
593-1

593-2

593-1

Your support for Alternative 3 (Santa Monica Extension) has been noted.  On October 28,
2010, the Metro Board of Directors identified Alternative 2 (Westwood/VA Hospital
Extension) as the Locally Preferred Alternative (LPA).  Only Alternatives 1 and 2 are
affordable within the adopted Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP), and between them,
Alternative 2 provides significantly higher ridership and better cost effectiveness.
Additionally, Alternative 2 serves the VA Hospital and other communities west of the I-405
more effectively.

Although Alternative 3 (Santa Monica Extension) was not adopted as the LPA, and is not
affordable within the adopted LRTP, an extension of the subway from Westwood to Santa
Monica does demonstrate potential to be a successful rail transit line in the future. This
corridor is included in the Strategic Element of the 2009 LRTP. Therefore, further study
could occur should funding be identified and secured in the future. If the LPA is approved
for implementation by the Metro Board, the LPA will be designed so as not to preclude
future westward extension of the subway.

Please refer to Sections 2.3, 2.4, and 2.5 of the Final EIS/EIR for an overview of the
development of alternatives and the LPA selection process.

593-2

Your comment in support of extending the subway to Downtown Santa Monica has been
noted. Please see the above response to comment number 593-1.
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593-3

593-4

593-5

593-3

Your comment has been noted. The LPA does not include the Santa Monica Extension
therefore there would be no stations constructed in Santa Monica. If funding is
identified and secured and Metro examines an extension beyond the LPA terminus in the
future, Metro would coordinate with the City of Santa Monica regarding station planning.

593-4

Your comment regarding a station at WIlshire/26th Street has been noted. Please refer to
the response for comment number 593-3 above about the other stations in Santa Monica,
and Metro's committment to working with the community to develop the station most
appropriate for their area if additional funding is secured.

593-5

Convenient and safe access by pedestrians and bicyclists will be an important element of
the Westside Subway Extension Project.  Sidewalks, bicycle lanes, and other facilities
along the Project corridor support non-motorized access.  To assess potential future
access improvements to subway stations, Project design efforts included a study of
circulation needs in each station area. The results of this study are available in the
Westside Subway Extension Station Circulation Report and Section 3.7 of this Final
EIS/EIR.  This study provided important guidance on potential station features, including
those specifically relating to pedestrian and bicycle access.  Areas explored by the study
included the following:

Provision of bicycle facilities at stations•
Enhanced bus shelters and lighting •
Making crosswalks more visible with crosswalk treatments and advance stop bars,
increasing safety for pedestrians transferring from buses or traveling to other destinations
on foot

•

Improving the transit and pedestrian environment with the addition of sidewalk treatments•

Results of the station circulation study helped direct further design of subway stations and
supported station area planning for the Project. The station area planning examined access
opportunities and potential improvements in the neighborhoods surrounding subway
stations.

Section 3.7 of this Final EIS/EIR summarizes the findings of the Station Circulation
Report and lists specific measures to be implemented at stations to improve pedestrian and
bicycle access. These measures include the following:

T-5 through T-8-Install Crossing Deterrents/Crossing Deterrents•
T-9-Provide consistency with General Plan Designation Sidewalk Width Adjacent to
Metro-Controlled Parcels

•

T-10-Provide consistency with General Plan Designation Sidewalk Width Coordination
with Jurisdictions

•
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593-5

T-11-Provide High Visibility Crosswalk Treatments•
T-12-Meet Federal, State, and Local Standards for Crossing•
T-13-Meet Metro Rail Design Criteria Minimums for Bicycle Parking•
T-14-Study Bicycle Parking Demand and Footprint Configuration•
T-15-Determine Alternative Sites for Bicycle Parking•

Metro is committed to working with local jurisdictions to improve the environment for
pedestrians and bicyclists at all Project stations and will continue to assess and refine the
needs of pedestrians and bicyclists as the Project progresses into Final Design.

In addition, local bus service will be an important access mode to high-capacity transit
stations.  The Westside Subway Extension Project Study Area includes substantial transit
service, and many local and Rapid bus routes provide frequent service, particularly in peak
demand periods.

To recognize the future role that local bus service will play, the Project conducted a study of
potential service enhancements in station areas.  The study has two major goals:

Suggest changes in the bus network that feeds the planned subway extension,
particularly for routes that closely parallel the subway alignment for a significant portion of
their route.

•

Define operational needs at subway stations, including space for stops and layovers and
primary transfer locations. This in turn will guide station designers in locating physical
features such as bus stops, turnarounds/bus loops, and station entrances.

•

Locating bus stops in relation to subway entrances is a key consideration for bus/rail
interface.  There also is a need to preserve as much sidewalk capacity as possible to
accommodate rail passengers and other pedestrians. 

With regard to potential operational features of local bus service, bus cut-outs (off-line
stops) are not always preferable to on-street (on-line) stops due to potential conflicts when
buses reenter traffic.  The majority of bus stops at existing Red/Purple Line stations (North
Hollywood, Universal City, and Union Stations excluded) involve on-line facilities.

