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l. INTRODUCTION

The materiais presented in this dppendix serve two functions:
é justification for the impact assessment contained in the Draft EIR/EIR and

e documentation of the analysis and findings on the earlier alternative align-
ments considered by SCRTD at the outset of the Preliminary Engineering
phase.

The evaluation of the alternatives involved a ciose examination of each of their
component parts. A description of these components is presented in the next sec-
tion, followed by the alternatives assessment.

+

SYSTEM COMPONENTS

For the visual analysis, "system components" refers to elements of the Metro Rail
Project such as concourse entrances and parking structures that may have a signi-
ficant visual impact at or above the ground level, Such elements as interior station
spaces dre therefore not considered. This section describes and illustrates the basic
function and appearance of each component defined by SCRTD as shown in prelimi-
nary station plans and the alignment plan and profile.

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. Typical dimensions of the
street-level portion of the con-
courses are 80 feet wide, (80 feet
long, and 20 feet high. A cooling
tower and g traction power substa-
tion are integrated into the con-
course entrance at Union Station,

Subway Station Entrance  (Open).
Open subway station entrances con-
sist of one or two escalators and a
stairway connecting the ground and
station mezzanine levels, surrounded
by a protective parapet approxi-
mately 4 feet above ground. Be-
tween one and four entrancés are
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provided, usually adjacent to public

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 each 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 |0 feet by
I3 feet high.

Subway Station Entrance (Covered).
Some entrances dre integrated with
existing buildings, either in existing
street-level open building arcades, or
inside presently enclosed ground
floor space, as at the Fifth/Hilf Sta-
tion. The design of the entrdnce
itself is essentially that of an open
subway entrance.

Elevated Station. Elevated stations
at Universal City and North Holly-
wood are: companents of the Aerial
Option. Major station elements are
a pair of tracks serving each direc-
tion of travel; a side platform adja-
cent to each pair 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 level, and struc-
tural supports probdbly consisting of
two columns 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 platform can-
opy is approximately 15 feet above
the platform.

Elevated Guideway. Guideways con-
sist of a structure. supporting two
tracks, electrified rails, and an
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evacuation walkway. A typical
guideway section is about 27 feet
wide, supported by é foot wide col-
umns spaced up to 80 feet on
center. Sound attenuation pdnels are
attached to the side of the structure,
contributing to the approximately 7-
foot-high visible fdce of the guide-
way. Between Ventura Boulevard
and. the Universal City portal, the
guideway widens to 56 feet to enter
the mountain tunneis. Top-of-rail
height wvaries between 20 and 42
feet.

Parking Structures. Multilevel park-
ing structures to accommodate
Metro Rail park and ride patros are
planned at five stations--Union Sta-
tion,  Wilshire/Fairfax, Fairfax/
Beveriy, Universal City, dnd North
Hollywood. While construction of
the. parking structures will be
phased, the ultimate development
has been evaluated for purposes of
this visual analysis. Ultimate capa-
city ranges from 1,000 to 2,500 cars
in structures from five to six levels
including the roof decks, which dre
used for parking. Dimensions range
from 240 feet by 360 feet to 240
feet by 590 feet. Parking structure
heights range from approxlmately 52
to 64 feet, assuming a maximum
floor-to-floor height of 12 feet.

Surface Parking. Surface parking for
park and ride users is located at the
Universai City Aerial Station. Lot
dimensions are 180 feet by 720 feet,
accommodating 400 surface spaces.

Kiss and Ride Area. Kiss and ride
short term surface parking is planned
at Wllshlre/Vermont, the subway and
aeriai versions of Universal City, and
the North Hollywood Aerial Sta-
tions. Other stations may eventually
include: kiss and ride facilities, but
they have not been evaluated in this
assessment. As many as é0 spaces
wili be provided, in these aregs,
whose dimensions range from 50 feet
by 310 feet at the North Hoilywood



Aerial Station to 300 feet by 360
feet at Universal City Aerial Sta-
‘tion.

Bus Terminal (Off-Street).  Off-
street bus terminals are located at
the Union Station, Wilshire/Fairfax,
Universal City Underground and
Aerial, and North Holiywood Aerial
Stations. The terminals allow effi-
cient and convenient ftransfer of
relatively large numbers 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 at ground
level. They include open bus bays
for loading and unloading, pedestrian
platform areas that may be land-
scaped, and, in some cases, bus stor-
age and waiting stalls. Parking
structures are located abovée some of
the terminals. Dimensions of the
feet at the Universal City Aerial
Station to 250 féet by 350 feet at
Union .Station.  Capacities range
from 6 to 18 buses. Other types of
off-street bus facilities including bus
turn-arounds and layover areas are
also 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 in specified areas along the
street to load and unload Metro Rail
patrons without impeding street
traffic. The bays consist of one iane
exclysively devoted to bus use,
parailel to and directly 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 stations for tempera-
ture control. Where there is @ 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
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vacant site adjacent to the entrdnce until it can be relocated to the top of a future
building developed on the site. Tower dirmensions are 20 feet by 32 feet by 10 feet
high. The sides are louvered to admit air, and the top is open.

O'l'her This category incorparates permqneni system elements that occur at only

] Truction power substations, at
Unjon Station and at Fairfax/
Santa Monica. The substation
serves two major functions. It
houses transformers to convert
alternating current to direct
current for train traction pawer,
and switching gear to distributfe
e!ectric- power to the trains and
stations. Substation dimensions
are 50 feet by 90 feet by 18 feet
high. Exterior walls are solid,

- except for large doors for truns-
former service, and a few stan-
dard-sized access doors.

e The MCA tram linking the Universal City Station with Universal City, includ-
ing a pickup and turn-around area flanked by a léndscaped plaza.

e New buildings at the Metro Raii main yard. Dimensions range from 30 feet by
120 feet to 335 feet by 550 feet.

e Landscaped development of the area adjacent to the Wilshire/Normandie Sta-
tion entrance on the south side of Wilshire Boulevard, and within the irolo
Street right-of-way. This area wouid be created by the vacation of Irolo
Street. :

e Demolition or relocation of existing structures necessary to allow for the cut
and cover construction of stations, crossover and pocket tracks, tail tracks,
~and storage tracks.

e The mountain portal on the north slope of the Santa Monica Mountains near the
intersection of Lankershim and Ventura Boulevards for the Aerial Option. The
portal is approximateiy 38 feet at track level above Ventura Bouievard. 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 sloping abutments 150 feet long. The tracks continue on a
section of retained earth i50 feet long which links with an elevate guideway
connecting to the Universal City Aerial Station.

e For the Aerial Option, the minor yard at North Holiywood, located between
Tujunga and Beck Avenues in the Chandler Boulevard median, directly north of
fhe North Hollywood Park and west of the North Holiywood Aerial Station.
The yard would be used for car storage, washing, and minor maintenance.
Dimensions are approximately 100 feet wide by 1,300 feet long, allowin for
five tracks with space for 48 cars. The yard is upprox:mclfely iS feet
grade on fiil, held by retaining walls.

I=5



ll. EVALUATION OF ALTERNATIVES IN THE DRAFT EIS/EIR

The visual inipoct assessment in the Draft EIS/EIR (Chapter 3.7 Aesthetics) evai-

vated the system components against seven impact measures. The rationale for the
impact assessment in the Draft EIS/EIR is explained in the accompanying tables and
figures. The following format is used for each station.

e For each of the seven impact measures, the assigned ratings and expianations
for the ratings are presented in tabular format.

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

e Explanations are usually offered-oniy for ratings other than 0 (no visual impact)
or NA (not applicabie).

The locuﬁ‘on of each visual impact is mapped on accompanying station plans.
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MAIN YARD AT UNION STATION

IMPACT MEASURE ' RATING
le Vlew Alteration 0
.2. Historical Resource Compatibility NA
3. Change in Visual Setting +
4. Street Facode Appecrance NA
5. Street Space Appegrance -l

6. Compatibillty of Scale 0

7. Visuval Proximity NA

EXPLANATION

The system components will have no visual impact.

