_ng of 
two e<>lumns and a horizontal beam, 
spaced at up to 80 feet. Total .sta­
tion length is 450 feet. Approximate 
width is 84 feet at the platform 
level. Height of _ platforms above 
ground level. is 20-33 feet at Univer­
sal City and 30 feet at North Holly­
wood. The top of the plat-form can­
opy is approximately 15 feet above 
the plcitform. 

El~ed Guideway. Guideways con­
sist of a structure- supporting two 
tracks, electrified rail_s, and an 
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evacuation walkway. A typical 
guideway section is about 27 feet 
wide, supported by 6 foot w.ide col­
umns spoced. up to 80 feet on 
center. Sound attenuation panels are 
attacl)_ed to th_e s,i_de of the structure, 
contributing to the appr~i,mately 7-
foot-high visible fcice of the guide­
way. Between Ventura Boulevard 
and_ the UnjversaJ City portal, the 
guideway widens to 56 f~t to enter 
the mountain tunnels. Top-of-rail 
height varies between 20 and 42 
feet. 

·--------------' Parking Stnictures. Multilevel park­

1-3 

ing structures to accorilmoaate 
Metro Roi I park and ride patros ore 
planned at five stati<>ns-Union Sta ... 
tion, Wilshire/Fairfax, Fairfax/ 
Beye_rly, Universal City, and North 
Hollywood. While construction of 
the parking structures will be 
p~, the ultimate development 
has been evaluated for purposes of 
this visual analysis. Ultin,ate capa­
city ranges from 1,000 to 2,500 cars 
in structures from five to six levels 
lnclliding the roof decks, which are 
used for parking. D_ir,nensions range 
fron, 240 feet · by 360 feet to 240 
feet by 590 feet, Parking structure 
heights range from qpproximately 52. 
to 64 feet, assuming a maximum 
floor-to-floor height of 12 feet. 

Surface Parking. Surface parking for 
pork and ride users is located at the 
Universal City Aerial Stati<>n. Lot 
dim~sions are 180 feet by 720 feet, 
accommodating 400 surface spaces. 

Kiss and Ride Area. Kiss and ride 
s_h<>rt term surface parking is planned 
at Wilshire/Vermont, the subway ahd 
aerial versions <>f Universal City, and 
the North Hollywood Aerial Sta­
ti011s. Other stations may ~ventuaiiy 
include kfss and ride facilities, but 
they have not been evaluated in this 
CJSSeS!lment. As many as 60 spac:¢.s 
will be provided, in these areas, 
whose dimensions range from 50 feef 
by 3 IO feet at the North Hollywood 
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Aerial Station to 3.00 feet by 360 
feet at Universal City Aerial Sta­
tion. 

Bus Terminal (Off-Street). Off­
street bus terminals are located at 
fl'ie Union Station, Wilshire/Fairfax, 
Universal City LJnderground and 
Aerial, and North Hollywood Aerial 
Stations. The terminals allow effi­
cient and convenient transfer of 
relatively large nu,mbers of Metro 
Rail patrons to and from local and 
regional buses while avoiding the 
traffic delays that on-street bus 
transfers would create. The pro­
posed bus terminals are cit ground 
level. Th~y i_nclude open bus bays 
for loading and unload.ing, pe9estrian 
platform areas that mciy be land­
scape9, and, in some c~, bus stor-
age ahd waiting stalls. Parking 
structures are. located above some of 
the terminals. Dimensions of the 
t_erminals vary from 120 feet by 680 
feet at th~ Ur:iive_rsCJI City Aerial 
Station to 25.0 feet by 35.0 feet at 
Union .Station. Capacities range 
fr~m 6 to 18 buses. Other types of 
off-street bus facilities including bus 
turn-arounds and layover areas are 
aJso proposed at .stations other than 
those identified above. 

Bus Bay (On-Street). Where bus 
terminals are inappropriate, but bus­
rail connections are expected to 
significant, on--street bus bays are 
provided. They allow buses to pull 
off i_n specified areas along the 
street to load and unload Metro Rciil 
patrons without impedi_ng street 
traffic. The bays consist of one lane 
exclys_ively devoted to bus use, 
parallel to and direc;tly accessible 
from the street traffic lanes. The 
.bus bays vary from 120 feet to 200 
feet in length. 

Cooling Towers. Cooling towers are located at some stations, The towers heat and 
cool ambient fresh air, which is then moved by fan into the sta:tions_ for teml)f?ra­
ture CQntrol. Where there is a new development or Metro Rail parking structure 
associated with the station entrance, the cooling tower will be placed on top of the 
structure. Otherwise, the tower will be placed in an inconspicuous location on a 

1-4 
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vacant site adjacent to the entrance until it can bE! rel<>cated to the top of a future 
building developed on the site. Tower dimensions are 20 feet by 32 feet by 10 feet 
high. The sides are louvered to admit air, and the top is open. 

Other. This category incorporates permahel').t system elements that occur at only 
one or a few locations but have possibly significant visual impacts. 

• Traction power substations, at 
Union Station and at Fairfax/ 
Santa Monica. The substation 
serves two major functions. It 
houses transformers to convert 
alternating current to direct 
current for tra_in traction power, 
and switching gear to disfributE! 
electric· power to the trains and 
stations. Substation dimensions 
are 50 f~t by 90 feet by 18 feet · 
high. Exterior walls <Jre solid, 
except for large doors for trans­
former service, and a few stan­
dard-sized access doors. 

• The MCA trom linking .the Universal City Station with Universal City, includ­
ing a pickup and tvm-around area flanked by a landscaped plaza. 

• N_ew buildings at the Metro Rail main yard. Dirnensions range from 30 feet by 
120 feet to 335 feet by 550 feet. 

• Landscaped development of the area adjacent to the Wilshire/Normandie Sta­
tion entrance on the south side of Wilshire Boulevard, and within the lrolo 
Street right-of-way. This area would be created by the vacation of lrolo 
Street. 

• Demolition or relocation of existing structures necessary to allow fo! the cut 
and cover construction of stati_Oll$, crossover and pocket tracks, tail tracks, 
and storage tracks. 

• The mountain portal on the north slope of the. Santa Monica Mountains near the 
intersection of Lankershim and Ventura Boulevards for th_e Aeria_l Option. The 
portal is approximately· 38 feet at traek l_evel above Ventura Boulevard. It 
consists of a vertical wall approximately 56 feet wide by 30 feet high with two 
tunnel entrances 18 feet in diameter. Tracks extend from the tunnel on a sur­
face, bordered by i1loping abutments 150 feet long. The frocks continue on a 
section of retained earth 150 feet long which links with an elevate guideway 
connecting to the Universal City Aerial Station. 

• For the Aerial Option, the minor yard at Nor-th Hollywood, located between 
Tujunga an<l Beck Avenues in the Chandler BouleV(!rd median, directly north of 
tbe North Holl)'Wood Park and west of the North Holl)'Wood Aerial Station. 
The yard would be used for car storage, washing, and minor maintenance. 
Dimensions are approximately I 00 f~t wide by 1,300 feet long1 allowing_ 1 for 
five trac~ with spoce for 48 cars. The yard is approximately LS feet above 
grade on fill, held by retaining walls. 

1-5 
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II. EVALUATION OF ALTERNATIVES IN THE DRAFT EIS/EIR 

The visual impact assessment in the Draft EIS/EIR (Chapter 3.7 Aesthetics) eval- · 
ua'ted the system components against seyen impoct measures. The rationale for the 
imP9ct as,sessrnent in the Draft EIS/EIR is explained in the accompanying tables and 
figures. The following format is used for each station. 

• For each of the seven impact measures, fhe assigned ratings and explanations 
for the ratings are presented in tabular format. 

• When impact measures apply to more than one system component, separate 
explanations are providecl for each 

• Explanations are usually offered •only for ratings other than O (no visual irrfP9ct) 
or NA (not applicable). 

The location of each visual imP9ct is mapped on accompanying station plans. 

11-1 
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MAIN YARD AT '-"'ION STATION 

IMPACT MEASURE 

I. View Alteration 

. 2. Historical Resource Cornpatlbillty 

3, Chmge In V-isual Setting 

4. Street Facade Appearance 

5. Street Space Appearm ice 

"' Ccmpatib/Hty al Scal_e 

7. Visual Proximity 

RATING 

0 

NA 

+I 

-1 

0 

NA 

EXPLANATION 

The system components w1 II have no ~isual lmpcict • 

A historic survey has not yet been perfarrn_ed far this 
segment, but _will probably be completed far lnclu_1lan 
In the Final EIS/EIR. 

Current industrial uses including cont.oiner storage, 
truck maintenance and docking, warehouses and rail­
road sidings on the east side of .Santa Fe Avenue are 
visually disorganized ond unkempt. These uses would 
be- replaced by new Metro Rall structures and l_and­
scaplng (055tmed) which would give a more uniform 
appearance and higher level of maintenance ta the 
easi side of Sant_a Fe Avenue. 
The Impact m4'0Sure Is appllCCJble only where major 
pedestrian use on_ commercial st_reets occUn Or is like-
ly to occur. · · ·· · 

Current uses at or near the Sa,to Fe A'1e0Uf: property 
line would be replaced by five buildings well-set back 
from _the street, thereby weoken_ing !_he street space 
definition. 

At 20 ta l'5 feei high, the new Metro Rall foci/Illes are 
canparoble in SCol_e W:i.t_~~ {!:le· eXIStil"lg Stl'UCh.res to 
remain along the, west side of Santo Fe Avenue, which 
would -not be acquired for Metro Roil cons:t,udion. _ 

The Impact measure is not applicable. 

\.t,IION STA1'10N (8'.6 TERMINAL ADJACENT TO l.NION STATION) 

IMPACT MEASlRE 

I. View Alteration 

2. Historic Resa..-ce CampatibUi_ty 

3, Change In Visual Setting 

4. St_reet Facade Appearance 

S. Street S;,ace Appearance 

&. CampatlbUity of Scale 

7. Visual Proximity 

a. 

b. 

RATING 

-+I 

+I 

+I 

-1/+I 

NA 

NA 

0 

NA 

11-2 

EXPLANATION 

The bus terminal (off-street) wiU Increase eXJ)OSI.Q'e to 
_the historic Union Station terminal building. 