To assess potential future access improvements to subway stations, project design efforts
included a study of circulation needs in each station area, including access to local bus
networks. The results of this study are available in the Westside Subway Extension Station
Circulation Report and Section 3.7 of this Final EIS/EIR. To ensure the best connection to
local bus service, the following mitigation measure is included in the Final EIS/EIR:

T-16-Study Bus-Rail Interface•

Please refer to Section 8.8.8 of the Final EIS/EIR for more detailed responses to concerns
related to station connectivity. In addition, the Westside Subway Extension Station
Circulation Report provides a comprehensive station access circulation study of Project
stations and Section 3.7 provides an analysis of potential impacts to pedestrian and bicycle
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593-5
networks. All reports are available on the Metro Westside Subway Extension Project
website: www.metro.net/projects/westside/westside-reports.
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593-6

593-7

593-8

593-9

593-10

593-11

593-6

Your comment related to Santa Monica's Land Use and Circulation Element (LUCE) has
been noted.  Please refer to the Draft EIS/EIR Errata for a discussion of the Santa Monica
LUCE. The corrections were incorporated into Section 3.4.6 and 4.1.2 of the Errata. The
Errata is posted on the Metro Westside Subway Extension Project website with the Draft
EIS/EIR: www.metro.net/projects/westside/westside-reports.

593-7

Your comment about bus service has been noted. With the highly frequent subway service
operating between downtown Los Angeles and Westwood, some shifts in demand from bus
to rail could occur.  However, the travel demand model assumed the same local bus
service levels for the No Build and Build Alternatives.

Section 3.4.2 of the Final EIS/EIR describes impacts and environmental consequences of
the 2035 public transit network affecting the Study Area. Under the LPA, some changes in
bus service levels could occur to support the subway extension to Westwood. Possible
service changes could affect Metro Lines 20 and 720. These routes most closely parallel
the service that would be provided by a subway extension in the Study Area. However, the
travel forecasting estimates for the LPA assumed that transit lines for both rail and bus
services, including all station and alignment options still under consideration, will provide
the same service as defined under the No Build Alternative. The No Build
Alternative includes all existing highway and transit services and facilities, and the
committed highway and transit projects in the 2009 Metro Long Range Transportation Plan
(Metro 2009a) and the 2008 SCAG Regional Transportation Plan (SCAG 2008b). 

Maintenance of local bus service levels is an important component of the Westside Subway
Extension Project, if the LPA is implemented.  With the extension the Purple Line subway
service to Westwood/VA Hospital, it is estimated that one-third of demand would involve
local bus access.  To help guide design of subway stations, potential provisions for
enhanced local bus service at stations is being assessed and service changes such as
headways would be reassessed and made as the project is close to opening. These
changes will be made in close coordination with the affected jurisdictions and other service
providers such as Big Blue Bus.

593-8

Your comment about removal of the Wilshire/26th Street Station as a mining area is noted.
The LPA as selected by the Metro Board of Directors will terminate at the Westwood/VA
Hospital Station and, therefore, construction activities will not occur in Santa Monica. The
Army Reserve property is under consideration in the Final EIS/EIR as a potential
construction laydown area. Refer to Section 2.6 of the Final EIS/EIR for a description of the
mining locations under consideration for the LPA.
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593-9

Your comment regarding utility relocation during construction has been noted.

Underground utilities were researched and noted on drawings as part of the conceptual
design phase.  During further design phases and preconstruction activities, existing utilities
will be more closely inspected and evaluated, including depth, condition and exact location.
An operation called "potholing" is typically done to physically locate certain utilities, which
can then be appropriately marked or protected. It is necessary to relocate, modify or protect
in place all utilities and underground structures that will conflict with excavations.

Where in-place protection is not sufficient, relocation is required. Utility relocations can be
done prior to or during construction, depending on the sensitivity of the utility.  Shallow
utilities, such as maintenance holes or pull boxes, will interfere with excavation work and
require relocation. Affected utilities are expected to include storm drains, sanitary sewers,
water lines, power lines, gas pipelines, oil pipelines, electrical duct banks and transmission
lines, lighting, irrigation lines, and communications such as phone, data and cable TV.

Utility relocations will be coordinated with the utility owner. Relocation and protection of
underground utilities will require excavation to the depth of the existing utility line and
installation of a replacement utility in a new location. This will occur within the affected right-
of-way and on nearby streets, as required. Utility relocations often entail some form of
temporary service interruptions. These are typically planned for periods of minimum use
(such as nights or weekends), so that outages have the least impact on users.

Utilities such as high-pressure water mains and gas lines, which could be a hazard during
station construction and that are not to be permanently relocated away from the work site,
could be removed from the construction area temporarily. Utilities that do not require
permanent or temporary relocation can be reinforced, if necessary, and supported in place
by hanging from deck beams.