A historic survey has not yet been performed for this
segment, but will probably be completed for inclusion
In the Final ES/EIR.

Current industrial uses including contoiner storage,
truck maintenance and docking, warehouses and rail-
rood sidings on the east side of Santa Fe Avenue ore
visually disorgonized and unkempt. These uses would
be replaced by new Metro Rail structures and |and-
scaping (assumed} which would give a more unifarm
appecrance and higher levél of mointenance to the
east side of Santa Fe Avenue.

The impact measure is applicable anly where mojor
pedestrian use on commercial sireets occurs ar is lke-
ly to oceur,

Current uses at or near the Santa Fe Avenie praperty

line would be reploced by five buildings well-set bock

gre%“i'he strest, thereby weakening the strest space
nitien.

At 20 to 45 feet high, the new Metro Rail fomlm- are
canpuroble in scole with the existing structures to
remain along the; west side of Santo Fe Avernive, which
would not be ecquired for Metro Rail construction.

The impact measure is not opplicable,

UNION STATION (BUS TERMINAL ADJACENT TO UNION STATION)

EXPLANAfION '

IMPACT MEASURE RATING

|. View Alteration -+l

2. Historic Resource Compatibility +]

3. Change in Visual Setting o +1
b, ~l/el

4. Street Facode Appearance T NA

5. Street Space Appearance NA

6. Compatibility of Scale 0

7. Visual Proximity NA
11-2

The bus terminal (off-street) will increase exposure to
the historic Union Stotion terminal building,

The bus termifial (off-street) will increase exposure to
the histaric Union Station terminal building.

The porking structure, surface parking, and off-street
bus terminal drganize o currently obondoned crea.
There is a potentiol confilct between pedestrion and
vehiculor decess in the courtyard behind Union Station

at the concourse entrance. The pedestrian entrance is

the former vehicular entrance to the courtyard cur-
renﬂy u3ed for parking. No alternative vehicular en-
trance s defined,

Cut and cover construction will remove o restaurant
on the east side of Vigriés Street (-1) and an cbandoned
shed on the west side of the street (+|).

The impact meosure is not applicable.

The impoct measure is not applicable.

The system components will have no visual fmpaet.

The impact measure is not applicable.
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UNION STATION (BUS TERMINAL AT VIGNES STREET)

EXPLANATION

The system components have no viswal impact.

The parking structure and off-street bus terminal or-
ganize g eurrently abaridoned area. There s o poten-
tial conflict between pédestrian and vehicutar occess

'in the courtyard behind Union Station gt the concoyrse

enfrunce. The pedestrian entranee is the former vehi-
culer entrance to the courtyord currently used for
porking. Na aiternative vehicular entrance is defired,

Cut and cover construction will remove a restourant
an the east side of Vignes Street (-1} and an abandoned

.shed o the west side of the street (+1).

The Impact-measure is not applicable.
The impact measure is not applicable.
The system componertts will have no visual irmpact.
The impact measure is not applicable.

EXPLANATION

IMPACT MEASURE RATING
I. View Alteration 0
2. Historic Resaurce Computibility 0
3. Chonge In Visual Setting . a +|
b. =lf+l
4. Street Facode Appearance NA
5. ‘Street Space Appearance NA
6. Compatibiiity of Scale 0
7. Visual Proximity NA
CIVIC CENTER
IMPACT MEASURE. RATING
1. View Alteration Y
2. Historic. Resouree Compoatibility 0
1. Chonge in Visual Setting -1
4. Street Focade Appearance 0
5. Street Space Appedrance -
6. Compatibliity of Seale 0
7, Visual Proximity NA
11-4

The sibway statlon entrances {open) wili increase ex-
posure to and channelize views toward the Court of
Flags and the Clvic Center Mail.

The Court of Flidgs is separated from the area being
olfered. The system components will have no visual

impaet.

The cooling tower is sited in a potential joint develop-
ment site.

The systém components will have no visual impact.

The subwoy station entronces (open) on the soith side
of the streét remove trees which define the northérn
edge of the Court of Flags. The other system com--
ponents will hove no visual impact,

The system components will have no-visual impact.

The impact measwre (s not appiicable.
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EXPLANATION

The su.bwuy station entrance (open) will increase expo-
sure to and channelize views toward Pershing Square.

The subway station entrances (covered} are within
historic buildings. It is assumed SCRTD will restore
the ground floor focodes 1o be historicolly compatible-
-a transit related improvement. The station entrance
{covered) ot the southeast corner is a future entrance.

The cooling tower is sited.in a-potential joint-develop~
ment site.

The system components will have no visual impact.
The. subway station entrances (covered) are within
historie buildings. SCRTD will restare the ground floar
use, a transit related improvement.

The other system components will have no visval im-
pact.

The system components will have no visual impact.
\The Impact measyre is not upphcuble.

EXPLANATION

FIFTHMILL
IMPACT MEASURE RATING
{. View Alteration +]
2, Histaric Resource Compatibility +)
'3, Change in Visual Setting -1
' 4, Street Focade Appearance 0
5. Street Space Appearance a 0
b 1]
é. Corhpatibility of Scale 0
7. Vlsuul Prnxumlty et e ez e .-;NA T
SEVENTH/FLOWER
IMPACT MEASURE RATING
. |. View Alteration 0
2.. Historic Resource Compatibillty 0
3, Change in Visual Setting a. -1
b - +}
c. -l
4, Street Facade Appearance a. -l
b. 0
5. Street Space Appegrance a =1
b. 0
6. Compatibility of Scale a. -1
b. 1]
7. Visua} Proximity NA

i1-6

There are no significant local or regional views.
The system companents will have no visuo] Impact.

The subway station entranca (open) removes the Home
Savings Bank.

The sybway :station entrance lopen} at Pocific Plazo
would only be bullt as part of mojor development on
the slte, an enhancement of a currently empty corner.

The cooling tower is sited In a-patential joint develop-
ment site.

The subway station entrance (open) aiters the street

facade olong Seventh Street by’ removing the Home
Savings Bank bullding.

There is no visual impact of the subway station ent-
rance (open) at the Centrol Bank bullding.

The subway statlon entrance {open) alters the enclos- -
ure of the street-space by removing the Home Savings.
Bank building.

There is no visual impact of the subway station ent-
rances {open} at the Central Bank bullding and the
Paci#ic Plaza.

The subway statlon entrance (apen) removes the Home
"Savings Bank building, citering the-scale.ot the street

corner

There is no visual impact of the subwuy station ent-
rances (open} at the Central Bank building and the
Pacific Plaza,

The Impact measure |s not applicable.
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WILSHIRE/ALVARADO

IMPACT MEASURE

I. View Alferation

" 2. Historie Rgmce Gunpcﬂ’blhfy

Chunge ip V:suul Sefﬁng

4, Stree‘tFmde Appegarance

5. Street Space Appearance

§ Compatibility of Scale

7. Visual Proxirhity

RA_TING EX.PLANATION
c+l The concourse entrance will increase exposure to and:
channelize views foward MacArthur Pari.*
0 Thé system components will have no visual impacts.
. -f The concourse entrance removes siructures.®”
- Cut and cover construction will remove existing struc-
fures. _
-2 ﬂmeooncoursemtrmce removes stwcturesmdbredu
' the conhnulty of the commerciol street facode.* .
=1 :and cover construction wm remwe free standing
structures that provide intermittent- fucoda definition
of Seventh Street, ,
- The concourse entrance removes structures and olters
the enclosure of the street.space.*
0 _ The system camponents wiil have.no viswal impact.
NA The impact measure is not apphcuble. .