The bus termiiiol (off-street) wffl increase exposure to 
the historlC Ur\ic;u1 Station terminal buildiiig. · -

The parking Structure, surface parking, and off-st_l'.'ee.t 
bus ter:minal organize a _currently abandoned area.. 
There Is a potential conflict between pedestria:, and 
Ye_hlculor cicces-s iii the courtyard behl_r,d Union StatlCO 
at the concourse entrance. The:pedest_rlDI'.' ~r:,trmice is 
the form·er vehicular entrance to the courtyard .,.,,,_ 
iet\tli Used for parking. No alternative ~hic;\Jlar en-, 
trance is defined. 

Cut and cove_r construction Will remove -a restaurant 
on the east side of Vignes Street (-1) and an abandoned 
shed on the west side of the street (+I). 

The Impact meas..-e Is not oppll_cable. 

The Impact measure Is not appli_cable. 

The syst_ein components wffl have no visual Impact._ 

The impact m.ect.s'-!"e is riot applicable. 
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UNION STATION (BU5 TERMINAL.AT VIQES STREEI) 

IMPACT MEASl.f!E 

I. View Ahero.t.lon 

2. Historic Resource Compotlblllty 

3. 0-ge In Vlsuol Setting 

4. Street Facade Appew w"" 

5. S~eet Space Appearance 

&; Compatibjlit)" of Scale 

7. Visual Proximity 

avic CENTER 

IMPACT MEASURE 

I. VI ew Alteration 

2. Historic Resource CcmpotlbUl.ty 

3. Change in Visual Setting 

4. Street F ocode Appearance 

5. Street Spx:e Appearance 

&. Compatlbllliy of Scale 

7, Visual Proximity 

a. 

b. 

RATING 

0 

0 

+I 

-1/+I 

NA 

NA 

0 

NA 

RATING 

+I 

0 

-1 

0 

-1 

0 

NA 

11-4 

EXPLANATION 

The sys.tern components will hove no visual impact. 

Tt:M, ~Y.alte:ri c:om-panents have no visual impact. 

The parking structure and off-street bus terminal or­
gcinl~ o cUTren·tly abandoned area. There ls- o p,01.e_~ 
tlol conflict betWeen pedestrian and vehicular access 
In the courtyard behind Union.Station at ihe coneourse 
entrance. TM pedestrian entrance Is fhedormel' Yehf: 
cufar entrance to the courtyard Curl'.ently used foi­
porklng. No alternative vehicular entrance is defined. 

Cut and coYer construction Will rem·ove o restDLJTant· 
on the east side of Vignes Street (-1) ond on abandoned 
.shed .on the west aide ofit,e sfreet (+I). 

The Impact measure Is not oPi>.U.cable. 

The lmpoct·meosure Is not oppllcabl.~ 

The s)'Jtem component• will hove no visual irripoct, 

The Impact measure Is not applicable. 

EXPLANATION 

The subway station entrances (open) wif.l .. lncre<OSe ex­
posure to and channelize views toward the Co.urt of 
Flogs and the Civic Center Moll. 

The Court of Flogs Is separated from the area being 
oltere_9_~_ T~ lyitem ccirnpanents wiJJ have no visU51J 
Impact. 

The cooling tower Is sited In o potential Joint develop-
ment-site. > 

The system components will hoWt no vi.sual l,mpact. 

The subway station entrances (open) on the •outh side 
of th'e street remove trees which define the riorthern 
edge o! the Court of Flogs. The other sys.tern a,m... 
ponenfs Will have no vlsuol·impact. 

The system components wil·I hove no visual Impact. 

The impad measwe i.s not applicable. 
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FIFTH/HILL 

IMPACT MEASURE 

I. View Alterotlcn 

2. Historic Resource Com~ibinty 

3. Change In Visual Setting 

4. Street F'ocode Appeoraiice 

S. Street Space Appearance 

6. Cornpotlbllity of Scole 

b. 

_RATING 

+I 

+I 

-1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

EXPLANA TiON 

The slbwoy station entrance (open) will increase expo­
sure to and chann_e·l_ize ~i~~ toward Pershing Square. 

The subway station entrances (covered) ore within 
historic buildings. It is assumed SCRTO will restore 
the grOlRld fl- facades to b,,-historiai_lly i:ompotlble­
--a transit related impio•~et:tt. The station entrance 
(C0""red) at the southeast corner is a future enironce. 

The c:ooling tower is sited.in a-potential joil'.IJ,develop-­
rrier'lt-site. ·· 

The •~em components will hove no visual impact. 

The. subway station entrances (covered) are w_i_thin 
historic buildings. SCRTD will restore the ground floor 
use, a transit related· improvem_en:~. 

The other system components >NiU hove no visual Im­
pact. 

The system components will have no visuanm~.-

_ ~-___','i....,IP~i'!':i!>'·-- -•~-----------:~ ------ -, ~-~----\~~~~measure Is not opplicoble. 

SEVENTH/FI.OWER 

l~ACT ME_ASURE 

I. View Alteration 

Z. Historic Reso..-ce Canpotlblllty 

3, Clalge In Visual Setting 

4. Street Facade Appearance 

5. Street Space Appearance 

6. Compotibi_lity of Scale 

7. Vlsuo_l Pro)llmlty 

0. 

b.. 

C. 

0. 

b. 

CL 

b. 

0. 

b. 

RATING 

0 

0 

-1 

+I 

-1 

_, 

0 

-1 

0 

-1 

0 

NA 
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EXPLANATION 

There ore no sig,lflcont local or reglonol views. 

The system camponents wll_l have no visual Impact. 

The subway statlcn entrance (open) removes the Home 
Savings Bonk. · 

Tlie subway station entrance _ (open) at Pacific Plaza 
wou_l_d_ only be built m port of major development en 
t_he site. a:i e".'hancement of a currently empty cor.,er. 

The cooling tower It sited.In o potential joint devel_cp­
m_ent sit"e:.-

The subway station entrance (open) alters the street 
facade ol_ong Seventh· Street by · removing the Home 
Savings Bonk building. -

There Is no visual h:npoct of the subway station ent­
rance (open) at the Central Bonk bulldlrig. 

The subway station entrance (open) alters the enclm- ·· 
ure of the,street space by removing the Home Savings 
Bonk building. - - -

There Is 110 visual Impact of the subway station ent­
rances (open) at the Central Bonk building and the 
Paci/le Plaza. 

The s~bway' station entrance (open) removes the Home 
. Savings llo,k building, altering the·scoJe,at the street 
comet•. 

There Is 110 visual Impact of the subway station en_t­
ronct!S (open) at the Central Bonk building and the 
Pacific Plaza, 

The Impact memure Is not applicable. 
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.s·eventh/Flower Station 
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~ ALVARADO 

IMPACT MEASl,JRE 
,._ .. .c.·. 

I. Vi~ Alleratian 

2. Historic Resource 0;,mpatibility 

3. Change j/1 Visual ~!ting 

5. Street Space APPli,limice 

&. Com!JOfibility of Scale 

. 7 .' Visual Proximity 

a. 

b. 

a, 

ti. 

RATING 

. +I-

0 

-2 

-1 

-1 

0 

NA 

EXPLANAT_ION 

The ccncourse entrance. ,rill increase exposure ta or» 
channelize views toward MacArthur Parle.• 

lhe system components wiil have no visual i~. 

The ~,e entrance removes structure&~•-

C_ut and ciJver construction will remove eodsting muc­
tures. 

The concourse.entrance removes structures and breaks . 
tlie:c:ill)tinuity afihe c:ommerci_a_l_ street facade.* . 

~ "!Id caver construction ~ilr ,...,.,.;; free standing 
str~res that provide int_er:mittent,fac_ade definition 
of ~enth Street. 

1J:ie concourse entJ"ance·removes.structures and alters 
tf!e enclosure of the street space.* · 

. The system components will have no visual impact. 

The impcot measure is not applic:able. 

•A revised station plan Is included In the Draft E_IS/EIR.·._]'he re11lsed pion "I? longer 
cal_ls far a c:oncaune entrance; nevertheless, the positive and negatiw impacts 
identified remain unchanged with the new entrance. · · 

WILSHIRE/VERMONT 

IMPACT MEASlRE 

I_ •. VI __ Alteration 

2. Hlsterlc Resourc_e Ccmpat_lblllty 

3. Oa,ge In Visual Setting a. 

b. 

4. Street F CIC!l'le Appearance 

5. Street Space Appearance 

6. Compatibility of Scale 

7. Visual Proximity 

RATING 

0 

0 

+I 

-1 

+I 

+I 

0 

NA_ 
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EXPLANATION 

The_re ore no si!Jllflcant local or reglcnal views. 

Tho·s)'Stem components will haw no visual Impact. 

The subway station entrance (open) removes frag­
mented dev_,,lapment and s_urfcice pc,rklrig and creates 
an •-rtunlty far Joint develapment to enhance the 
visual setting. · 

The cooling tower Is sited In a potential joint develap­
m_ent sfte. 

The subw_ay _station entrance (open) removes frag­
mented development and surface parking and creates 
an ._,tunlty for joint deiielopnent ta reinforce the 
continuity of the comn:i_ercfol !ltr~et facade. 

The subwcy station entrance (open) rernawis frag­
mented dev~opment and ,unoi::e parking and creates 
an opportunity for Joint development ta reinforce 
street space definition. · · · · 

The S)'Stern components will have no visual impact. 

The Impact measure Is not appl lc:able. 
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wiL.sH!REh-lORMAN>IE 

IMPACT MEASl.AE 

1. View A.Iteration 

2. HIJtorlc Ruowce Canpatlblllty 

3, Chg,ge In VlsualSettlng 

4. Street Facade ~pecawc:e 

s. Street Space Ap-w,ce 

,. Ccmpatlbillty of Scale 

.. 7. Vl°""'I Proximity 

WILSI-IIRE/WESTEAII 

IMPACT MEASI.RE 

I. Vl.ew Alterotlon 

. 2. Hlstorl!' Resource Ccmpatiblllty 

3. Change In Vlsuol Setting 

4, Street Facade Appew w 1ee 

5. Street Spoce Appearw,ce 

&. Corni,atJbillty of Scole 

7. Visual Proldmlty 

a. 

b, 

a. 

b, 

a. 

b, 

0. 

b, 

a. 

b, 

a. 

b, 

RATING 

0 

0 

+I 

0 

0 

0 

0 

NA 

RATING 

0 

0 . 