In addition to utility relocations, various new utilities will be installed to accommodate
construction needs. These include, but are not limited to, communications cables (including
fiber optic lines), electrical duct-banks, drainage facilities, water supply lines and lighting.

593-10

Your comment has been noted. The LPA selected by the Metro Board of Directors
terminates at the Westwood/VA Hospital Station and does not include a station at
Wilshire/Bundy. Metro has and will continue to coordinate with surrounding communities
and affected jurisdictions to ensure that analysis considers potential impacts to surrounding
facilities, as well as plans appropriately for that particular area.
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593-11

Your comment has been noted. Please refer to Section 2.6 of the Final EIS/EIR for
construction staging locations for the LPA. Since the LPA terminates at the Westwood/VA
Hospital Station, there are no construction staging areas identified within the City of Santa
Monica.

Appendix H - Response to Comments

Westside Subway Extension 
Final Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report

March 2012 
Page H-2.3-192



593-12

593-13

593-14

593-15

593-16

593-17

593-18

593-19

593-20

593-21

593-22

593-23

593-24

593-12

Your comment has been noted. The Draft EIS/EIR (Chapter 3, Transportation) did not
identify any on-street parking losses within Santa Monica.

593-13

Your comment has been noted. The Draft EIS/EIR and Final EIS/EIR contain a mitigation
measure regarding share use parking (CON-4). As the mitigation measure states, Metro
could consider developing a shared parking program with operators of off-street parking
facilities to accommodate the Project's parking demand, if the LPA is implemented, thereby
allowing subway riders to use excess capacity in these facilities. The revised off-street
parking analysis conducted for the Final EIS/EIR determined that more than 100,000 off-
street parking spaces serve commercial land uses within a one-half mile walking distance
of the seven LPA station locations. This analysis did not include Downtown Santa Monica
as it is not included in the LPA. As part of the analysis, a sampling of parking facility
operators for each station location was contacted to determine availability of public parking
in their facility on weekdays and weekends, daily parking rate, facility occupancy, and
interest in partnering with Metro to make parking available to riders of the Westside
Subway Extension, if the LPA is implemented. Based on a sample of operators at each
station area, some shared parking potential for subway riders exists. However, this
potential may be limited at individual facilities because many are near their capacity during
weekdays.

For six months following the opening of service, given the implementation of the LPA,
Metro will monitor off-street parking activity in station areas through communication with
parking operators to qualitatively gauge the effects on parking demand as a result of the
Project and revisit their interest in participating in a shared parking program. It is anticipated
that the Project will reduce parking demand in station areas, as some employees will use
the subway to commute to work rather than driving. Because the development of a shared
parking program will be contingent on the willingness of parking facility operators to
participate, as well as the availability of parking supply at their facilities, it may be infeasible
to implement this measure at some or all station areas where spillover parking impacts
have been identified. Further, any shared parking program will be at market rates and will
not be subsidized by Metro.

Please refer to Section 3.6 of the Final EIS/EIR and the Westside Subway Extension
Updated Off-Street Parking Analysis Memorandum. All reports are available on the Metro
Westside Subway Extension Project website: www.metro.net/projects/westside/westside-
reports

593-14

Your comment about Santa Monica-based land use maps has been noted. Both Santa
Monica UCLA Medical Center and St. John's Health Center are included in the Santa
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593-14

Monica land use map (Figure 4-4) in the Draft EIS/EIR.

593-15

Your comment regarding access to community services during construction has been
noted. Metro's construction policy for the LPA is to ensure that streets and alleys remain
accessible to residences, businesses, and other uses. Implementation of this policy will
ensure that access to parks, recreation centers, and other important community facilities
are maintained during construction. Lane closures and detours associated with construction
and cut-and-cover activities could result in the temporary loss of street parking in the
vicinity of construction staging areas. Some community facilities will be temporarily
impacted by the loss of on-street parking. However, the loss of parking will be temporary
and, therefore, minimal construction
impacts to community facilities are anticipated. 

Access to police and fire stations will not be affected by construction activities at
laydown/staging sites or cut-and-cover activities for stations because none are adjacent to
where these activities will occur. Police and fire emergency response routes to businesses
and residences could be disrupted within the vicinity of construction areas. However, to
minimize disruptions, the LASD, BHPD and the LAPD will be informed of all lane closures
and detours prior to construction so that emergency routes can be adjusted accordingly.
Access to necessary collector streets, local streets, and alleys will be maintained, thereby
ensuring emergency access routes for the LASD, BHPD and LAPD. 

Hospitals and medical care facilities located near proposed construction sites that may be
impacted due to emissions, noise and vibration include the VA Hospital. Please see the air
quality and noise and vibration sections above regarding any temporary construction
related impacts and their associated mitigation measures. Access to hospitals and medical
care facilities will be maintained during lane closures and detours associated with
construction and cut-and-cover activities.