*A fevised station plan Is included in the Draft EISIEIR. The revised plun ne longer
colls for o concourse entranice; nevertheless, the posmve and negaﬂve impocts
identified remain mdmgad with the new entrance.

WILSHIRE /VERMONT

IMPACT MEASURE

1. View Alteration
2. Mistoric Resource Compatibility
3. Change In Visuol Setting

4, Street Focode Appearafice

5. Street Space Appearance

é. Compatibility of Scale
7. Visual Proximity

RAT‘qu

EXPLANATION

+

+|

11-8

There are no significant locol or regional vlm
The system components will have no visual impact.

The subwoy station entronce (open) remioves frog-
mented development and surface parking and creates
an opportunity for joint development fo enhance the
visual setting.

The cooling tower is sited in o potentiol joint develop-
ment sita,

The subway station entrance (open) removes frog-
mented development and surface parking and creates
an opporfunity for joint development to reinforce the
continuity of the commerciol street focade.

The subway station entrance (open) removes frag-
mented development and surface parking and creates
an opportunity for joint developmmt to reinforece
street space definition.

The system components will have na visual impact.

The Impoct measure Is not applicable.
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WlI.SI'ﬂREaNORMAhDIE

IMPACT MEASURE o RATING  EXPLANATION

l. View Alteration 0 Thare are no simifimm iocol or regionul views,
2, Historlc Resource Compatibility 0 The syatem components will have no visuai frpact.

1, Change in Visual Setting o +l it is assumed the vucufed Irolo Street wiil be land-
sca

b, 0 The subway s;tcnim entrance (cpen) will hove no visual

Impact.
4, Street Faocade Appecrance The system components wiil have no visual lmpact.
S. Street Space Appecrancs

§. Campatibility of Scale

The system components will have no visual Impact,
The system components wili have no visual impact.

0
0
0
. 75 Visyal Proximity NA The Impact measure is not opplicable.

WILSHIRE /WESTERN

IMPACT' MEASLRE‘ . RATING  EXPLANATION

“}+ View Alteration C 0 The system comiponents will have no visual impacts \

Thrifty's building will change the visual setting of the
McKiniey Bullding, but it would not adversely-affect
the historic structure.

b. - ..0. Thc‘ other system components will have no visual im-
3. Change in Visuol Setting @ -2 The subway stotton entrance (cpen) removes the Thrif- :
ty's building—a significont impact due to the buildings . )
Impartance as o component of the overall visual set-
ting. .

5, -1 The coollrig towér is sited in o potential Joint develop=-
_ment slte.

4, Street Focade Appearance a. -2 The subway station entrance {open) olters the contin-
uity of street facads along Wilshire Boulevard by re-
maving the Thrifty’s building.

b 0 The other system components wiil have no visuol im=
- pact.

5. Street Spoce Appecarance . -2 The subway station entrance (open) citers the enclos-

’ ure of street space by removing the Thrifty's building.

b. 0 The other system companents wlil have no visual Im-
) pucf.

6. Compatibility of Scale o -2 The subway station entrance (open) aiters the existing
scole by removing the Thrifty's building and creating o

vacant lot.

b 0 The other system components will have no visual im=
pact,

7. Visval Proximity NA  The impact measire Is not opplicable.

. .2 Historic Resource Compatibllity - a. 0" The_subway station entrance (open), by removing the

H-1o
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WILSHIRE/CRENSHAW

IMPACT MEASURE

1. View Alteration
2. Histaric Resource Compatibllity
4. Change I Visual Setting

. 4. Strest Facade Appearance

5. Sfmf Space Appedrance

6. Compatibllity of Scale

* 7. Visual Proximity

. WILSHIREALA BREA

IMPACT MEASURE:

l. View Alteration

2. Historic Resource Campatibiilty

%

3, Change In Visual Setting

4, Street Facade Appegrance ‘
5. Street Space Appegrance

é. Compatibliity of Scale

7. Visudl Proximity

RATING

EXPLANATION

+|

‘There are no significant {ocal or regional viewa,

There ore no significant historic resources,

The subwgy statlon entronce (open) removes frog-
mented development and creates an opportunity for
joint development which enhances the visual setting.

The cooling tower s sited in o patential jeint develdp~
ment site,

The subway station entrance {open) remwes frag-
mented develaprent and creates an opportunity for
Joint development ta reinforce the commercial cone
tinuity of the street facade,

The subway station entronce {(open) removes frog-

mented development ond creates an apporfunity for

]ﬂolm development to reinforce the street spoce defini-
an.

The.system components wiil have na visual impoct.

The impact measure s not applicable..

RATING:

EXPLANATION

11-12

The system compenents will have no visugl Impoct.

The subway station entrance {apen), by removing com-
mercial structure, could chonge the visuol setting of
the Mutual of Oimache building, but the change, if anyy
is nat expected ta be adverse..

The subwgy station entronce f{open) removes o com-
merclal structure,

The cooling tower [2.sited In o potertial joint develop-
ment site. .

The subwny statlon entrorice {open) oiters the contin-
uity of street-fogade at Wilshire/La Brea by removing
a commercial structure.

The subway station entrance (apen) alters the enclos.
wre and definitlon of the corner ot Wiishire/La Brea by
rémoving o commercial structure, -

The subway station entrance (apen) changes the scale
ot the corner of Wilshire/L.a Brea by removing o com-
mercial structire and creating a vacent iof,

Tha impact feasure is not applicable,
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IMPACT MEASURE RATING  EXPLANATION

'- . 1, View Alteration 0 The system components will have no visval impacet..

. 2. Historic Resource Compatibility a -0 The subway station (open) In front of the Los Angeles -
' County Museun of Art will have-no visual impaet.

b. ‘-2. The ecst holf of the parking structure and bus terminal
{off-street) remove residences potentiolly eligibie with
more: research for the National Register, as well ds

pomnhclly eligible to the National Register as part of

o historic district (art decol.

l : ‘ commercial structures on Wilshire Boulevard that are
1. Change in Visoal Setting a -4 The subway station (open) at the southwest corner of
I ' Wilshire and Curson removes o commercial structure.’
b.. +l The subway station {open) at the northeost corner of
Wilshire gnd Cirson closes o short street and incorpor-

' . ates it into o landscaped plara.

. 0 “The subway station enirances (oPen) in the séulpture
garden and at the comer of Wilshire and Spaulding will
have no significant visual impact.

' d -1 The east half of the parking structure removes resi-
) dences potentiolly eligible with more research for the
- - Ngtlonal Register, os well o3 commercial struciures on
Wilshire Boulevard that appear eligible to the National
Reg;ster as part of a historic district (art dece). It Is
’ incongruous In use and bulk to |ts adjacent residential
s'eﬁiﬂg.

. N -II+I The east half of the bus termlml (off-sfreet) remm
residences potentlally eligible with more research for
ths Notlon Register, as weil os commercial structiss
on Wlishire Boulevard that appear ellgible to the Nat-
lonal Register as contributing structures to an historic
district (ort deco) (-1). The west holf of the bus ter-
?;:n(nl'(fff-streeﬂ organizes an area that was a parking

+

f YA | The landscaped plaza at Wilshire and Curson removes o
commercial structure (-1% at Wilshire and Spaulding
the landsca ploza ofgonizes an grea that wes o
parking lot (+1),

4, Street Focade Appearance -l The subway station entrance (open) at Wilshire and
Curson, the east half of the parking struetiure and the

+ : bus terminal, and the landscapéd piaza remove com-
. mercial structures on Wiishlre Boulevard which define
the sireet focade,

5. Street Spoce Appearance a -l The subway statlon entrance (apen) at Wilshire ond .
Curson weakens the definition of the carrier by remow-

Ing o commerciol structure.

visual impaét.

c -1 : The east half of the parking strocture and the bus
terminal (off-street) remove residences and commer-
cial structures, thereby oltering the street space
definition (~1). The west half of the parking structure
&\)'d the bus terminal (off-street} have no visual impact

l-14

. b. 0 The other subwoy station entrances (open) will have no



é. Compatibility of Scale a
b
1. Visual Proximity a.
b.