. ,.o. 

-2 

-1 

-2 

0 

-2 

0 

EXPLANATION 

There are no slgnlficont locol or l'l!glonal vlewL 

The iystem C<>mponenll will hove no vl1Ual · Jmpoct; 

It Is OSSLmed tne vocated lrolo .Street wlll be land-
scoped. · · · 

The subwoy stotlon entrance (open) will hove no v1 .... 1 
lmpoct. 

The system com-t• will hove no vlsuol lmpoct. 

The system components will hove no vlsuol lmpoct. 

The system components w:11.1 hove no vlsuol lmpoct. 

The lmpoct m-ure Is not oppllcoble. 

EXPLANATION 

The system com·ponents will hove no vlsuol lmpal=):, 

The _subwoy stotlcn O)ltronce (open), by removing t.t:,e 
Thrlftys building will chonge the visual setting of tt:,e 
McKinley Esilldi_ng, .but It would not adversely offect 
the historic st)"Uc,Jure. 

The· other system com-t• will hove no visual Im­
· pact.. 

The subwoy stotlon·entronce (open) removes the Tl-rff. 
ty's bullding,-,a algniflcont lmpoct due to the b,,,ildings . 
lfflpartcnce as a component of the overall Visual set~ 
ting. 

The cooung tower;. llited In o potential joint deioelcp­
ment slt.e. 

The subway stoti on entronce (open) ol ters the contin­
uity of street facade olong WIishire Boulevard by r"" 
moving the Thrlfty's building. 

The other system component• wlll hove no vlsuol lrn­
poct. 

The subway stotlon entrance (open) olters the enclos­
ure of street spoce· of removing the Thrlftys buildlng. 

The other system components wUJ hove no vlsuol Im­
pact. 

-2 The subway stotlon entronce (opo,n) olters the existing 
scole by removing the Thrlfty's building ond creotlng o 
V<icontlot. 

0 The other system c:amponents wl II how no visual lm­
poct. 

NA The lmpaj:t measure Is not oppllcable. 
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WILSHl~NSHAW 

iMPACT WEAS~ 

1. View Alteration 

2. Historic Rosource Ccmpottblllty 

3. Cha,ge I~ Visual Setting 

4. Street Facade Appearance 

_ 5. Street Space A,,pew ence 

&. Ccmpotlblllty of Scale 

7. Visual Proximity 

_ WILSHIREII.ABREA 

IMPACT MEASlRc 

I. View Alteration 

2. Historic R...,...ce Ccmpoflblllly 

-3. Cha,ge In Visual Setting 

11. Street Facade Appearance 

5. Street Space Appearance 

&. Ccmpotlblllty of Scale 

7. Vlsuo) Proximity 

0. 

b. 

0. 

b. 

RATING 

0 

0 

+I 

-1 

•I 

•1 

0 

NA 

RATING 

0 

0 

-1 

,-1 

-1 

-1 

-1 

NA 

11-12 

EXPLANATION 

There are no slg,lficant local or regional views. 

There ore no slg,iflcont historic resOOJI'-. 

The subway station entrance (open) romcwes frag­
mented development ond creates on opporttiiiity for 
Joint dewlcprnent which enhances the vlsuol set_t_ing. 

The cooling tower Is sited In o potential Joint dewlop­
ment site~ 
The subway station entrance (open) rem....-. frag­
mented development ond creates_ on opportunity for 
Joint_ development to reinforce the commorclol con­
tinuity of the street facade. 

The subway s_t_otlon entrance (open) remove• f~ 
mented development arid creoles on opportunity for 
Joint develcprnent to reinforce the street opac:e defini-
tion. -- · 

The.system components will hove no visual Impact. 

The Impact measure Is not applicable.. 

EXPLANATION 

The system """'-'' will hove f\O visual Impact. 

The sl!f,wcfy station entrance (open), by r~ovlng cam­
merclol ~triicture, could change the visual se_ttlng· of 
the Mutua!~ Omciho building, but the change, If any, 
is not ~x~~ to be·aclverse. 

The subway station entrance (open) remc,..,s o com-
"'.'M'clOI atructure. · 

The coaling tower lulled In o potential Joint dewlop-ment site. . 
- - ' 

Tho subway _station entrance (open) alters the airitln­
ulty of street facade at Wllshlret\.a Brea by removing 
o commercial st_r~~e. 

The subway station entrance (open) alters the enclos­
ure and definition of the _comer at Wllshlret\.a Brea by 
removing o commercial structure, -

The subway stall on entrance (open) changes the scale 
at the corner of WIishire/La Brea by removing o com­
morclol itrur:ture and creating o vacant lot;-

The Impact m~ure is not applicable. 
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I WUHJREJFAJRFAX 

IMPACT MEASURE 

I: I. View Alteral'Jon 

2. Historic Resource <:ompatlbillty 

I 
I 
I 

3. Change In Visual Setting 

I 
I 
I 

.. - ------ --- --·-- - ---------

I 
-~------ ----·---------···-- -----------

I 
I 
I 4. Street Facade Ap_,.,ce 

I S. Street Space Appearance 

I 
I 
I 
I 

RATING 

0 

a. ·O 

... -2 

a. -1 

b. +I 

0 

cl. -1 

·--- -----·. --
e. -1/+J 

f. -1/+I 

-1 

a. -1 

b. 0 

.,_ -liO 
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EXPLANATION 

The system components will have no visual impact. 

The subway station (apen) In front of the Los Angeles 
Coimty Museum of Art will have·no visual impact. 

The east !ialf of the parking stru:ture and bus terminal 
(off-street) remove residences potentially eligible with 
more· research for the National Register, as _wen cis 
ccmmercial structurei on Wilshire .Boulevard that ore 
potentially eligible to the National. Register as part of 
Cl historic.district•(art ~). -- ,, ·"-". •: ;... 1 · -'• 

The 5'bwcry station (-) l!J the southwest comer of 
Wilshire and Curson removes o ~erdal structure..' 

The subway station ~) ot the_ norttieast comer of 
Wilshire and Curscn closes_ o short street and incorpor-
ates it Into o Jandscoped plaza. 

The subway station er,11 w,ces (open) i_n the sculpture 
garden an!! at the corner of Wilshire and Spaulding will 
have no signlfjcm,t ·visual impact. 

The east _half of the parking stru:ture rerno~ resi­
dences patentiolly eligible with more research for t_he 
Natlcnal Register, as wel_J as comrnerclal structures on 
Wilshire Boulevard t~ appear eligible .to the Natioi:.al 
Register as part of o hisJorlc district (ort deco). l_t Is 
incongruous In use and bulk to Its odjocent residential 
setting. 

The east half of the bus terminal (off-street) rerrio-es 
r~dences potentloUy eligible wi_th more research far 
the Nation Register,. as well as commercial struc:tuos 
.ciri Wilshire Boulevard that appear eligible to the Ncit­
lonal Register as contributing structures to on historic 
district (ort deco) (-1). The west half of the buster­
minal (o_ff-&1reet) organizes an oreo that wos o poricing 
lat (+I). 

The laidscaped plam at Wi_lshlre and_ Curson remows o 
commercial stl'UCtlJI'!' Hli. at Wilshire ond Spaulding 
the IWldscaped plaza organizes on oreo that - o 
parking J_ot (+I>,_ . 

The subway statlOI) entrance Capen) ot Wilshire ond 
Curson, the eost holf of the parking structure ond the 
bus terminal, ond the landscaped plaza rem°"" com­
mercial structures on Wilshire Boulrii:rd_whlch define 
the street facade. · 

The subway station entronee Capen) at Wilshire and 
Cursan weakens the definition of the carrier by remov-
ing o cwnmerclol structure. · · . 

The other subwoy station entrances (open) wn_J have no 
visual impact. 

The .east half of the parking smictwe and the bus 
terminal (off-street) remove residences and commer­
cial. stTuctwes, thereby al terlng - the street space 
definition (-1). The-west holf of the parking structure 
ond the bus terminal (off-street) tiaw no viSU21 impact (0). . . . . .. 
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&. Ccml)atlblllty of Scale a. 

b. 

7. Vlsiial Proximity a. 

b. 

... --

-1 

0 

_, 

NA 

The subway station entrance (open) at Wilshire and 
Curson chan,ges the scale of development. by removing 
a cammerclal strucuture. 

· The other S)'Slem components will hol/9 no visual lm­
poct. 

The parking structure-ls within +23 feet·of new con­
damlnlums arid within +&0 feet cif existing residences. 
A ·iota1 of 460 feet of-parking strui:t'ire 1s e,qxised to 
residences. 1 

The impact measure Is riot appt !cable to the other 
system ccmp01'1ents. 

WilsJ,j~/Fai_rfa)!: · Station 
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FAIRF'AXIBEVERL. Y 

IMPACT MEASURE 

I. View Alterailan 

. 2. Historic Re~ Compatibility 

3. Change In Visual Setting 

4. StreetFacacle Appewwa 

S.; Street Space Appew w Kie 

6. Compa.t\bifity of Scale 

7. Visual PToxirriify 

o. 

b. 

o. 

b. 

RA TING EXPLANATION 

0 · · The system components .,ill hove·no visuaflinpact. 

0 The systen, cw11po11a1ts wlll h<Ne no visual impact. 

.0 

+I 

-1 

0 

NA 

The wbway,stotlon·entrance.(open) wffl hove.no vi~I 
Impact. It displaces surface parking which would be 
relocated In the parking structure. 

Cut and cover constructlan rernaws iondscoping, 
berms and trees, and o portlan•of the Farmers Market 
structlJn,; 

The parking structure precludes the development of o 
:commerciol:street facade along Foirfa,c.Avenue. 

The parking structure odds enclosure and deflnitian to 
Beverly Boulevard and Foirfa,c Avenue. The parking 
structure would be o stronger visual element If It were 

. lncorp,:iroteci over· tlie subway stat.Ian enJronce (open) 
closer to Fairfax Avenue. 

Cut and. cove, .. construction removes iondscoplng, 
berms and trees, and o portion of the Formers Market 
structure which help to define the street space. 

The system components wfll hove.no visual impact.· 

The i!"i>oi:t rneaj,ure Is not oppHcable. 