Lane closures and detours due to cut-and-cover construction activities could temporarily
affect existing vehicular and pedestrian travel routes to school facilities, as well as result in
a temporary loss of street parking in the immediate vicinity of construction staging areas.
School districts and private schools near construction areas will be informed of changes to
Metro bus routes, street closures, and pedestrian crossings prior to construction. Metro will
ensure safety by developing measures that increase the safety of pedestrians near
schools. The majority of schools within one-quarter mile of the LPA are outside of the
immediate construction zone and the area where a loss of parking will occur during
construction; therefore, they will not be affected by the loss of on-street
parking during construction.

The following mitigation measures will be implemented to minimize impacts to community
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593-15

facilities during construction:

CON-1-Signage•
TCON-1-Traffic Control Plans•
TCON-2-Designated Haul Routes•
TCON-3-Emergency Vehicle Access•
TCON-4-Transportation Management Plan•
TCON-7-Parking Management•
TCON-8-Parking Monitoring and Community Outreach•
TCON-10-Pedestrian Routes and Access•
TCON-11-Bicycle Paths and Access•
CON-82- Communication with Schools•
CON-83-Work with Transportation, Police, Public Works, and Community Service
Departments

•

CON-84-Instructional Rail Safety Program for Schools•
CON-85-Informational Program to Enhance Safety•
CON-86-Traffic Control•
CON-87-Designation of Safe Emergency Vehicle Routes•

Refer to Section 4.15 of the Final EIS/EIR for more detailed information on construction
impacts to community facilities during construction.

593-16

Your comment has been noted.

593-17

Your comment has been noted. Please refer to the Draft EIS/EIR Errata for the text
correction to page S-37. The Draft EIS/EIR Errata is available on the Draft EIS/EIR page on
the Metro Westside Subway Extension Project website:
www.metro.net/projects/westside/westside-reports.

593-18

Your comment clarifying the geological hazards of Alternatives 3 and 5 has been
noted. Please refer to the Draft EIS/EIR Errata for the text correction to page S-38. The
Draft EIS/EIR Errata is available on the Draft EIS/EIR page on the Metro Westside Subway
Extension Project website: www.metro.net/projects/westside/westside-reports.

593-19

Your comment has been noted. Please refer to the Draft EIS/EIR Errata for the text
correction to Table S-5 and S-6. The Draft EIS/EIR Errata is available on the Draft EIS/EIR
page on the Metro Westside Subway Extension Project website:
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593-19

www.metro.net/projects/westside/westside-reports.

593-20

Your comment has been noted and your suggested text revisions have been included in
the Final EIS/EIR to reflect the activity centers and desirable destinations. Refer to Section
1.3.2 of the Final EIS/EIR for the updated text.

593-21

Your comment has been noted. Please refer to the response to your comment number 593-
20 above. The text in Chapter 1, Purpose and Need, was changed to add the significant
destinations in Santa Monica. However, the figures in Chapter 2 of the Final EIS/EIR do not
include Santa Monica and were not amended.

593-22

Your comment has been noted. The reference to bus service should have been rail service.
This text was corrected in Chapter 2 of the Final EIS/EIR. Also, refer to the Errata for
corrected text for the Draft EIS/EIR. Please refer to the Draft EIS/EIR Errata for the text
correction to page 2-27. The Draft EIS/EIR Errata is available on the Draft EIS/EIR page on
the Metro Westside Subway Extension Project website:
www.metro.net/projects/westside/westside-reports.

593-23

Your comment has been noted. Your comment about the double crossover at Wilshire/26th
Street and not Wilshire/16th Street is correct. However, no modifications were made to the
station graphics.

593-24

Your comment has been noted. Your comment about the MOS graphics is correct.
However, no modifications were made to the figures.
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593-25

593-26

593-27

593-28

593-29

593-30

593-25

Your comment has been noted. Please refer to the Draft EIS/EIR Errata for the text
correction to Table 4-1. The Draft EIS/EIR Errata is available on the Draft EIS/EIR page on
the Metro Westside Subway Extension Project website:
www.metro.net/projects/westside/westside-reports.

593-26

Your comment has been noted. Your comment about the legend is correct.  Please refer to
the Draft EIS/EIR Errata for the text correction to Figure 4-59. The Draft EIS/EIR Errata is
available on the Draft EIS/EIR page
on the Metro Westside Subway Extension Project website:
www.metro.net/projects/westside/westside-reports.

593-27

Your comment has been noted. Please refer to the Draft EIS/EIR Errata for the addition of
the three parks that would be 1/4 mile from the stations. The Draft EIS/EIR Errata is
available on the Draft EIS/EIR page on the Metro Westside Subway Extension Project
website: www.metro.net/projects/westside/westside-reports.

593-28

Your comment has been noted. Please refer to the Draft EIS/EIR Errata for the text
correction to page 4-218. The Draft EIS/EIR Errata is available on the Draft EIS/EIR page
on the Metro Westside Subway Extension Project website:
www.metro.net/projects/westside/westside-reports.