NA

The subway station entrance (open) ot Wilshire ond

Curson changes the scale of development by removing .

¢ commercial strucuture,

" The other system companents will have no visual im--

pact..

The parking strictire ia within +23 feet of new cone.

dominiums and within +60 feet of existing residences.
A fotal of 460 feet of porking structire is exposed to
residences. 1

The impact measure Is not appiicable to the ufher
system cornponen'rs-
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FAIRFAX/BEVERLY"

-IMPACT MEASURE ;

i.. View Alteration

-2, Historic Ressurce Compatibliity

3. Change In Visual Setting

h.l' Street Focade Appearance

5. Street Space Appéarance

6. Compatibility of Scole
7. Visual Proximity

Q.

RATING

EXPLANATION

sl

+l

- The systam components will hove no v:suul Impoct !

The system components wili have no visual impacet.

The subway statian- entrance. (open) will have ne visual
Impact, It disploces surface parking which wouid be
relocdted In the purklnq structure,

Cuvf od cover construction  removes landscaping,

bermondtrees, and a portion:of the Farmers Market

The parking structure precludes the develapment .of o

‘cammercial.street facade along Fairfax Avenve..

The porking structure adds enclasure and definition to
Beverly Beuleverd ond Fairfax Avenue, The parking
strycture would be o stronger visual element if it were

. Incorporated aver the subway station entrance (open)-

closer to Fairfax Avenue,

Cut ond cover consfrur:ﬂon removes lmdscaping,
berms ond trees, and.o portion of the Farmers Market
structure which help to define the street space.

The system components will have no visual impagt, -

 The Irpact micsre Is not applicables .

=16
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FAIRFAX/SANTA MONICA.

IMPACT MEASURE

I. View Aiteration

2. Historic Resource Compatibillty:

'3, Change In Visual Setting

4.. Street Facode. Appearanice-

5. Street Space Appearance:

6. Compatiblilty of Scale-
7. Visval Proximity

LA BREA/SUNSET

RATING

EXPLANATION

- IMPACT MEASURE

+l

+

+

+1

+|

+l

Tha system companents.wiil have na visual impact..

The- subway station entrance (open) ot the northwest
corner removes frogmented development and creates

on apportunity for Jaint development which:could en- -

hanice the setting for the histarie structures.

The supway station entrance {dpen) of the northivest
carner removes fragmented developmént arid creates
an cpportunity. for joint developrnent which enhmm
the vistal setting. )

The traction power substation enhances the visual
setting by displacing a fragmented structure and sure
face parking.

The coaling tower is sited In o patential joint develop-
ment.site.

The subway station entrarice {open) ot the northwest
corner removes. fragnented development and creates

on opportunity for joint development- to reinforce- the

commercial continuity of the street fccnde.

The subwaoy station entrance {open) at the- northwest

corner removes fragmented davejopmernt ohd creates
an opportunity far jeint deviepment ta reinforce street
space definition. -

The traction pawer substation disploces ¢ fragmented
structure and surfoce. parking with o structure which
rainforces. the street space definition. -

The system companents will have no visoal impact.

The Impoct measure Is not applicable.

——

. View Alterotion
2. Histaric Resource Comipatibility
3. Chadnge In Visual Séttlng

4, Street Facdde Appedrdance

* S, Street Spoce Appearance

6. Compatlbiiity aof Scale .

7. Visyal Proximity

" RATING

EXPLANATION

The subway station entrance (open) will have no visual
impaet.

The subwiay station entrance (open) will have no visual
Impaet.

The sUbway station entrance (apen} will have no vlsuul
Impact. .

The subway station entrance (open} will hove no visual
Impaet.

The stbway- statlon entrance {open) wlll hove na visual
Impacet.

The subway station entrance (apan) will have ng visual
Impaet.

The impact measure s nat applicable.
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HOLL YWOOD/CAHUENGA

IMPACT MEASURE RATING.  EXPLANATION

l. View Alteration a ¢ .0 The subway station entrance- (open) at the southwest
corner wlll alter local views by removing o structure..

b.. «l The subway station entrance: (open) at the _norfhwest
comner will increase exposure fo and channelize - views
toward a unique corner lecation with thres distinctive,
though not hlsteric, structures..

2. Historic Resource Compatibility 0 The- subway station entrances (apen) will not affect
) any historic or potentiaily efigible historic struetures.

3. Change in Visual Setting Q.. -1 The subway stotion entrance (open) at the southwest.
. cormer will remove a structure;.

b.. N The subwady -station entrarice {open ) ot the northwest
‘carner’ will remcve a two story commercial structure.

c. . -1 Coit and cover construction will refnove existing.non-
historic strictures,

a4 -1 The cooling tower is sited in a patential joint develop--
ment site.

4, Street Facude Appearance a -2 The subway station entmnee (cpen} at the southwest
corner will olter the commercial street facade along
Hoilywood Bouievard by removing o four stery strue-
fure.
b. -l . The subwoy stuﬂorl enfrnnce (open} ot the noﬂhwst
' corner will clter the commercial facdde along Holly-
wood ‘Boulevard by removing o two ‘story commercial
structure.

C.. -l The cut and cover construction will remove freestond-
ing structures providing intermitfent facade definition
of Cahuenga Boulevard sirest space.

5. Street Space arance -2 The subway statlon entrances {open) ot the southwest
. Appe ' and -northwest corners, by replgeing o four and two
" stary structure respectively, will alter the ‘enclosure

and definitlon of the street corner.

. Compafibility.of Scale 2 The subway station. eritrances {apen) ot the southwest

6c e . ’ and northwest corners, by repiocing o four and twa
story structure, respectively, will reduce. the: scale
consistency of the street comer.

7. Visual Proximity T NA The impact measure is not opplicable..

[1-20
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UNIVERSAL GiTY UNDERGROUND

EXPLANATION

The subwoy station entrances (open) wlll increase ex~
pt:ukr.e to and charmelize views toward Weddington
P

The Iandsnuped plaza on the Bluffside Drive side apens
views: fo Weddington Park (+]). The landscdped plm
?6‘) the Lankershim Boulevard side. wili not creafe views

The perking structure removes the HewlettPockard
building which is visually compatible with the. hisforlc
Campe da Cahuenga,.

Tha- landseaped plaza Is Improving the visual setting
for the historic Campe de Cd-:uenga by creating o
public space.

The subway station entrances {open} remove a partion
of a residentlal areqa. ‘

The rorklng structire remdves the Hewlett-Packard -
building..

The klss-anid rlde area removes g strusture,. o
The bus terminal (gff-streef) removes o major portion
of a residentlal areq..

The: landscaped plaza on the Lankershlm Boulevard
side Improves. the existing visual setting (+1). The
lardseaped plaza on the Bluffslde Drive side removes o
portlon of a residentlal area (-1).

The new station and freeway access rouds remove g

mldemlol area.

Cut and cover construcﬂon removes g purﬂon of g
resldentlal crec.

The impact measure |s not applicable.

The porking structure will enciose dnd define the
street space along Lankershim Boulevard repiacing )
sbuifglce parking areqa and the lower Hewlett-Paciard
ullding.

The kiss and ride ureu removes a- cormer struchge
which encloses and definas the street spoce.

The bus. terminal and new statlon and freeway access
roads remove @ residential area which encloses and
defines the street spoce.

The parking structure on the Lankershim Boulevard
sidé, though it removes the Heéwlett-Packard bullding
(-1}, Introduces g higher and bulkler structure more in

-scale with the Universal City buildings across the

.-.treei (+!}, The parking structure, though It contrasts
in height end bulk with the adjacent historic Campa de
Cahuenga could function as @ éompatible backdrop.