11-,16 
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FAIPFAXJSAHrA MONICA 

IMPACT MEAS.I.RE 

I. View Alteration 

2. Historic Resource Ccmpatiblllty 

· 3. Chmge in Visual Setting 

4 •. Street Facade Apj,earcince 

S. Street Si,ace•Apµewm,ce 

6. CcmpatiblUty of Scole-

7. Visual Proximity 

LA B.REA/SU"5ET 

IMPACT MEASURE 

I. View Alteration 

~. Historic Resource Compotlbility 

J. C:lmge 1_n Visual Setting 

4.. Street F acode Appearance 

s, Street Space Appearance 

,_. C_crnpotlbiUty o_f Scale. 

7. Visual Proximity 

0. 

b. 

0. 

b. 

RATING 

0 

+I 

+I 

+I 

_-I 

+I 

+I 

+I 

0 

NA 

RATING 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

NA 
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EXPLANATION 

The s)'Stem components-will have no visu:il impact. 

The- subway station entrance (open) at the northwest 
comer removes frognented development and creates 
on opportcnlty for Joint dewlaprnent which•could en­
hance the seUing for the historic structures. 
The subway station entionc:e (open) at the northwest 
comer removes fragnented development and creates 
on opport1.n11;,. for Joint de..,1cipinent ·which enhances 
the :VisUal. se_ttli,9" · . ~ · · · · · · 

The t.roctlon power subst_atl,01'.' _ enhances tho visual 
setting by displacing o frognented struct.ure and sur­
face parking. 

The cooling tower is sited In o patentlol joint dewlap. 
ment.site. · 

The subway station entrance (open) at the northwest 
corner removes. fro9'T'lented development and a-eates 
on opportunity for joint del/elaprnent· to reinforce the 
commercl.ol continuity of the street facodtl-

The· subway station entrance (open) .at .thecnortll!res.t 
corner removes frognenjed development aiia creates 
an opportunlty·for joint·devioprnent to reinforce street 
space definition. · 

The traction power substation dlsploces o lrognented 
structure and surface. parking with o structure which 
reinforces, the street ·space definition. 

The s)'Stem. components will h<M! no vf,si,ol iii,j,act. 

The lnipoct nieosure 1.• no.t oppU_cable. 

E.l<PLANA TION 

The subway station entrance (open) will hove'no visual 
impact; 

The subway station entrance (open) wlll haw no viswl 
impact. 

The subway station entrance (open) wlll have no visucil 
Impact. 

Tne subway. station entrance (open) will have no visual 
Impact. · -

Tne subwoy·statlon entrance (open) will hciw no visual 
impact. -

The SubwOy station entrance (open) will haWI no viSUcil 
im'pact: · - , -- · -- - -

The Impact measure Is not Ol'!'licoble. 

I 
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HOLLYWOOO/CAH:.ENCA 

IMPACT MEASURE 

I. View Alteration 

2. Historic Resource Compatlbili.tr 

3; Chm:,ge i~ V.isual Setting 

4. S!Teet Facade ~a, ice 

5. Stree!Space Appearance 

&. Ccrnpatibillty of Scale 

. 7. Visual Pn,ximity 

a. 

a.. 

C. 

d. 

a. 

RATING 

0 

+I 

0 

.J 

•I 

.J 

EXPLANATION 

The subway station entrance (open) at the· southwest 
c.~ wl.J.1 a_lfe_r ·1ocaf-.;:iew,S by removing Cl stnic:tUl'e.. 

The subway station entrance· (open) at the northwest 
comer wi_ll in_crease exposure to and channelJze-views 
ioward a unique comer location with three distinctive, 
tl-ough not historic, structures.. 

The· subway station ed. w,ces (olpel'I) will not affect 
m,y historic or potentially eligible histOric-structln"es.. 

The subway station entrance (open) at the southwest 
comer Will remOYe· o structure.-. . 

The subway station entrance (open ) at the northwest 
·c:orner Will remove o ~--s~orj, ~~Ciofm.uctui-e."- . 

Cut arid ~ const_ruc:fi~- ~i_lJ _r~ ~isJing. r:xx'.1-' 
histciric structures. 

-1 The cooling tower i_s.sit~ in o paten_tiol jo_int ~lap­
rnent site. 

-2 The subway station entrance (open) at the southwest 
"'!mer· will a.Itei the commercial street facade along 
.~Ilywaod BouJ.evard by ren:,oving a four star.y struc­
ture. 

-----·-----·-- -
b. 

C. 

.J The subway station entrance (open) ·at the northwest 
carnet" wlll alter the ccrnmerclal facade along· Halli-' 
wood Boulevard by reniovi ng ci two. ·story commercial 
~ct_ure.. 

.J 

-2 

NA 

11-20 

The cvt and cover constl'.UC'f'ion ~HI remove freestcrtd,,. 
ing st~ctures pro~_ding _i_ntermifi:e,:i_t ~acade·d~_nitl~ 
of Cahuenga Boulevard street· space. 

The subway station entrances (apen) at the southwest 
and .·northwesi comers,. by replacing a faur and two 

· Story structure respectlWJy,· will Oltel" the ·enclosure 
and definltlon·of the street corner. 

The subway station eritrances·(apen) at·the southwest 
and northwest corne"' ·1,y replacing a faur. arid iwo 
siory structure, respectively, will reduce the so:iie 
cansistency·of the street comer. 

The impact measure is not applicable. 
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u-iriERsAL CITY I.NJERGROUND 

IMPACT MEASURE 

2. Historic Resource Compatibility 

3. Visual Setting Alteration· 

4, Street Facade ~ance 

S, Street ~e Aj,P.e~ance 

7. Visual Proxlinil)' 

RATING 

a. +I 

b. +l/0 

a. -1 

b. +I 

a. -1 

b. -1 

C. -1 

d. -2 

e. +1/-1 

I. -2 

g •. 

a. 

b. 

C. 

b. 

-1 

NA 

+2 

-2 

0 

NA 
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EXPLANATION 

The subwJ,y station entrances (aper,) will increase ex­
posure· to and channelize views toward Weddington 
Park. 

The landscaped plozo.on the Bluffslde Orf ... side opens 
views to Weddington Pork (+I). The londscciped plaza 
on ·1he Lonkei-shim Boulewrd sfde.wllf not create views (Q); . • . . . . . . 

The parking structure remo,es ihe Hewlett.Pockord 
building ·which is visually compatible with· the hlstoric 
CampodeCahl,enga. 

The· landscaped plaza Is lmpravlng the visual setting 
for the historic Campo de Cahuenga. by creating a 
public space. 

The subway station entrances (open) remove a portion 
of a resldent Jal area. 

The oarklng stnictiri removes the· Hewlett-Packard · d·~ ....... . 
The kiss and ride area rem-. a structure, 

The bus terminal (off-street) removes o major portion 
al a reslderiticil area. · ·· · 
The, landscaped plaza on the Lank~hlm Bouiewrd 
side Improves. the· existing vlsuol setting (+I). The 
landscaped plozo on the Bluffslde Drive side-removes a 
portion of a residential area (.I). 

The new· station ona freeway access roads remoile a 
resldentlaf area. .. . . 

Cut and cover construction removes a portion of a 
resl dentl al area. 

The linpoct measure Is riot oppllcoble. 

The parkl.ng str~ure wiU. enclose ond defi.ne the 
street space al_ong L_on_kershlm Boulevard iepl~ng o 
surface parking area ond the ,.,.,.,. H_ewlett.Poclcard 
b_ulf~lrig. 

The kiss. ond ride area removes a· comer structure 
which encioses ond defines the street space. 

The bus terminal and. new station and freeway access 
roads remove a residential area whlch encloses ond 
defines the street space. 

The parking structure on the. Lankershlm Baulewrd 
si_de, t~gh 11 ·,emo..,.- the Hewle.tt-Poi:kard buildl_ng 
(.I), Introduces a hl~er and bullclel' structure more in 
scale .. with' itie Universal City b_uildlngs acrms i~e 
street (+I), The pariclng struch.re, though It contrasts 
in height and bulk with the adjacent ~lstoric Ccmpa de 
Cahuenga could function os a compatible baclodrap. 

The other system components will hove no visual lm­
poct, 

The Impact measure. is not oppl lciJl>le, 
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l.WVERSA1- CITY AERIAL STATION AND GUIDl:'.'IIAY . 

IMPACT MEASURE 

I. View Alteia_ticn. 

2. Historic Resource Campatibili ty 

3. Chan~ in V.i_sual Setting 

4. Street Facade Appea, auce 

5.. Street Space Appearance 

&, Campatlblllty of Scale· 

RATING .. +I 

b. +1/0 

-1 

a. +I 

_, 

a. 
_, 

b. +1/-2 

c.. 

d. -2 

f. -2 

NA 

a. 0 

b. +I 

C. 
_, 

d. -2 

.. 0 

.... +1/0 
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EXPLANA ri6N 

The,eleya_ted station and the el.....,ied guideway create 
~i~.s. 

The· 1011dscaped plaza an the Bluffside Drive side opens. 
vi.,..,. ta Weddington Park C+ I). The landscaped plaza 
an the Lankershlm Boulevard side will not create views 
(0). 

The portal segment creates views from the guideway 
and blacks views ta the hills from below the guideway; 

Though they represent a change in scale, the elevated 
station and guideway, the parking sttucllii.., t_he bus 
terminal (off-street); tne MCA tram, and the land­
scaped plaza in,piove the· visual setting far the Campo 
de Cch),enga, a Cal_i_farnia Staie Historic Landmarki 

The surfac;e parking removes fhe He,o,lett..Paclcard 
building which is visually carnpatib_le with the Campa 
de Cahuenga, a California State Historic Landmark. 

The elevated stati.an and the elevated guideway re­
-~ a porticn af. a residential area.. 

The parking structure an the Lankershim Boulevard 
side;· though it removes an· indlJstrlal structure;Jntra-­
duces a higher· structure mare in scale with the.build­
ings apposite it than present development an the site· 
(+I). The parking structur.e an the Bluffside Drive side 
removes a major portion af a residential area (-~. · 

The surface parking removes- the Hewlett Packard 
building.. 

Tho kiss and ride. and surface parking, west side, arid 
the bus terminal (off-street) removes a residential 
area. •. 
Tho lcridscciped plaza an the Lcr,lcershlm Boulewrd 
side lmi,rolleS the existing visual setting C+ll. The 
landscaped plaza an the Bluffside.Drive,slde removes a 
residential area (-2). 

The portal segnent removes a residential area. 