593-29

Your comment has been noted. Please refer to the Draft EIS/EIR Errata for the addition of
lawn bowling as a recreational activity and the clubhouse as part of the infrastructure at
Douglas Park in Table 5-1. The Draft EIS/EIR Errata is available on the Draft EIS/EIR page
on the Metro Westside Subway Extension Project website:
www.metro.net/projects/westside/westside-reports.

593-30

Your comment has been noted. Please refer to the Draft EIS/EIR Errata for the text
correction to Table 5-2. The Draft EIS/EIR Errata is available on the Draft EIS/EIR page on
the Metro Westside Subway Extension Project website:
www.metro.net/projects/westside/westside-reports.
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From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
 
David, 
 
We have submitted official Draft EIS/EIR comments on the website for the City of West Hollywood, but I 
am also attaching them here in an easier-to-read pdf format. Thanks for all of your help with this 
project.  
 
Best, 
 
Kate Sargent    

Sam Schwartz Engineering

"Brilliant in Design, Clear on Message and Visionary in Expression"
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The City of West Hollywood’s Comments on the 
Westside Subway Extension Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement/Report

As prepared by the City of West Hollywood and Sam 
Schwartz Engineering

October 18, 2010
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590-1

590-2

590-1

Your support for Alternative 4 (Westwood/VA Hospital Extension plus West Hollywood
Extension) and Alternative 5 (Santa Monica Extension plus West Hollywood Extension) has
been noted.  On October 28, 2010, the Metro Board of Directors approved Alternative 2
(Westwood/VA Hospital Extension) as the Locally Preferred Alternative (LPA). Only
Alternatives 1 and 2 are affordable within the adopted Long Range Transportation Plan
(LRTP), and between them, Alternative 2 provides significantly higher ridership and better
cost effectiveness. Additionally, Alternative 2 serves the VA Hospital and other
communities west of the I-405 more effectively. There is not adequate funding available in
Measure R or other sources to construct Alternative 4 and Alternative 5 at this time.

However, the Draft EIS/EIR showed that there is a market for transit improvements serving
West Hollywood and Santa Monica. The Santa Monica and West Hollywood corridors are
included in the Strategic Element of the 2009 Long Range Transportation Plan. Therefore,
further study could occur should funding be identified and secured in the future. The Project
is being designed so as not to preclude future westward extension.

Please refer to Sections 2.3, 2.4, and 2.5 of the Final EIS/EIR for an overview of the
development of alternatives and the LPA selection process.

590-2

Your preference for the West location of the Wilshire/La Cienega Station has been noted.
At Wilshire/La Cienega, the Board of Directors selected the East Station location without a
West Hollywood connection structure for inclusion in the LPA, if the LPA is implemented. 
This is the preferred station entrance location for the City of Beverly Hills because it would
be located in a denser, more commercial area than the other station location to the west of
La Cienega. This entrance location also would provide excellent connections to two major
north-south arterials - La Cienega and San Vicente Boulevards.

The Board of Directors chose not to include a West Hollywood connection structure in the
LPA due to funding constraints.  Additionally, the cost of the connection structure is not
sufficiently justified when there may be alternative, less costly solutions to serve the West
Hollywood transit market, such as a light rail line. The Draft EIS/EIR showed that there is a
market for transit improvements serving West Hollywood, and this corridor is included in the
Strategic Element of the 2009 Long Range Transportation Plan. Should funding be
identified and secured, further study could be done to identify a project that would be
competitive under Federal funding criteria.

Please refer to Sections 2.3, 2.4, and 2.5 of the Final EIS/EIR for an overview of the
development of alternatives, including station locations, and the LPA selection process.
The Westside Subway Extension Alternatives Screening and Refinement Following
Scoping Report provides a more detailed description of the refinements to the Wilshire/La
Cienega Station, including the potential connection structure, following Draft EIS/EIR
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590-2

scoping in response to community comments and engineering requirements. This report is
available on the Metro Westside Subway Extension Project website:
www.metro.net/projects/westside/westside-reports.
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590-3

590-4

590-3

Your comments identifying the benefits of Alternatives 4 and 5 have been noted. Please
refer to the response to comment number 590-1 above.

590-4

Your comments about studying the Hollywood/West Hollywood/Beverly Center/Cedar Sinai
alignment in a future Alternatives Analysis study have been noted. The Draft EIS/EIR
showed that there is a market for transit improvements serving West Hollywood, and this
corridor is included in the Strategic Element of the 2009 Long Range Transportation Plan.
Should funding be identified and secured, further study could be done to identify a project
that would be competitive under Federal funding criteria.

Keeping these recommendations in mind, the Westside Subway Extension Project, if
approved for implementation, will be designed so as not to preclude future northward
extensions of the Crenshaw/LAX line along La Brea, La Cienega, or San Vicente.
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Executive Summary

590-5

590-6

590-7

590-8

590-9

590-5

Your comment has been noted. The transit investment was not historically envisioned to
extend to West Hollywood and therefore the text changes suggested were not incorporated
into the Final EIS/EIR.

590-6

Your suggested revisions have been made to the Final EIS/EIR Major Activity Centers and
Destinations discussion in the Executive Summary.