The other system components wlll have no visual Im-
pﬂc 1

The impoi:'t measure. is not oppllcable,

IMPACT MEASURE: ) RATING
l.. View Alteration ' o +
b. . +1/0
2. Historlc Resource Compatiblllty a. -1
b. +i
3.. Visual Setting Alteration: a -1
b -l
. -l
d. -2
e, +|]-l
fo -2
' 7 'g.( =1
4. Street Focade Appegrance : NA
S, Street Space Appearance e w2
b sl
c -2
6. Compatlbliity of Scale R +l /=1
b. 0
7. Visual Proxlmity - NA
11-22
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UNIVERSAL CITY AERIAL STATION AND GUIDEWAY'

IMPACT MEASURE - RATING

e am fw Oy ay am e e I

EXPLANATION

l. Viéw Alterotion a +]
b. +1/0
C. -1
2. Historic Resource Compatibility a +l
b, -l
3. Change in Visual Setting Q. -1
b. /2
Ca. Ql
€. + /2
. f. -2
4, Street Facade Appearance . NA
5. Street Spoce Appearance a. 0
b. +
c -l
d. ~2
e 0
6. Compatlbillty of Scale: e «f0

11-24

buildin'g.

The:elevated station and the elevated gu:deway creute'
views.

‘“The landscoped plaza on the Bluffside Drive side opens-

views to Weddington Park (+1). The landscaped. plaza
?3} the Lankershim Boulevard side will not create views )

- The portal segment creates views from the §uidewoy

and blocks views ta the hills from below the guideway.

Though they represent o change in scale, the elevated
station and guideway, the parking. structure, the bus
terminal (off-street), the MCA tram, and ‘the land-
séaped- plazd improve the- visual setting for the Campe
de Czhuenga, a Califarnia State Historic Landmark.

The surfoce parking removes the Hewlett-Packard
buuldlng which is visually compohble with the Campo
de-Cahuenga, o Califarnio Stote Historic Landmark,

The elevated station and the elevated. guideway re-

maves a portion of o residential arec.

The parking structure on the Lankershim Boulevard

side;" though it removes anindustrial structure, . intro--
duces a higher- strueture more in scale with the build-

ings opposite it than present development on the site:
{+1). The parking structure an the Bluffside Drive side
removes 0 major portion of a residential area (-2).

The surfoce parking removes. the Hewlett Pockard

The klss and rlda and surface purldng, wasf side, and
the bus terminol (off-streét) removes o residentiol
aréd.

The Imdacuped plaza an the Lmkershlm Boulevard
side- Improves the existing visual setting (+1.. The
londscaped plaza on the Bluffsids.Drive:side removes o
residential area {-2).

The portal segment removes o residential areq..

The Impaet measure |3 nat applicable.

The elevated station and the elevated guideway are set
back from the street and will have no visual impact.

The porking structure on the Lonikershim Boulevard
slde will enciose and define the street space,

The surface parking removes the Hewlett Packard

building.

The kiss and ride cres and surfoce parking, west sld;,
and the bus terminol (off-street) remove o residential
grea which encloses and defines the street space.

The bus bay (an-street), the MCA tram, the |andscaped
plaza, dnd the portal wlll have no visuol impact.

The ‘elevated station, elevated guideway, ond parking

© structure on the Lankershim Boulevard side relate in

scale -ta the Universal City bulldings opposite (+]).
The eievated station, elevated guidewdy, ad parking -
structire an the Bluffside Drive slde remave the resi-
dential dréo. But these components are compatible in
scale with the existing ond future development on the
Universal City preperty (0},
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b. -2 The portal segment, is incongruous in scale with the-
e e __residantlal areqa beiow. _ ] e
T “"“' TTTea T T T 07T 7 7 'The other systerd components will have no visval im- i
pact.
7. Visval Proximity ' @ Q The elevated station, elevated guideway, and perking
strueture will have ro visual impact.
-2 The partal is within 60 faet of a residentici area.
NA The impoct measure is not applicoble to the other
.system componants.

|

ARL AEER
Empiutan ALES \

Aerial Station Alternative - Universal City
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NORTH HOLLYWOOD AERIAL CORRIDOR, LANKERSHIM SEGMENT

IMPACT. MEASURE . RATING  EXPLANATION

1. View Alteroﬂon ' sl/el  The elévated guideway creatés- views from abova
. (+1). The elevoted. guideway obstructs regional views.
framm bejew. (=1},

2. Historic Resource Compatibility 0 Althoygh none of the buildings along this segment ore
on the Nationg) Reglster of Historic Places, nor on
Stote or local lists, there are o number of buildings of
histaric note. Pending further research, some of these
buildings appear to be potentioily eligible for nemina-
tion to the National Register, and State and locad I1sts.

3, Change in ViMl Setting 0 The system components. wilt have no visual impact.
8, Street Foeade Appearance NA. The impact measure s not applicabie..
5. Street Space Appearance -2 Lankershim Boulevard currently is o coherent sireet

with respect to the relationship of street width to the
height of the bounding buildings. The eievated: guide-
way will. alter' this relotionship. The existing street
width is approximately o 100-foot right-of-way. [t will
be cut In half by the elevated guideway creating two
reiatively narrow visuai channels when viewed diagon--

. ally.

6. Compatibiiity of Scale : -2 The predominant building height is one of two stories:.
The 20 foot to 42 foot elevated guidmy will demin-
ote,

7. Visual Proximity b The- elevated guideway is within 60 feet of existing

cormerciol structures on both sides of the street, For

sach gffected block the elevated: _ﬁ.‘veduwny adversely

g'!f::kets :.-aom side of the street. total score per
is -4,
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NORTH HOLLYWOOD AERIAL CORRIDOR, VINELAND SEGMENT* -

IMPACT MEASURE RATING  EXPLANATION i

I. View Alteration @ ol The elevated guideway will create views.
b - Regioral views to the north and northeast would be
_abstructed by the eievated guideway. 7
2. Historic Reseurce Campotlbility 0 Although none of the buildings olong this segment are

on the Notlonol Register of Historic Ploces, nor on
State or local lists, there are o number of buildings of
histaric note. Pending further research, same-of these
bulldings appear to be potentiolly eligible for nomina--
tion to the Notlonol Reglster, and Siote. and locol his-
toric lists..

3. Change in Visual Setting. 0 There is no displacement of existing uses.
4, Street Facade Appearance: NA The Impact measure |s not applicable.
5. Street Space Appearance- | The. elevated guideway wiil improve the spatial defini-

tian of Vineldnd Avenve, which in this.segment lacks
strong spatiol boundaries. This is due- to the wide
right-of-way (overage 15| feet, incliding o Southern
Californiao Edlson right-of=way and frontage road) and
the gdjocent law, one- and two-story buildings.

8. Compatibility of Scale =1 The.elevated guidewoy will provide o somewhat gbrupt
: contrast with the adjacent one- and two-story struc-

tures, particularly on the ecst side of Vineland Avenue.

7. Visuol Proximify -3 The: elevated guideway Is within 60 feet of existing
: residentlal sfructures on one side of the steet {-2), and
within 120 feet of existing commercial structures on
the other side of the street {-1)., The total score per
bloek Is therefore =3,

*This segment was eliminated during the preparation of the Draft EIS/EIR. The
Aerial Option would contlnue north of Camarillo Street olong Lankershim to its
terminal stotion. The impacts of this revised olignment are similar to those
identified for Altérnotive N3 (see Figure Itl-3 and Table |1i-5).
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NORTH HOLL YWOOD AERIAL CORRIDOR, CHANDLER SEGMENT* __

IMPACT MEASURE RATING  EXPLANATION

l. View Aiteration +l “The elevated guideway will create views.