The Impact measure Is not oppllccible. 

Tho elewted stat.ion and the el....ted guldeway are set 
back from the street and will h>ve no visual Impact. 

Tho parking structure an the Lania!rshlm Boulewrd 
side will enclose and define the street space. 

The surface parking removes ihe Hewlett Paclcard 
building. 

The kiss and ride area and surface parking, west side, 
and the bus terminal (off-street) remove a residential 
area which encloses and defines the street space. 

The bus bay (an-street), the.MCA tram; the landscaped 
p)az:C,, cind the por.tal will have"" vls_ual Impact. · 

Tho ·elevated .station, elewted guldeway, and parking 
structure on the Lanlcershim Boulevard side relate in 
scale •ta the Universal City buildings apposite (+I). 
The elevated station, elevated guideway; and parking 
structure an the Bluffslde Drive side remawi the resl• 
dentfal cireCI• But t_helle c~~e~-~.are COfflpatlble i.l'.'. 
scal_e wl_th the •~sJlng and future del(elopment an t_he 
Universa_l City preperty (0). 
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b. 

C. 

C. 

b. 

C. 

The portal .s_egnent, is incongruous in sCGle with the-
- re_sldl!~tl~I areci lielov,; ·: - __ . _ - ___ _ 

o·- F - - "The other s·;,stem COffll)Onei'lts Will have no visual "im-
pact. 

0 The elevated stot:lcn, el.°""ted gui_deway, and parking 
s~efure will have no visual impact. 

-2 The portal Is wi!hin 60 feet of a residential area. 

NA The Impact measure Is nat -llcable ta the other 
-s,stem campanents. 
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NORJ'H H01..!-YWOOD AERIAL CORRID9R, LANKERSHIM SEGMENT 

IMPACT· ME.ASURE 

l. "View Alteration 

2. Historic R._,,.c:e Compatibility 

. l, Change in VISIJ<IJ_ Setting 

4. Street Fcicaele ~ance 

5. Street Spaee At,pearance 

6. CompatlbiUty ofScale 

7. Visual Pro>dmity 

RATING 

+l/0 1 

0 

0 

NA­

-2 

-2 

-4 

EXPLANATION 

i'he- elevated gUideway creates-- Vfft'S fi-orn above· 
(+I). The elevoted.guidewoy· obstructs r.egl_cnal views. 
from below <-ll, 

Although none of the buildings 01?19 this segment an, 
an .. the Notional Register of Historic Places, nor on 
Siote ·or loca"f lists, there ore o number of buildings.of 
his,oric no_te. Pending further resew dt, some of these 
buildings - to be potentially eligible for nomina­
tion to the Notional Register, and State and local fists. 

The system components will hav&no visual Impact • 

The impact measure Is not applic:abie.. 

Lonlcershlm Boulevard currently is o c:ohen,nt street 
with re5pe!:t to the relotlonshlp of street width to the 
height· of the bounding buildings. The elevated guide­
way will. alter· this relationship. The existing street 
width Is approximately o I l)()..;foot right-of-way. It will 
be c:ut In half by the elevated guldewoy creating two 
relatively narrow visual channels when viewed dlagcin­
~~ . . . 

The predominant bull ding height is one. of two st_orles. 
The 20 foot to 42 foot elevated guldeway will domin-o+~. ... - . ·-. . --

The· elevated guldewoy Is within 60 feet of existing 
c:oinmerclol structures an both sides of the street, For 
eaci, c:rffected block the elevated _guideway odvenely 
affoc:ti each side af the street. The total scare per 
bl~ [s -4. . - . . -
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NORTH Ha..!.. YWOOO AERIAL CORRIDOR, VN:LAND SEGMENT* 

IMPACT MEAS~ 

a. 

b. 

2. Historic Resource Compatibility 

3, Change In Visual Setting 

4. Street Focode Appearance 

5. Street Space Appearance· 

&. Compotibll lty of Scale 

7. V_isuol Pro_ximj_fy 

RATING 

+I 

0 

0 

NA 

+I 

-1 

-3 

EXPLANATION 

The elevated guideway will a-eote vi~ 

RegJcnal views to the north and northeast. would be· 
obstructed by the elevated g,Jideway. 

Although n_one of ihe builcllngs ol_ong this segnenl are 
on the Notional Register of Historic Places, nor on 
SfutO or local ll~ts, there are o number of. buildil'.'95 of 
hlsto_rlc nofe. Pencllng further research, sonie cifthesit 
buildings - to be potentially eUglbie for-'.nomlno­
tlon to the Notional Reglsier, and Stole and local hls-
torl_c Jists.. -- -

There Is no displacement of existing uaes. 

The Impact measure Is not applicable. 

The el.ovated guideway wiU lmprow the spatial def In!, 
tion of Vinelcind Avenue, which iii this-segnent lacks 
strong spatial bou,dories. This Is due- to the wide 
right-of-way (overage 151 feet, Including o Southern 
Callfornlo Ecllson right-of-way and frontage road) and 
the adjocen_t lo'!', on~ and two-story builcllngs, 

The el...,ted guldewoy wj_U_ provl_de o som-.hat alJrupt 
contrast wit_h_ the. odjacen_t on~ and hrt(Mtory struc,.. 
tUl'e5, part_l_~l_arlyoi, t_l,e east-Side o_f V,iiielaid AWlffl.le~ 

The· elewted guldewoy Is within 60 feet of existing 
residential structures on one side. of the steel (~2~ and 
within 120 feet-of existing commercial structures on 
the other side of the sireet (-1). The total ·•car• per 
block Is therefore -3. 

•ft.is segment was eilrnlnated during the. preparation of the Draft EIS/EiR. The 
Aerial Option would continue north of Camarillo Street along Lankershlm to Its 
terminal stOtlon. The impacts of this revise1J alignment are similar to those 
l~iitlf_le,ffcir AltiirnoJlve NJ (see Figure 111-3 io!id·Table 111-5). 

North Hollywood Aerial Corridor, Vin .. lancr Segment 
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NORTH HOIJ;YWOODAERIAL CORRIDOR, o-tANOCER SEGMENT,•--· 

IMPACT WEASLRE 

I. View Alteratl_an 

2. Hls_t~rfc Resource Ccmpattbmty . 

3. Change In Visual Setting 

4. Sireet Focode-Appearonce­

S. Street Space Appearance 

6. Compatibility of Scale 

7. Visual p,;,x1rnlty 

RATIN_C . EXP_LANATION 

+I The elevafed guldewoy wffl create views. 

0 There ar_e several buildings of historic note adjacent to 
the c:orrfdar, although none of them would be rerri<M!d. 

+I The· elewted guldewoy Is removing o visually f~ 

NA 

NA­

NA 

0 

mented and unorganized env1ro-rmen-t. . . 

The impact niemure is ncit oppllc:oble. 

The Impact measure Is ncit appllcable. 

The Impact measure Is not oppllcable. 

The elevafed guidewoy will have no vlswl Impact. 

*This segment was eliminated during the preporotlan of the Draft EIS/EIR. The 
Aerial Option would continue north af Camarlllo Street olang Lankershim to Its 
terminal station. The l~s- of this revised alignment ore similar to those 
Identified for Alter,,atlve NJ (see Figure 111-3 and Tobie 111-5). 

IMPACT MEASURE 

I_. View Al_t~_l_on 

2. Historic Resource CampatlblUty . . . . . . "" 

3. Visual Settl_ngAlhircrtlon a. 

b. 

C. 

RATING 

0 

0 

0/-1 

-1/+1 

+_I_ 

EXPLANATION 

The system components w111 hove no visual Impact. 

The system companents will hove no visual impact. 

·The northeast subway station entrance (open) will.hove 
no visual lmi,act as It is not removing structures. The 
southeast subway station entrance (open) is removing 
commercial structures. These strvctur·es WOUid be 
removed regardle.,s of l,\et)"o _Rail cons~lcn as the 
area is designated for redevel_oprnent by the Comrnui:>­
lty Redevelopment Agency. 

· The parking structure ls removing commercial struc­
. tures ·· along Lankershim Boulevard. Along Chandler 
Boulevard It Is removing o vlsuolly fragmented and 
unorganized environment~ 

The ous terminal (off-street) Is removing o visually 
~rogm_erl~ed and u·rtorganiZed enY1ronmen~~ . . . 
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4. Street Facade Appeal mice a. 

s; Street Si,ace Appearance a. 

b. 

&; CcmpatlbHl_ty of Scaltt - a. 

b.-

_7. Visual ProlClmity 

0/-1 

-1 

NA 

0_/-1 

-1 

0/-1 

-1 

NA 

The- northeast subway s_totlon entrance (open) will have 
no visual in:,pact, The southeast subway station en­
tr~ (~) is removir,g co111111erciaJ structures, 
~hereby. alto.ring the continuity of the CQrn11e1cial 
street focade, 

The parking structure by removing commercial struc­
tures along l.ankershim Boulevard-oliers the continuity 
of the cammerclol street facade. Along Chandler 
Boule-.!, It will hove no visual Impact. · 

The Impact. measure Is not applicable to the other 
system camponents. · 

The northeast siJbwoy station entrance (op,n) will hove­
no vl_suol Impact. The southeast subway station en­
trani:,, ~pen) by- removing commei'clat structures al-
ters the str~ ,~-~-"itlo~- - -· · 

The parking structure by removing commercl_al struc­
hR'es along Lanliei'ihfm Boiile-d alteri the street 
space ~fi_nitlon. - - - - -

The northeast subway stat I on entrance (open) will hove 
_no ~sual. i_mpact. The sout_beait subwc:ly s~otion e~ 
trance (open) changes the scale at the comer of-L..,_ 
kttrshim Boulevard and South Chandler Boulevard by 
removing o commercial structure and creating o """ 
cant lot.· 

The parking structure's buik .and helg,t (five levels, 
approximately 50 feet high maximum) is incompatible 
with the-relatlvely smatl ·structures and visually frag-­
mented street frontage In the Immediate area. 

The Impact measure is not oppl I cable. 

L:____,..., .----=~ _ ___,, ,\. \U L) u 

··_: I 
' ' - ' 

d 
I 

I 

I , 

-c,,..- ........ ,t .... ~ .. 