590-7

Your comment has been noted. The full sentence should have read "This Draft EIS/EIR
includes five Build Alternatives, station and alignment options, the base stations (i.e.,
stations without options), other components of the Build Alternatives, and minimum
operable segments."

Please refer to the Draft EIS/EIR Errata for the correction. The Draft EIS/EIR Errata is
available on the Draft EIS/EIR page for the Metro Westside Subway Extension Project
website: www.metro.net/projects/westside/westside-reports.

590-8

Your comment regarding the Wilshire/La Cienega Station West and connection structure
has been noted. Please see the response above to comment number 590-2.

590-9

Your comment regarding the mobility improvements has been noted. Many goals,
objectives, and criteria are used in selecting the LPA. Mobility improvement is only one of
those many components.
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590-10

590-11

590-12

590-13

590-14

590-15

590-16

590-10

Your comment about financial feasibility has been noted. A discussion of the financial
feasibility of these Alternatives is included in Section 2.5.1 of the Final EIS/EIR. This
section states that "Alternatives 1 and 2 are expected to be most competitive for New
Starts funds. These are also the only Build Alternatives that can be built with available
Measure R and other identified funds. Alternatives 3, 4, and 5 are not financially feasible
without a new source of revenue."

590-11

Your comment about financial feasibility has been noted. Please refer to response above to
comment number 590-10.

590-12

Your comment about West Hollywood Transit Oriented Development policies has been
noted. These policies were considered in the Westside Subway Extension Land Use and
Development Opportunities Report and were incorporated by reference into the Draft
EIS/EIR. Table S-5 was intended to summarize the policies of each jurisdiction. Since
the expected growth near stations was incorporated into the technical report they were
analyzed as part of the Draft EIS/EIR.

590-13

Your comment has been noted. While acquisition and easement impacts partially can be a
function of alignment length and number of stations, acquisitions and easement impacts
can also depend on the project design and the surrounding environment. Table S-5,
Summary of Environmental Impacts and Mitigation, in the Executive Summary of the Draft
EIS/EIR provides a summary of the environmental impacts identified in Chapter 4 of the
Draft EIS/EIR for each of the Build Alternatives. The purpose of Chapter 4 is to identify the
impacts a Build Alternative will have to various environmental categories. However, neither
Chapter 4 nor Table S-5 in the Draft EIS/EIR seeks to compare or measure the
performance or effectiveness of a particular Build Alternative. Decisions about alignments
and station locations depend on a variety of factors including environmental impacts,
engineering and technical issues, costs, constructability, ability to locate areas for
construction staging, interest from adjacent property owners, public input, etc. With all
these factors in mind Chapter 7, Comparative Benefits and Costs, in the Draft EIS/EIR
provides a comparison of trade-offs between all the Build Alternatives beyond the impacts
identified in Chapter 4.  

590-14

Your comment on energy savings with Alternative 5 has been noted.  As discussed in
Section 4.7.3 of the Draft EIS/EIR, Alternative 5 has many more rail miles than the other
alternatives (10,000 more miles than Alternative 4). The additional 10,000 rail miles results
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590-14

in more energy use and therefore, less energy savings for Alternative 5 versus the other
alternatives. Additionally, the drop in auto and the bus passenger miles are similar for
Alternatives 4 and 5.

590-15

Your comment has been noted. While energy impacts partially can be a function of
alignment length and number of stations, energy impacts can also depend on the project
design and the surrounding environment. Table S-6, Summary of Environmental Impacts
and Mitigation-Construction, in the Executive Summary of the Draft EIS/EIR provides a
summary of the environmental impacts identified in Section 4.15 of the Draft EIS/EIR for
each of the Build Alternatives. The purpose of Section 4.15 is to identify the impacts a Build
Alternative will have to various environmental categories during construction. However,
neither Section 4.15 nor Table S-5 in the Draft EIS/EIR seeks to compare or measure the
performance or effectiveness of a particular Build Alternative. Decisions about alignments
and station locations depend on a variety of factors including environmental impacts,
engineering and technical issues, costs, constructability, ability to locate areas for
construction staging, interest from adjacent property owners, public input, etc. With all
these factors in mind Chapter 7, Comparative Benefits and Costs, in the Draft EIS/EIR
provides a comparison of trade-offs between all the Build Alternatives beyond the impacts
identified in Section 4.15.  