2. Historic Resource Compatibillty ™ - 0 There are several buildings of historic note adjccent ta
the corridor, although none of them would be removed.

3. Change in Visual Setting +| The- elevated guideway s removing a visually frog-
mented and unorganized envirénment. : ‘

4, Street Fucade Appearance:

. MNA The impact medsure is not appiicabie..
5. Street Space Appearance NA. The Impoct measure |3 not applicable.
NA
0

6. Compatibility of Scole The impact measure s not oppllcable,

7. Visuval Proximity The elevated guidaqu wiil have no visual impact.

*This segment was ellminated during the preparation of the Draft EIS/EIR. The
Aerial Option would continue north of Camarllle Street along Lankershim to Its
terminal station,. The impacts of this revised glignment are similer ta those
identified for Alternative N3 (see Figure |1I-3 and Tabie I11-5).
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North Hollywood Aerial Cotridor , Chandler Segment

Y

IMPACT MEASURE RATING  EXPLANATION

1. View Alteration . 0 The system components will have no visual Impact.
2. Histdric Resource Compatlbillty . g . The system compaonents will have no visual impact.

3; Visual Setting Alteration a a/-1 ‘The northeast subway station entrance (apen) will have
i no-visual Impact a3 it is.not removing structures. The
southeast subway station entrance (open) is rervioving
commercial strictures. Thase structires would be
removed regardless of Metro Rail construetion as the
area is designated far redevelopment by the Commun~
ity Redeveicpment Agency. )

b. ©oelfel The parking structure Is removing commereial struc-
"tures "along Lankershim Boulevard. Along Chandier
Boulevard it Is remaving a visually fragmented and
unarganized enviranment. .

c +) The. bus terminal (aff-street) is removing o visually
fragmented and unorganized environment.

11-28
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4. Street Focode Appecrance a. 0/-1 The northeast subway stotion entrance (open) will have:
no visual impoct The southeast subwey station en~
i france (open) is removing commercial structures,
! thereby. cltering the cnnﬂnuify of the commercial
street focade, '

b. - The parking structure by remoaving cummen:iu! struc-
. tures along Lankershim Boulevard olters the continuity:
of the commerciol street facade. Along Chandier

Boulevard, It witl hgve no visual impact.

.. NA The Impoct measure ls not ‘applicabie ta the other
. system cormponents.

—— S S Ce e e ]

5 Sl'ree't Spuca Appeorance 0. 0/-1 The nor?heust subway statlon en‘l’rance (cpen) wlll hove
no vistal lpact. The southeast subway station ene
'rrum:e {open) by removing commercia structures al-

ters the street space definitian.
Lo b -l The parking structwre by removing commercial struc-
: tures glofg Lonkershim Boulevard olters. the strest
space definition
6. Compatibillty of Scale ‘ - 0/-1 The northeast subway station entrance {open) will hove

no visual impaet. The southecst subway station en-

trance {open) changes the scale ot the corner of Lan

kershim  Boulevard and South Chondler Boulevard by

rerno;ring a commercial structure and creating a vae t
cuant lath,

b.. -l The parking structure’s bulk and height (Five levels,
approximately 50 feet high maximum)} is incompatibie-
with the-relatively small structures and visually freg-
mented street frontage in the-immediate areq.

7. Visual Proximity NA The impoct measure is not appl icable.
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NORTH HOLLYWOOD AERIAL STATION *

IMPACT MEASURE

EXPLANATICN

sysfum components.

Tha elevated statlen and the elewted guidewuy cre-
ates views of the mountaifis to the north and east
{(+1). The elevated guideway crossing Lankershim
Boulevard obstructs views of the mountains to the
north and east (=i).

The parking structure removes the Hendr;dc's Builders
Company, formerly the Southern Pacific Telucn

Supply
Sfuﬂcn Depot, ‘which cppears potentlaily eligible far-

the National Register of Historic Places.

The- system components will have- a positive visual
impact. Currently there is-a visually frogmented and
unorganized setting, which would be repigesd by an
arderad and landscaped environment.

The elevated statlon and guideway would remove the
pedestrian-oriented retail frontage-on the ecst side of
Lankershim- Boulevard and replace it with an open-and
landscaped plaza. The design of theé parking structure
on the west side of Lankershim Boulevard presents g
blank wall with landseaping to the street and does not
provide for refail uses at the ground floor level.

The elevated station |s set back from the east side of
Lankershim Bouievard, and weakens the spatial defini-
tlon currently establishied by retoil structures,

. The parking structure would replace an open yord,

thereby improving the spatiol definition on the- west
side of Lankershim Boulewd.

The parking structure‘s bulk and helght (five Ievels,
oppraximately 50 feet-high maximum) is incompatible
with the relotively small structures and visually frog-
mented street frontage immediately adjacent an
Chandier Bouievard,

The elevated station, elevated guideway, and parking
structure will have no visual |mpuc1'.

EXPLANATION:

RATING
. View Alteration ' +hf-4
- & Histarie Resource Compatibility -2
3. Change in Visugl Setting, +l
4, Street Focade Appearonce N |
5. Stireet Spoce Appearonce . -l
b +l
6. Camrmmlhfy of Scnle -1
7. Visual Proximity R 0
b. NA
'MINOR YARD AT NORTHHOLLYWOOD *
IMPACT MEASURE RATING
l. View Alteration . |
‘2. Histarie Resource Compatibility. 0
3. Change In Visual Setting 0
4, Street Focade Appearonce NA
5. _StreefSpmc_e Appecraonce +|
6. Compatlbllity of Scole ) » -1
7. Visual Proximity 0

* See notes on fazing page.
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The yard wili obstruct views from the residential area

north of Chandler Boulevard ta Nerth Hollywood park.
The yard will.have no significant visual Impact.

Although the yard Is removing elements which are-

visually discordant, it Is nat eonfribuﬂng positively to
the visual setting.

The Impact mecawre |s not applicable.

The yard will improve the definition of street spoce
along Chandler Bovlevard.

The appraoximately 25-foot high yurd {s -compatible
with the cne- and two-story structures apposite, How.
ever, the extensive length of the unbroken 25.foot high
yard retaining wolls is in sharp controst ta the modest
bulk of the odjacent small commercial and instity-
tioral structures, parking lats, and landscaped open
spaces.

The yard will have nao visual impact.
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__* Aerial Station Alternative-North. Hollywood:

*The Aerial Station oriented along Chandler Boulévdrd. has been eliminated. A
revised stdtion plan showing the terminal station oriented along Lankershim
Boulevard has been prepared and is inciuded as part of the Aerial Option description
in the Draft EIS/EIR, If this alternativie is selected, further analysis of this station's

visual impacts wouid be necessary.
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*Minor Yard at North Hollywood

*The minor yard orjented along Chandier Bouievard is no longer part of the Aerial

Option.

Chandler Boulevard along Lankershim Boulevard,

The Draft EIS/EIR describes the need for aerial tail tracks north -of

If this alfernative is selected,

further- analysis of the track's visual impacts would be necessary.
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Ill. SPECIAL ALTERNATIVES ANALYSIS
ALTERNATIVES

After a review of alternative cthgnments by the public and SCRTD in August 1982, a
number of unresolved issues remained in the Hollywood and North Hollywood areas.
Consequently, the SCRTD Board of Directors directed staff to undertake an analysis
that would address these issues dealing with route,. alignment, and station location.
The: following sections describe- the methodology and findings for the visual impact
assessment of the Special Alternatives' Analysis. The analysis was an impartant
element in the cifizens' and SCRTD's evaluation of the alternative alignments.
Subsequently, SCRTD . eliminated a number of these diterriatives from further
consideration in the Draft EIS/EIR.