North Hollywood Station 
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NORTH HQLL YWOOD AER_IAL STATION • 

IMPACT MEASURE 

1 .. View Alt~lon 

· 2. Hlstarlc Resource Compatlblllty 

3. Change In Visual Setting 

4. Street Facade Awew <>1ee 

5. S!l'eet Space App. a,u.ce a. 

b. 

--- ------•--- ------- --------- -- --- - ------

I 
6. Ccrnpatibllity of Scale 

I r~ Visual Proximity a. 

I 
b. 

.. ·-· _, ___ -

MINOR YARD AT NORTHHOU.YWOOD • 

I IMPACT 11.EASLRE 

I. View Alteration 

I z.· Historic Resource Campotlblllty. 

I 
.J. Cla,ge In Visual Setting 

4. S!l'eet Facade Appearance 

I 5. S!l'eet Space Ai>,,,,01 01 ice 

,; Campotlblllty of Scale 

I 
I 7. Visual Proximity 

I • See notes on facing page. 

RATINC 

+1/-1 

-2. 

+I 

_, 

_, 

+I 

-1 

0 

NA 

RATINC 

>I 

0 

0 

NA 

+I 

_, 

0 

EXPLANATION 

The elevated station arid the elevated guldewoy en,.. 
ates views of tlie ·mountains · ta ·,1,e· north cirid i!iost 
(+I), The el-,ted guidewoy crossing Lon~im 
Boulevard obstructs views of the mountains to the-
north and em! (-1). . . . 

The pol'king structure·...,,.,,_ I~ Hendricic's Builders 
Supply Company, formerly·the Southern Pacific Toluca 
Station Depot, which CIIIP"GfS patentlafly eligible for 
the Notional Register of Historic Places. 

The· system components will hove o positive visual 
lmpoct. Currently there is-a visually fragmented and 
unorganized setting, which would be replaced by on 
ordered and londscoped environment. 

The elevated station and guidewoy would ·....,.,.., the 
pedes!l'lon-orlented retail frontage-an the east side of 
Lonkershim· Boulevard and reploc:e it with an open and 
landscaped plozo. The design of the porf<irig struct\Jre 
on the west side of Lankershim Bciulevard presents a 
blank wall with landscaping ta ·1he s!l'eet and dcies not 
provide far retail useo at the ground floor level. 

The elevated. station Is set bock from the east side of 
Lankershlm Boul-,rd, and weakens the spatial deflni• 
tlon currently estobllshed by retail structures. 

The parking structure would replace an open yard, 
thereby Improving the spatial definition on the· west 
side of Lankershhn Bouleoiard. 

The parking structure's bulk arid helg,t (five level~ 
approximately 50 (eel liigti moiciril!ffi) is i~camp_aii_l>.le 
with the relatively smoU structures.and visually frag­
rrie:nted · Strl!_~t -fro_ntoQe · ·irm,:iec6otely odjClcer:it· on 
Chandler Boulevard. 

The elevated station, elevated guidewoy, and parking 
.structure will have.no visual imp::1ct. 

The Impact measure Is not oppllciible la the other 
system components. · · · · · · · 

E_XPLANA Tl ON 

The yard will obsti:uct views from ihe residential crea 
north of Chandler Boulevard lo North Hollywood park. 

The yard wllU,aw no significant visual Impact. 

Although the yard Is removing elements which are• 
visually discordant, II Is nat contributing posl lively ta 
the visual setting. 

The Impact meosu-e Is not oppl lcable. 

The yard will improve the definition of s!l'eet space 
along Chandler Boulevard. 

The approximately 25-faot hlg, yard Is campatlble 
with the one- and.tw<>story s!l'uctures opposite. Ho­
over, the extenslw length of the unbroken 25-faot hig, 
yard retaining walls Is in sharp con!l'ost to the modest 
bulk of the adjacent small commercial and imtitu­
llanal s!l'uctures, parking lots, and landscaped open 
sp::1ces. · 

The yard will ha\e·no Visual imp::1ct. 
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-- ~~:Aerial-Stationa-Alte;native,· NorthJlol·y~~~~' . .....,;;;=====_;___;_____;,_ 
*The Aerial Station oriented along Chandler Boulevard. has been eliminated,. A 
revised station plcin showing the terminal station oriented along Lankershini 
Boulevard has been prepared and is included as part of the Aerial Option descriptiori 
in the Draft EIS/E.IR:. If this alternative· is selected, further analysis of this station's 
visual impacts would.be necessary. 

*The minor yard or,iented ~,l_qng Chandler Boulevard is no longer part of the Aer1qJ 
Optior:i. The Draft EIS/EIR describes the need for a~rial tail trac~ north •of 
Chandler Boulevard along Lankershim Boulevard., If this alternative is selected, 
further. analysis of the track's vi~ual inipacts would be necessary. 
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Ill. SPECIAL. ALTERNATIVES ANALYSIS 

ALTERNATIVES 

After a review of alternative alignments by the public and SCRTD in August 1982, a 
number of unresolved issues remained in the HoUywood and North Hollywood areas. 
Consequently, the SCRTD Board of Directors directed staff to undertake an analysis 
!hat would address these issues dealing with route, alignment, cind. station location. 
The following sections describe· the methodology and findings for the visual impact 
assessment of the Special Alternatives Ana_lysis. The. analysis was an impartarit 
element in the cJfizens' and SCRTD's evalugtion of the alternative align:ments. 
Subsequently, SC:RTD. eliminated a number of these alternatives fforn further 
consideration in the Draft EIS/EIR. 

The altern.atives for HollywC>Od are described. in Table HI-I. In North Hollywood, 
initia_lly eight alternatives alignments were proposed. They i.ncluded routes along 
Vineland Avenue, Lankershim Boulevard, or some combination; aerial and subway 
variations of each route; and a. possible. extension westward to Coldwater Canyon. 
The eigh_t aiterriatives \lier~ refin~ ctfter public revievi into ten alternatives~ The 
original and revised alternatives are presented in Tables 111-.2 and 111-,3. Besides 
describing the horizontal and vertical al_ignments. of the origina! alterng:tives,.Table 
IH-2 id~tifies how fhey generally correspond to the fi.r,al alternatives. For exg,mple, 
Altern¢ive I i_s similar, though not identical, to the final alternatives S2 and N2. 

VISUAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT METHODOLOGY 

MethodolOID'_ 

To describe and anticipate the vi.sual effects of an as-yet-unbu_ilt system, a number 
of tech_niques were u.sed. The analytic method consisted of five sequential steps: 

• define the. existing visual characteristics of the alignment corridor t_hrough field 
inspections., photography, and secondary data research 

• use graphic me.thQds (plan view, section view, renderings, and photo-montages) 
to represent and simulate the introduction of stations and aerial guideways irito 
its visual setting 

•· definE! detCJi_led impact measlJres, and t.hen analyze and define the critical visual 
impacts of each segment of the alte.r:n¢ives 

• record these impacts through plan graphics and narr¢ive 

• present· the methodology cind critical impacts in the form of a slide show cind 
handouts to the citizen committees. 

Measures 

During the Special. Alternatives Analys,is, each. citizen ~mittee formulated goals 
Cl!'ld abjectiv,es for their commun_ities_. These goals cind objectives provided the basis 
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TABLE 111-1 

HOLLYWOOD AL TERNATlVE ALIGNMENTS 

Alternative 1 

A-Cahuenga Bend; no auxi­
liary transit system 

BI-Fairfax Direct/; elevat,.; 
ed auxiliary transit system 
(ICTS) 

B2-Fairfax Direct; street 
level auxjliary transif sys­
tem (LRT) 

Cl-La Brea Bend; elevated 
auxiliary transit system 
(ICTS) 

C2a.La Brea Bend; street -
level ayx_iliary tr~it sys­
tem (LRT) 

Description _ 

All-subway with La Brea/ 
Sunset and Hollywood/ 
Cahuenga Stations-

Subway directly north to 
Valley from Fairfax; Hol­
lywood served by elevated 
ICTS between Fairfax/ 
Santa Monica and Selma/ 
Gower 

Same as BI but Hollr,vood 
served by at grade LRT be­
tween Hawthorn/La Brea 
and Selma/Gower 

Subway north to Valley 
from La Brea with a sta­
tion at La Breas/Sunset and 
lCTS a~rial sysfe_m serving 
paints between HllVithorn/ 
La Brea and Selma/Gower 

Same as C 1, but LRT at 
grade system serving pa_ints 
between Hawthorn/La Brea 
and Selma/Gower 

ICTS = Intermediate capacity transit sy/ltem. 
LRT = Light rail transit 

2 Per Boqrd of Di_rectors resolution in Deceml:>er 1982, 
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District 2 Decision 

Approved as ~ of Local­
ly Preferred Alignment 

Dropped from further con­
sideration 

Dropped from further con­
sideration 

Dropped from further con­
sideration 

Dropped from further con­
sideration 
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for measures agajnst whic:h the alternatives were. evaluated. In the Hollywood 
community, Goal 2,/Objective 2, reproduced below;. relates to aesthetic concerns. 

Goal 2: 

Objective 2: 

Enhance the Social, Physical and Natura_! Envircmmenta_l 
Interface with the Transportation System 

Prevent visually disruptive influence of above grade 
transparation system within Hollywood. 

In the North Hollywood community, the following objectives associated with Goal I, 
relate to aesthetics. 

Goal I: 

Objective B: 

Objective-C: 

Conserve Natural and Cultural Resources 

Minimize negative impacts on community aesthetics caused by 
Metro Rail operations 

Maintain visual aesthetics of existing community landmarks. 

Measures: defined by Sedway/Cooke to respond to these goals and 'objectives are 
des:cribed below; The 1T1eas"ures serve as a means of describing the visual impacts 
associated with each alternative, thereby allowing the committee members to better 
understand and judge the alternatives presented by SCRTD. 

Measure A. v·iew Impacts. The cierial portions of Metro Rail construction and 
operation could significantly- alter the areas through which it passes. In some 
instances careful design of the system can contribute positively to the commun.ity 
setting; in <>tf:ler i_nstances, the demolition needed to accommodate Metro Rail 
facilities and the scal_e and position of Metro Rail structures can intrude negatively 
on the community •. Three evaluation measures have been identified to assess these 
potential view impacts:c 

Measure A I: Enhancement of regional setting views. 

Measure A2: Degradation of regional setting views. 

Measure A3: Significant local visual change. 