590-16

Your comment has been noted. Please see the response to comment 590-15 above
regarding construction related environmental impacts in Table S-6 and its effect in
determining the performance or effectiveness of a particular Build Alternative.
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Chapter 1 – Purpose and Need

Chapter 2 – Alternatives Considered

590-17

590-18

590-19

590-20

590-21

590-17

Your comments about transit ridership have been noted. Transit ridership projections for
the forecast year of 2035 were developed using the travel forecasting model developed by
Metro and the Southern California Association of Governments, which followed Federal
Transit Administration (FTA) guidance and meets FTA's goals:  to have the model tell a
coherent story about travel behavior, reliably reproduce current travel patterns, and ensure
a rational response to change. Metro's travel demand model is a resident model stratified
by three income levels and includes the three standard trip purposes of Home-Based Work,
Home-Based Other, and Non-Home Based, plus the additional trip purpose of Home-Based
University. The model does not include tourism or special events. The modeling effort
included FTA's participation throughout the process and a final review was held in
September 2009 during which FTA concurred that the model was ready for application to
this Project.   The model was calibrated with 2001 and 2006 on-board survey data and then
validated against transit ridership information to ensure it properly represents travel activity
for the Los Angeles County and regional transportation system. 

The Metro forecasting model uses “best practices” for urban travel models in the U.S. and
reflects changes in land use, socioeconomic conditions, trip flows and transportation
network improvements.  The model is based on a set of realistic input assumptions
regarding land use and demographic changes between now and 2035 and expected
transportation levels-of-service on both the highway and public transit system.  Key data
used by the model include the following:

Southern California Association of Government (SCAG) forecasts of population and
employment densities

•

SCAG-forecasted socio-demographic characteristics of travelers•
Person-trip flows•
Characteristics of the roadway and transit systems, including travel times, costs, and
capacity reflective of No Build, TSM, and Build Alternatives

•

Documentation is available in available in Section 3.2.1 of this Final EIS/EIR and in the Los
Angeles Mode Choice Model: Calibration/Validation Report.

Please refer to Section 3.2.1 of the Final EIS/EIR for more information on ridership
forecasting methodology. In addition, the Los Angeles Mode Choice Model:
Calibration/Validation Report provide detailed information about the ridership model and the
Westside Subway Extension Technical Report Summarizing the Results of the Forecasted
Alternatives provides a summary of the updated results prepared for the Final EIS/EIR. The
Technical Report Summarizing the Results of the Forecasted Alternatives is available on
the Metro Westside Subway Extension Project website:
www.metro.net/projects/westside/westside-reports.

590-18

Your comment about the Wilshire Boulevard route as the preferred route has been noted.
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590-18

The comment indicates that the "Wilshire Boulevard alignment has not previously been
identified in Metro's study documents as 'the preferred route.'"  The preference for a
Wilshire Boulevard alignment (as opposed to a Santa Monica Boulevard alignment)
appears in numerous places in Metro's study documents.  The first indication of this
preference was identified during the Early Scoping meetings held in October 2007, the
results of which are summarized in the Los Angeles Westside Extension Transit Corridor
Alternatives Analysis Study (January 2009), p. S-18 of the Executive Summary:  "Speakers
at the early scoping meetings were supportive of the Wilshire alignment (107 comments),
although Santa Monica Boulevard also received support (49 comments), and many
supported the combined Wilshire-Santa Monica alignments (52 comments).  P. S-22
continues:  "The Wilshire subway alignment was the most favored route and mode, with
nearly as many people advocating for subways on both the Wilshire and Santa Monica
alignments.  In many cases, where the public supported both the Wilshire and the Santa
Monica alignments, most thought that the Wilshire alignment should take precedence."  P.
8-15 of the Draft EIS/EIR also indicates this preference that was indicated during the
scoping meetings held in April 2009.  The Draft EIS/EIR states:  "Most comments
expressed support for a subway with most supporting the Combined Wilshire/Santa Monica
alignment and that the Wilshire segment of the combined alignment should be built first."

590-19

Your comment has been noted. The sentence the decision of the Metro Board referred to in
Section 2.1 of the Draft EIS/EIR was in reference to the extension of heavy rail subway to
the study area.

590-20

You comment has been noted. Section 2.3.1, Screening of a Broad Range of
Alternatives/Alternatives Considered in the Alternatives Analysis (October 2007 through
January 2009) has been revised since the Draft EIS/EIR.

590-21

Your comment has been noted. The text in the Draft EIS/EIR states that passengers would
need to travel to the Wilshire/Rodeo Station to transfer if the Wilshire/La Cienega East
Station is selected. Refer to Chapter 2, Alternatives Considered, for a discussion of the
Wilshire/La Cienega Station and West Hollywood connection options in Section 2.5.3.
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if the 
connection structure is built as part of the base station

without it, there would be no ability to implement this line

590-22

590-23

590-24

590-25

590-26

590-22

Your comment about a La Cienega alignment has been noted. Metro considered a La
Cienega alignment in the Alternatives Analysis phase and further analyzed the alignment
following scoping or the Draft EIS/EIR based on comment from the public.  This La Cienega
alignment was found to cost more than the San Vicente alignment carried forward into the
Draft EIS/EIR.  With slower operating speeds, it also attracted fewer riders and had fewer
user benefits. Therefore, this alignment was not advanced for further consideration in the
Draft EIS/EIR.