The aiternatives for Hollywood are described. in Table ill-i. In North Hollywood,
initially eight alternatives alignments were propased. They inciuded routes along
Vinefand Avenue, L.ankershim Boulevard, or some combination; aerial and subway
variations of each route; and a.passible extension westward to Coldwater Canyon..
The eight aiternatives were refined after public review into ten alternatives. The
original and revised alternatives are presented in Tables 112 and lll-3. Besides
describing the horizontal and vertical alignments of the original alternatives, Table
I1-2 identifies how. they generally correspond to the final alternatives. For example,
Alternative | is similar, though not identical, to the final aiternatives $2 and N2.

VISUAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT METHODOLOGY

Methedology

To describe and anticipate the visual effects of an as-yet-unbuilt system, @ number
of techniques were used. The analytic method consisted of five sequential steps:

e define the existing visua! characteristics of the alignment corridor through field
inspections, photography, and secondary data research

e Use graphic methods (plan view, section view, renderings, and photo-montages)
to represeit and simulate the introduction of stations and aerial guideways into
its visual setting

o define detailed impact measures, and then anaiyze and deﬁﬁe the critical visual
impacts of each segment of the alternatives

e record these impacts through plan graphics and narrative

e present the methodology and critical impacts in the form of a slide show and
handouts to the citizen committees. :

Measures

During the Special Alternatives Analysis, each citizen committee formulated ¢ als
and objectives for fheir communities. These goais dnd objectives provided the bdsis

M=
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TABLE 11I-1

HOLLYWOOD ALTERNATIVE ALIGNMENTS

Alternative!

A-Cahuenga Bend; no-auxi-

liary transit system

Bl-Fairfax Direct/; elevat-.

ed auxnl:ary transit' system
(ICTS)

B2-Fairfax Direct; street

level auxiliary transit' sys-
tem (LRT)

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

C2:La Brea Bend; street
level auxiliary transit sys-
tem (LRT)

Description

All-subway with La Brea/
Sunset dand 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 Bl but Hollywood

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
ICTS qerial system serving
paints. between Hawthorn/
La Brea and Selma/Goweér

Same as Cli, but LRT at
grade system serving paints
between Hawthorn/La Brea
and Seima/Gower

District 2

Decision
pproved as of Local-
referred gnment

Dropped from further con-
sideration

Dropped from further con-
sideration

Dropped from further con-
sideration

Cropped from further con-
sideration

I icts =
LRT = Light rail transit

Intermediate capacity transit system.

2 per Board of Directors resolution in December 1982,
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for measures against which the alternatives were evaluated. In the Hollywood

community, Goal 2,/Objective 2, reproduced below, relates t6.gesthetic concerns.
Goai 2 Enhance: the Social, Physical and Natural Environmental
Interface with the Transpartation System

Obje’c:fi\'l;é 2:: Prévent visually disruptive influence of above grade
transparation system within Hollywood.

In the North Hollywood community, the following objectives associdted with Goal 1,
relate to desthetics.

Goal I3 Conserve quural‘ and Cultural Resources

Objective B:. Minimize negative impacts on community aesthetics caused by
Metro Rail opergtions:

Objective C: Maintain visual aesthetics of existing community landmarks.
Measures: defined by Sedway/Cooke to: respand to these goals and objectives are
described below. The measures serve as a reans of describing the visual impacts
dssociated with each alternative, thereby allowing the committee members to better
understand and judge the alternatives presented by SCRTD.

Measure- A. View Impacts. The derial portions of Metro Rail construction and

operation could significantly alter the areas through which it passes. In some

instances careful design of the systern can contribute positively to the community
setting; in other instances, the demolition needed to accommodate Metro Rail

facilities and the scale dnd pasition of Metro Rail structures can intrude negatively
én the community. Three evaluation measures have been identified to assess these
patential view impacts:

Measure Al: 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 facilities. These views of the mountains and hills from street or:
above grade levels provide: the visual boundaries for the area and serve as major
orientation features. Changes to these views can affect the visual experiénces of
both local tésidents and future transit riders.

Significant visual alteration of the local setting would occur in two casess where
demolition 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. .

Medsure B: Scale Characteristics. Metro Rail aerial stations, aerial guideways, and

yard tacilities may introduce structures whose height and bulk are at variance with
the scale of adjoining areas. In such cases, the change in scale may be viewed by

- some as a visually disruptive element. [n other cases, these changes may enhdnce

HI-3
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Alternative

| - Lankershim/Vineland
Subway

2~ Vineland Subway

3 - Lankershim/Vineland
Aerial with Subway
Terminus

4 -Vineland Aerial with
Subway Terminus

5 - Lankershim/Vineland
Subway ‘with Aerial
Extension

6 - Vineland Subway with
Aerial Extension

| TABLE 11)-2 _
INITIAL NORTH HOLLYWOOD ALTERNATIVES

Description:

North Hollywood (mountain) Portal/Universal City Stahon/Lunk-
ershim to L.ankershim-Vineland-Camarillo intersection/Vineland to
Chandler/Chandler to North Hollywood Station/Storage and inspec-
tion facility between North Hollywood Station and Hollywood
Freeway

Mountain portuI/Studlo 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 |, 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-Camariilo intersection. Subway for
remainder of alignment including storage and inspection facility.

Same as Alternative | to North Hollywood Station with an aerial
extension portaling around Simpson Avenue, west of Hollywood
Freeway, in Chandler right-of-way to a L.aurel Canyon Station and.a

storage and inspection facility on retained fill between Whitsett and

Coldwater Canyon.

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

Correspondence ‘to Revised
North Hollywood
Alignment Alternatives*

52, N2

S, N2

Sl

53

52, N2

Sk, N2

continued
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- Table: lll-2:{(continued)
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7 - Lankershim/Vineland
Aerial with Aerial
Extension

8 -Vineland: Aerial with -

Aerial Extension

Same as Alternative 3, except system remains elevated and extends
west of Hollywood Freeway. The only underground segment occurs
within the Chandler right-of-way between:a point 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 5.

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

Si, NI

53, Ni

* Only those final alternatives that are included entirely in the original alternatives are noted.
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TABLE 111-3

REVISED NORTH HOLLYWOOD ALTERNATIVES
o VERTICAL HORIZONTAL
ALTERNATIVE ALIGNMENT ALIGNMENT
| Aerial Universal City along
' Lankershim to Camarillo/
L.ankershim
5.2 Subway Same ds above .
S-3 Aerial Studio City, north along
Vineland to Camarillo/
Lankershim
S Subway Same as above
N-1 Aerial North from Carnariile
along VYineland, west on
- Chandler, station at Lan-
. kershim/Chandler
N-2- Subway- Same-as above-
N-3 Aerial North along Lankershim
from Camariilo, offstreet
- station between Magnolia
and Burbank Boulevard
N-4 Subway Same as above
N-5 Aerial North from Camarillo
along Vineland; station at
Vineland and Magnolia
N-6 Subway Same as above
n-6
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.some as a visually disruptive element. In other cases, these chcmges may enhance

public spaces, such as streets, by better defining these areas and by complementing
other structures of simildr scale in the contiguous areas. Three measures have been
seiected to address this concern.

Measure Bl: Fronhlng areas, measured in linear feet, which are mcompcmble
in scale.

Measure B2:: Outdoor spaces, measured in linear feet, which are enhanced.
Measure B3: QOutdoor space, measured in linear feet, which are degraded.

Aspects considered in Measure Bl include situations where guideways are
significantly taller than adjoining structures and where abrupt changes in station
areas occur between either the station or station area parking structures and
neighboring buildings.. Measure B2 indicates situations where the identification and
clarity of public areas and streets are improved by the new construction. For
example, a station can reinforce commercial footage and increase the visual identity
of an area. Similarly, the siting of an elevated guideway in an overly wide street can
reduce the apparent width and create a more pleasing street space. Measure B3
addresses situdtions where the transit structures intrude upon and disrupt an existing
and satisfactory space.