Regional setting views are defined as views from major travel corridors, important 
community areas, or faci_Hties, These views of the mounta_ins and hill_s fro_m street or 
above grade levels praviclce the visual boundaries for the CJrea and serve as major 
orientat.ion features. Changes to these views can affect the visual experiences of 
both local residents and future transit riders. 

Signi_fica_nt visual alterati<>n of the loca_l setti_ng would <>¢cur in two ca~s: where 
de_molition removes a number of structures; thereby producing a contrast with the 
existing conditions; and where new construction visually separates areas which 
previously were a single visual entity. 

Measure B: Scale Characteristics. Metro Rail aerial stations, aerial guideways, and 
yard tac111t1es may mtr.oduce structures whose height and bulk are at variance with 
the scale of adjoining areas. In such cases, the. change in scaJe m_ay be viewed by 
some as a visually disruptive element. l_n other eas:e:s, these changes may enhance 
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Alternative 

I - Lankershim/Vineland 
Subway 

2 - Vineland Subway 

.i 3- Lanl<ershim/Vineland 
Aerial with Subway 
Terminus 

4 - Vineland Aerial with 
Subway Terminus 

5 - Lankershim/Vineland 
Subway with Aerial 
Extension 

6 - Vineland Subway .with 
Aerial Extension 

continued 

TABLE 111-2 
INITIAL NORliH HOLLYWOOD .AL TERNA TiVES 

Description• 

North Hollywood (mountain) Portal/l,Jniversal City Station/Lank­
ershim to Lankershim-Vineland-Camarillo Intersection/Vineland to 
Chandler/Chandler to North Hollywood Station/Storage and inspec­
tion facllity between North Hollywood Station and Hollywood 
Freeway 

Mountain portal/Studio City Station/Vineland to Chandler/ Chandler 
to North Hollywood Station/Storage and inspection facility between 
North Hollywood Station and Hollywood Freeway. 

Alignment same as Alternative I, except system is elevated from 
mountain portal' to ,portal between Ostego and Hartsook Streets 
north of Lankershim-Vineland-Camarillo intersection, Subway for 
remainder of alignment including.storage and inspection facility. 

Alignment same as· Alternative 2, except system is elevated from 
mountain portal to portal between Ostego and Hartsook Streets 
north of Lankershim-Vineland-Camarillo intersection. Subway for 
remainder of alignment including storage and inspection facility. 

Same os Alternative I to North Hollywood Station with an aerial 
extension portaling around Simpson Avenue, west of Hollywood 
Freeway, in Chandler right-of-way to a Laurel Canyon Station and,a 
storage and inspection facility on, retained fill between Whitsett and 
Coldwater Canyon. · 

Same as Alternative 2 with extension west of Hollywood Freeway as 
described for P.lternative 5. 

Correspondtmce to Revised 
North Hollywood 

Alignment Alternatives* 

52, N2 

54, N2 

SI 

53 

52, N2 

54, N2 



·I 
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Table 111-2'(continuecl) 

7 - Lankershim/Vlneland 
Aerial with Aerial 
Extension 

8 -Vineland, Aer.lal with. 
Aerial Extension 

Same as• Alternative 3, except systern remgins elevated and extends 
west of Hollywood Freeway. The only underground segment occurs 
within the. Chandler right-of-way between a paint just east of Colfax 
and Simpson Avenues. This vertical alignment is necessary so that 
the system can pass under the Hollywood Freeway. The alignment 
continues to Laurel Canyon Station and storage and inspection 
facility as described for Alternative S. 

Same as Alternative 4 to North Hollywood Station, with extension 
west of Hollywood Freeway as described for Alternative 7. 

* Only those final alternatives that are Included entirely in the original alternatives are noted, 

SI, NI 

S3; NI 
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TABLE 111-3 

REVISED NORTH HOLL YWoob ALTERNATIVES 

ALTERNATIVE 

S-1 

s:.:.2 

S-3 

S-4 

N-1 

N-2 

N-3 

N-4 

N-5 

N-6 

VERTICAL 
ALIGNMENT 

Aerial 

Subway 

Aerial 

Subway 

Aerial 

Subway 

Al;!rial 

Subway 

Aerial 

Subway 

111-6 

HORIZONTAL 
ALIGNMENT 

Universal City along 
Lankershim to Camarillo/ 
LCl!lkershim 

Same as above . 

Studio City, north along 
Vineland to Camarillo/ 
Lanicershim · · · 

Same as above 

North from Camarillo 
along Vineland, west on 
Chandler, station at Lan­
k~rshim/Chandler 

Same as above· 

.North along. Lankershim 
from Camarillo, offstreet 
station between Magnolia 
and Burbank Boulevard 

Same as above 

North from Camarillo 
c:iJong Vi.nelam;f; stat(on a} 
Vineland and Magnolia 

Same as above 
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some as a visually disruptive element, · 1.n other cases, these changes may en.honce 
public spaces, sud) as streets, by better defining these areas and by complemE!nting 
other structures of similar scale in the contiguous areas. Three measures have been 
selected to address this concern. 

Measure Bl: Fronting areas, measured in linear feet, which are incompatible 
in scale. 

Measure B2:· Outdoor spaces, measured in linear feet, which are enhanced. 

Measure B3: Outdoor space, measured in linear feet, \1/hich are degraded. 

Aspects considered in Measure Bl include situations where guideways are 
significantly taller thon adjoining structures and where abrupt changes in station 
areas occur ~tween either the station or stati<>n area parking structures and 
neighb:Oring buildings •. Measure B2 indicates situations where th.e identification and 
clarity of public areas and streets are improved by the new construction. For 
example, a station con reinforce commercial footage and increase the visual identity 
of an area. Similarly, the siting of an elevated guideway i_n an overly wide street can 
requce the apparent width and create a more ple:osing street space. Measure 83 
addresses situations where the transit structures intrude upon and disrupt an existing 
and satisfactory space. 

Measure E: Visual Privacy. The pro,cimity of elevated guideways and stations to 
adjoining residential, cornrnercial, and institutional structures is a major concern. In 
the. instance of adjoining residential uses, close proximity would lead to invasion of . 
visual privacy of the residents. In the ~- of commercial users, the nature of the 
impact will vary depending up:on the specific fype of uses. For example, many retail 
uses would benefit from the. exposure to transit riders,. while offices might consider 
the proximity of the. guideway and the frequent passage of trains a nuisance which 
depreciates the value of the space. To address this critical concern four measures 
have been used: 

Measure EI: Linear feet of residential frontage within 60 feet of the closest 
edge of a guidewi:JY or aerial station. 

Measure E2: Linear feet of residential fr<>ntage with 60 to 120 feet of the 
closest edge of a guidewi:Jy or aerial station. 

Measure E3: Linear feet of commercial frontage within 60 feet of the closest 
edge of a guideway or aerial station. 

Measure E4: Linear feet of commerci_al frontage within 60 to 120 feet of the 
closest edge of a guideway or aerial station. 

Measures regarding cultura_l, historic, and open space re_sollrces (Measure C) ancl 
sunlight access (Measure D) were considered as part of the visual analysis but 
subsequently rejected, because Measure C was being addressed by others and 
Measure D would not play a significant role in differentiating among alternatives. 
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HOLLYWOOD 

The general visual effects of subway and aerial alignments can be characterized as 
follows. The direct visual impacts of subway alignments are limited to construction 
period in,pocts (e.g., muck cj_isposal, vi.si_ble construction acf ivity i_nc_luding cut and 
cover construction, field storage of materials and tools), and the station entrances 
themselves, located in sidewalk areas, within adjacent buildings, and/or as separate 
entry structures. In all cases; their visuaJ impact is usually quite minor. Subway 
construction may also require the demolition of bu_ildings to allow for cut and ~ver 
construction, thereby altering in some cases the visual character of the immediate 
constii.Jction area. Often the more· significant visual impact comes from new 
buildings constructed in the station area to capitalize on the improved transit access 
that the station offers. 

At-grade alignments have little visual impact which is not already associated with 
vehicular traffic.. However, overhead electrical feeds for the at-grade transit 
vehicles may be necessary. For purposes· of this analysis, at-grade portions of 
alternatives were not considered to have significant visual impacts. 

Any aerial alignment will enhance regional views, providing a vantage point not 
currently available f~r thousands of travelers per day. Aeriql glignments can CJlso 
improve the scale of streets· which are wide and have relatively low bounding 
structures. The. alignments do not significantly affect the. street views of regional 
elements such as mountains and hills, but will alter local views by obscuring and/or 
obstru~tJng cross-street" views and diagonal views tjown streets. Buildings gt or near 
the t:,~ight of the alignn,ent or station may be visi,ble from the elevated ~tructures. · 
Significant instances· of these effects ate noted in the· analysis. Signifii::aht view 
alterations could include the demolition of buildings for Metro Rail facilities and the 
obstruction of a view to a local landmark or activity area. Aerial structures can be 
incompatll:>le with the existing height of buildings, widfh of street,. and chqracter of 
adjacent land uses, particularly in resi_dential communities. 

In the specific case of the Hollywood alternatives, the subway and subway with at­
grade raJI alternatives had the leastadver:se visual impacts. In c:ontrast, virtua,lly 
the entir.e length of the el.evated guJdeway was determined to be visually 
incompatible. with the existing scale of construction, adjacent uses, and street 
width. Section drawings showing how the ICTS would appear in Hollywood at 
selecte<j points along the alignment are presented in Figure IH-1. The streets are 
generally too narrow to C9mfortably accommodate the height and bul.k of the 
guideways, stations, and columns. Selma and Gower would experience particular 
problems due to their narrow width. Adjacent buildings would generally be too low, 
and too close to the guideway for a positive scale relationship. Where windows from 
buildings would have a qirect lateral view of the guideway or stations, privacy of 
building occupan_ts would be c:o,mpromised beco~se the buildJngs are too close to the 
guideway. Such problems wo.uld be experienc,ed throughout the proposed alignment 
but would be particularly severe along Hawthorn and Selma. There would be 
significant view alterations at the comers of Sunset and La Brea, as well as at La 
Brea and Hawthorn. The yard at Gower and Selma with the appr~ching sloped aerial 
to ground-level loop would be a significant new element in the visual setting and 
possibly adversely ~hange the imm~iate area. The guideway would pass in front of 
an important church, the Crossroads of the World, and a school yard, all in the 
vicinity of Selma and Las Palmas. 
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1 
Santa Monica Blvd. east of Formosa· • 
ICTS Section looking . east . . 
Scut ,. •. ao• 

U.~9&,)lp. 