Measure E: Visual Privacy. The proximity of elevated guideways and stations. to

adjoining residential, commercial, 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 case of commercial users, the nature of the
impact will vary depending upon the specific type of uses. For exampie, 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 El: Linear feet of residential frontage within 60 feet of the closest
edge of a quideway or aerial station.

Measure E2: Linear feet of residential frontage with 60 to 120 feet of the
closest edge of a guideway or aerial station.

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

Méos_ure E4: Linear feet of commerciai frontage within 60 to 120 feet of the‘
closest edge of a guideway or aerial station.

Measures regarding cultural, historic, and open space resources (Measure C) and
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 piay a significant role in differentiating among alternatives.

111<7
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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 impacts (e.g., muck disposal,. visible construction activity including cut and
cover construction, field storage of mdterials and tools), dnd the station entrances
themselves, located in sidewalk areas, within adjacent buildings, and/or as separate
entry structures. In all cases, their visual impact is usually quite minor. Subway
construction may also require the demolition of buildings to allow for cut and cover
construction, thereby altéering in some cases the visual character of the immediate
construction 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 partions of
alternatives were not considered to have significant visual impacts.

Any aerial alignment will enhance regional views, providing a vantage point not
currently available. for thousands of travelers per day. Aerial alignments can aiso
improve the scale of streets which are wide and have relcrhvely low bounding
structures. The dlignments. do not significantly affect the stieet views of regional
elements such as mountains and hills, but will alter local views by obscuring and/or
obstructing cross-street views and diagonal views down streets. Buildings at or near
the height of the alignment or station may be: visible from the elevated structures.
Significant instances of these effects are noted in the analysis. Significant 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. Aeriai structures can be
incompatible with the existing he:gh'r of buildings, width of street,.and character of
qdjacenf land uses, particularly in residential communities..

In the specific case of the Hollywood alternatives, the subway and subway with at-
grade rail alternatives had the least adverse visual impacts. In contrast, virtually
the entire length of the elevated gquideway 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
selected paints along the alignment are presented in Figure ill-1. The streets are
generaily too narrow to comfortably accommodate the height and bulk of the
guidéeways, stations, and columns. Selma and Gower would experience particular
problems due to their narrow width. Adjacent buildings wouid generally be too low,
and too close to the guideway for a pasitive scale relationship. Where windows from
buildings would have a direct lateral view of the guideway or stations, privacy of
building occupants would be compromised becouse the buildings are too close to the
guidewdy. Such problems would be experlenced throughout the propased alignment
but would be particularly severe along Hawthorn and Seima. There would be
significant view alterations at the corners of Sunset and La Brea, as well as at La
Brea and Hawthorn. The yard at Gower and Selma with the ctpproachmg sloped aerial
to ground-level loop would be a significant new element in the visual setting and
passibly adversely change the immediate area. The guideway would pass in front of
an impartant church, the Crossroads of the World, and a school yard, all in the
vicinity of Selma and Las Paimas.

-8
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Santa Monlica Bivd. east of Formosa -
ICTS Section Iooking east
Scale 1"+ 80' L . i

Santa Monica. Bivd at Fairfax Station
ICTS Section looking east
Scale T"260'

Scalo T': 60’
La Brea Blvd, north of Santa Monica T e -
ICTS Section looking north

Scaie 1= 60’

Hawthorn Ave. east of Sycamore Ave.
ICTS Section looking east
Scale 1:80'
Figurelil-1
Section Drawings Along ICTS Alignment
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A summary comparative evaluation of each alternative is presented below. Table ili=
4 contains the visual analysis for each of the. evaluation measures and Figure |i}.2
depicts the impacts graphically.

Alternative A. The aiternative with the least visual impact, as it is all subway with

no uuxuhcry system. Minor building demolition at the La Brea/Sunset Station and

more exterisive demolition at the Hollywood/Cahuenga Station would result in some
but noe major visual change.

Alternative Bl. The dlternative with the greatest visual impact, due to the greatest

length of aerial alignment. Sunset, La Brea, Hawthorn, Seima, and a portion of
Gower would all experience significant adverse impacts becduse. of scaie
incompatibility between buildings aiong the alignment and the aerial structure and
stations; degraded street spacé; disruption to historic, cultural, and open space
resources; the intrustions of visual privacy for residential as well as commercial
structures; and the occurrence of negative changes in significant local views.

Alternative B2. An.alternative with impaéts similar to that of an all-subway system.

Alternative: Cl. This aiternative has less impact than Bl only because the ageriai

porfion is shorter. However, Cl traverses thé Hawthorn/Seima/Gower corridor
where the most severe impacts from an aerial system would be experienced..

Alternative C2. As with B2, an alternative with visual impacts simiiar to those of an

all-subway system.
NORTH HOLL YWOOD

Results for each alternative are summarized in Table Ili-5 and illustrated in Figure
[lI-3. In general, aerial alignments can improve the scale of sireets which are wide
and have relatively low bounding structures, such as on Chandler Bou‘_ievard. As in
Hollywood, the alignments do not significantly affect the street views of regionai
elements 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 [lI-4
presents sectlon drawmgs iliustrating how the elevated sysfem would appear at

alternatives have the least adverse visual impacts. Major udverse impacts include:

e Scale incompatibility and local lateral views from the aerial structures on
Vineland, particularly south of Camarillo, and Tujunga north of the Universal
City Station.

e The visyal incompatibility between the Studio City aerial alignment and the
Bluffside residentidi neighborhood, as well as the probable visual alteration due
to the needed removal of a number of dweilings.

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

e Significant scale mcompaf:bnl:fy as well as removal of residential structures due

particularly to the aerial segment between Universal City and the mountain
portal.

111-10




TABLE 1]1-4

HOLLYWOOD SPECIAL ALTERNATIVES VISUAL ANALYSIS

EVALUATION MEASURES

A VEW

Al Number of instances of regional
setting view enhancement

A2 Number of instances of regional
setting view degradation

A3 Number of instances of signi-
ficant {ocal visual change

B. SCALE CHARACTERISTICS

Bl Linear feet of fronting areas
incompatible in scale

B2 Linear feet of outdoor space enhanced
B3 Linear feet of outdoor space degraded
E. VISUAL PRIVACY!

E! Linear feet of visible residential
parcels with 60" fo closest edge of
guideway or station

E2 Linear feet of visible residential
parcels within 60" = 120" of closest
edge of guideway or station

E3 Linear feet of visible commercial
parcels within 60' of closest edge
of guideway or station

E4 Linear feet of visible commercial
parcels within 60-120' of closest
edge of guideway or station.

A

o

ALTERNATIVES
Bt B2 CI
8 0 4
0 0 0
4 0 22
13,630 0 7,680
0 0 0
13,630 0 7,680
1800/ 0 1900/
1500 1600
0 0 0
25,600/ 0. 10,900/
24,400 9,700
300/0 0 300/0

c2

| Figures indicate with and without the loop at Gower and Selma.
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TABLE NI-5 |
NORTH HOLLYWOOD SPECIAL. ALTERNATIVES VISUAL ANALYS[S

ei=ill

. ALTERNATIVES .
EVALUATION MEASURES S5-1 S-2 S-3 S-4 N-I N-2 N-3 N-4 N-5 N-6
A. VIEW
Al. Number of instances of regional '

view enhancement | | R | l 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
Bl. Linear feef 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 _

arcels within 0'-60' 3,050 0 4,650 0 -0 0. 0 0 0 0
E2 Einecn_' feet of visible residential ' _

parcels within 60'-120' 1,000 0 2,010 0 I,400 0 0 0 1,800 0
E3. Linear feet of visible commercial '

rcels - within 0'-60' 9,060 0 3,730 0 7,200 0 2,840 0 2,600 0

E4. inear feet of visible.commercial

parcels within 60'-120' -850 0 1,050 0 1,350 0 400 0 500 0
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