4. 

2 
Sarita Monica- Blvd. st Fairfax Station 
ICTS Section looking east 
Seal• 1'"•601 

i 

3 
La Brea• Blvd. north of Sunset 
ICTS Section loo king, north 
Scalo 1'" • 60' 

Blvd. I ' ,, . ' 
i 5 I . .,., u,w. .I 

La Brea Blvd. north of Santa Monica 
ICTS Section looking nortli . . .. 
Scale ,-. ao• 

~ 
1, .. 1,.1 · ...,. 1~-1 ,.,J 

we «.o.w. I 

6 
H11Wthorn . Ava._elist ot Sycamore Ave. 
ICTS Section looking east 
Scale 111 

• 80' , 

FigurelU·1 
Section Drawings Along ICTS Alignrnent 
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7 

Salma Ave. at Las Palmas Ave. 
ICTS Section looking east 
ScalD ,-.ea• 

.r.,,:J'r.o.w. 

Sal.ma Aw,, at Cahuenga Blvd. 
ICTS Section looking east 
Sc81e 1•, ao· · 
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A summary comparative evaluation of each alternative is presented below. Table Ill~ 
4 contaihs the visual analysis for each of the eva_luation measures and figure 111-2 
depicts the impacts graphically. 

Alternative .A. The alternative with the least visual impact, as it is all subway with 
no auxiliary ·syste_m. M_irior building _demol_ition at the La Brea/Sunset Station and 
more extensive demolition at the Hollywood/Cahuenga Station would result in son,e 
but no major visual change. 

Alternative Bl. The alternative with the greates! visual impact, due to the greatest 
length of aerial alignment.. Sunset, La Brea, Hawthorn, Selma, and a portion of 
Gower would all experience significant adverse impacts because of scale 
incompatibility be:tween buildings a_long the alignment and the aerial structure and 
stations; deg"raded street space; disruption to historic, cyltu_ral, and ope_n space 
resources; the intrustions of visual privacy for residential os well os commercial 
structures; and the occurrence of negative changes in significant local views. 

Alternative 62. An-alternative with impacts similar to that of an all-subway system. 

Alternative Cl. This alternative has less impact than Bl only because the aerial 
portion is shorter. However, CI traverses the Hawthorn/Selma/Gower corridor 
where the most severe impacts from an aerial .system would be. experienced.. 

Alternative C2. As with B2, an alternative with visual impacts similar to those of an 
al I-subway system. 

NORTH HOLLYWOOD 

Results for each_ alte[llcrtive are summarized in Table 111-5 and illustrated in Figure 
111-3. In general, aerial alignments can improve the scalEl of streets which a,re wide 
and have relatively low bounding structures, such os on Chandler Boulevard. As in 
Hollywood, the alignments do not significantly affect the street views of regional 
ele_me_nts such as mountains and hills, but they will alter local views by obscuring 
and/or obstructing cross-street views and diagonal views down streets, Figure 111-4 
presents section drawings illustrating how the elevated system would appear at 
selected locations in North Hollywood. On balance, the subway sections of 
alternat_ives have the least adverse visual impacts. Major adverse impacts include: 

• Scale incompatibility and local latera_l views fro.m the aerial s_tructures on 
Vineland, particularly south of Ccirnarillo, and Tujunga north of the Universal 
City Station. 

• The visual incompatibility between the Studio. City aerial alignment cmd the 
Bluffside residential neighborhood, as well as the probable visual alteration due 
to the needed removal of a number of dwellings. 

• The visual proximity of residences along Chandler Boulevard and Bluffside Drive 
to the elevated guideway. 

• Significant scale incompatibility as we_ll as removal of residential structures due 
particularly to the aerial segment between Universal City and the mountain 
portal. 
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TABLE IJl-4 

I HOLLYWOOD SPECIAL ALTERNATIVES VISUAL ANALYSIS 

I AL TERNATIV~ 

EVALUATION MEASURES A fil B2 Cl C2 

u A. VIEW 

Al Number of instances of regional 0 8 0 4 0 

I setting view enhancement 

A2 Number of instances of regional 0 0 0 0 0 

I setting view degradation 

A3 Number of instances of signi- 0 -4 0 -2 0 

I 
ficant local visual change 

B. SCALE CHARACTERISTICS 

I Bl Linear feeJ of fronting areas 0 13,630 0 7,680 0 
incompatible in scale 

I B2 Linear feet of outdoor space enhanced 0 0 0 0 0 

B3 Linear feet of outdoor space degraded 0 13,630 0 7,680 0 

I E. VISUAL PRIVACY 1 

El Linear feet of visible residential 0 1800/ 0 1900/ 0 

I parcels with 60' fo closest edge of 1500 1600 
guideway or station 

I E2 Linear feet of visible residential 0 0 0 0 0 
parcels within 60' .. 1201 of closest 
edge of guideway or station 

I E3 Linear feet of visible co:mmerdal 0 25,600/ 0 10,900/ 0 
parcels within 60' of closest edge 24,400 9,700 

I 
of 9Uideway or .station 

E4 Linear feet of visible commercial 0 300/0 0 300/0 0 
parcels with.in 60:.120' of closest 

I edge of guideway or station. 

I I Figures indicate with and without the loop at Gower and Selma. 

I 
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••• Structu_res Withln-601 

- • - Structures Within 60° to 120° 

R Residential Structures 

C Commercial Structures 

1 llff] Degradation of Outdoor•Space 

: ➔I Change In Significant Local Views 

' ➔o Blocl<age of Regional Views 

6 AEnhoncemenl of Regional Views 
-~ - (as seen from. transit vehicles) 
' 

:' ._· Metro Roll.Alignment 

fMO Metro RoitStollon 

,, 1f~llllllllll, ICTS Alignment 

,§!lN @: ICTS Stoll;.., 

· ,t!_; Section. See Fi_gure 111-1 : 



TABLE 111-5 

NORTH HOLLYWOOD SPECIAL ALTERNATIVES VISUAL ANALYSIS 

ALTERNATIVES 

EVALUATION MEASURES S-1 s~2 S'-3 SJJ N-1 -· N-2 N-3 fil N-5 -· N'"6 

A. VIEW 

Al. Number of Instances of regional 
view enhancement 0 0 0 0 0 0 

A2. Number of instances of regional 
view degradation 0 0 2 0 0 0 2 0 

A3. Number of instances of significant 
local visual change 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

B. SCALE CHARACTERISTICS 
I 

w Bl. Liriear feet of incompatible rela-. . . . 

tionship of building masses 3,550 150 2,900 700 600 0 2,400 480 600 0 
B2. Linear feet of enhancement of 

outdoor space 0 0 0 0 600 900 0 320 0 0 
B3. Linear feet of degradation of 

outdoor -space 3,600 600 600 600 300 0 1,600 400 300 0 

E. VISUAL PRIVACY 

El. Linear feet of visible residential 
Larcels within 01-601 3,050 0 4,650 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

E2. inear feet of visible residenti~I 
parcels-within 60'-120' l·,000 0 2,010 0 1,400 0 0 O• 1,800 0 

E3. Linear feet of visible commercial 
~reels within 0'-60' 9,060 0 3,730 0 7,200 0 2,840 0 2,600 0 

E4. near feet of visible. commercial 
parcels within 60'-120' 850 0 1,050 0 1,350 0 400 0 500 0 
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1 
Chandler Blvd. at NOrth HollywoodPark; ____ ...,.. _______ --'"'-',---'------------·-·-
Sectlon looking east. 

Figure 111·4 

~1Wh½~iW@i 
1,..1 ,jg I 1"' I 

., !\(f~~t)ttw..w&:1~11m,¾~t~LW,htr~;fiJi~J~1t&1t1Ht%fifitt·~wt&tti 
I v,: I 1-1 l•'I 

le.If' ,O.v./. 

2 
Vlneland Ave. south of Otsego St.,------,==----::,===-•-=­
Section looking south. ~"'-

8 
!i!ii!J/iiJlifilf ~:.~r-B,::!li,t!iiiiVhi~~»t;~br!i:il/1t:::i!1\!!!sr:i\/J,~~\t1,1::,tr~il\\fJJii,WJ1&! 

1"'5'"'12...0.w. 

3 
Vineland.Ave at Hesby Sl------=---,,===-·­
Sectlon looking south. ~"''"' -.. -, . ~ , ... 

Section Drawi_ngs Along North Hollywood Aerial Corridor 
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4 
Lankersh.im Blvd. north of Ventura Freeway. & 
Section looking south. ~ecu.st 

-,,.~+::i:::%'.ff-{-'i\"=·<??'7~~<:2J;;;-~·-C';·,·:::·--:::h':),/)f;:,2'Y[/\V" L~'.\l}Kt:::fa:R:',;;.r:~;t 
1,;-~1 "7o' !1c>/10·1 

q~• ".o.w. 

5 
Lankershim Blvd. north of Moorpark St. 
Secti<>nJ.ooking south·· · · ~''""' 

16 
: Bluffside Drive at Universal City Station. _______________________ ~..:~:::~;... 
! Section looking south.. ~~soi~ 

Figur,e 111·4 (cont.) 
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7 
Vineland.Aire. between Kling and Hortense Sta. _______ ....::!$:.. 
Section looking east. . . ~'°'"' .. --

Vll5W'P /,.VG 
-"'4tJCIUOIP 

8 
Vlnaland Ave. north of Landala St, ______ ..;9=. 
Section looking south. ~ ...... 

VJNISlAHP AVG 
NOll!1'M 11oUMO 

IJINEUiNP ~ 
~"90UN'P ~II». 
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I 115' l l'5 I +1· I ,,;· I M I•· I ,,,.. I , •. I 
1~6

1 

~o.w. 

.g 
Howard Johnsona Hotel on Vineland south of Hollywood Fraaway, ________ ...;.:'9=. 
Section looking south. ~ .. ,.;; 

Figure 111·4 (cont~) 
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B-Drt,e ot Sbldlo City Slatl"'--------------~,-'---,-----------------=------~·!!::' 
S.Ctlon ~king eciutll. ~ea_,._ 
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11 
Cahuenga Blvd. between Portal and Studio City Aerial Station. 
Sect~ 1ook1n!i sciirtheast. ~'°-

Figure 111·4 (cont.)i 
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