Please refer to Sections 2.3, 2.4, and 2.5 of the Final EIS/EIR for an overview of the
development of alternatives, including West Hollwyood alignment locations, and the LPA
selection process. The Westside Subway Extension Alternatives Screening and
Refinement Following Scoping Report provides a more detailed description of the
refinements to the West Hollywood alignment, including the potential connection structure,
following Draft EIS/EIR scoping in response to community comments and engineering
requirements. This report is available on the Metro Westside Subway Extension Project
website: www.metro.net/projects/westside/westside-reports.

590-23

Your comments about preserving a connection for a future West Hollywood have been
noted. Please see the response above to comment 590-2 regarding the Wilshire/La
Cienega Station and the West Hollywood Connection Structure. The cost implications of
providing a future connection to a West Hollywood Branch is not sufficiently justified when
there may be alternative, less costly solutions to serve the West Hollywood transit market,
such as a light rail line. The Draft EIS/EIR showed that there is a market for transit
improvements serving West Hollywood, and this corridor is included in the Strategic
Element of the 2009 Long Range Transportation Plan. Should funding be identified and
secured, further study could be done to identify a project that would be competitive under
Federal funding criteria.

590-24

Your comment has been noted. The text in the Final EIS/EIR states that passengers would
need to travel to the Wilshire/Rodeo Station to transfer. Refer to Chapter 2, Alternatives
Considered, for a discussion of the base stations, and stations and alignment options in
Section 2.4.4.

590-25

Your comment has been noted. The text in the Final EIS/EIR states that passengers would
need to travel to the Wilshire/Rodeo Station to transfer. Refer to Chapter 2, Alternatives
Considered, for a discussion of the base stations, and stations and alignment options in
Section 2.4.4.
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590-26

Your comment about the pocket track has been noted. The cost of a pocket track to serve
the West Hollywood branch is not sufficiently justified when there may be alternative, less
costly solutions to serve the West Hollywood transit market, such as a light rail line.
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Chapter 3 – Transportation 

Chapter 4 – Environmental Analysis, Consequences, and Mitigation

590-27

590-28

590-29

590-30

590-31

590-32

590-33

590-34

590-35

590-27

Your comment has been noted. Please see the above response to comment number 590-
26 regarding the pocket track.

590-28

Your comment has been noted. Please see the above response to comment number 590-
26 regarding the pocket track.

590-29

Your comment about turning movement counts has been noted. Detailed AM and PM peak
period intersection turning movement counts were conducted in April 2009, May 2009, and
January 2010 to represent existing traffic volumes on a typical weekday throughout the
Study Area. For some specific intersections, Fall 2008 counts were obtained from the
Wilshire Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) EIR.  The Final EIS/EIR provides clarifying language.
Refer to Section 3.5 of the Final EIS/EIR for the updated language.

590-30

Your comment has been noted. Parking estimates were developed in the Draft EIS/EIR
using a standard methodology for analysis at this phase: that is, that municipal code
parking requirements were applied to the commercial land use parcel data within one-half
mile of each potential station location to estimate off-street station-area parking supply. The
Westside Subway Extension Parking Impacts and Policy Plan noted that potential for
overestimating off-street supply existed, due to the presence of historic building with zero
parking or reduced parking (compared to existing municipal code parking requirements)
and areas that offer in-lieu parking. The Final EIS/EIR preparation involved an updating of
these numbers. Refer to Section 3.6 of the Final EIS/EIR and the Westside Subway
Extension Updated Off-Street Parking Analysis Memorandum for this update. This report is
available on the Metro Westside Subway Extension Project website:
www.metro.net/projects/westside/westside-reports.

590-31

Your comment has been noted.

590-32

Your comment about the location of parking impacts has been noted. Parking impacts
would occur at Santa Monica/La Brea, Santa Monica/Fairfax, and Santa Monica/San
Vicente Stations in the City of West Hollywood where on-street parking is only restricted at
night.

590-33

Your comment about the West Hollywood Bicycle and Pedestrian Mobility Plan has been
noted. The text on page 3-42 should have included a reference to this Plan. Refer to the
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590-33

Draft EIS/EIR Errata for updated text with a reference to this Plan in Section 3.4.6. It should
be noted that Figure 3-6 of the Draft EIS/EIR included bicycle facilities within West
Hollywood. The Draft EIS/EIR Errata is available on the Draft EIS/EIR page of the Metro
Westside Subway Extension Project website: www.metro.net/projects/westside/westside-
reports.

590-34

Your comment has been noted. During construction of excavation support and installation
of the decking, several weekend closures of both Santa Monica Boulevard and Fairfax
Avenue would be required if Alternative 4 or 5 is constructed.

590-35

Your comment has been noted. The text referred to in the comment from p. 4-14, 4th
paragraph of the Draft EIS/EIR indicates that the areas at the Wislhire/La Brea,
Wilshire/Fairfax, Hollywood/Highland, and Santa Monica/La Brea Stations are "areas with
the highest potential for development" given the factors listed in this paragraph, including
the "least restrictive land use controls." West Hollywood's pro-TOD development policies
would further enhance the development potential; however, the potential is already
indicated as the "highest" therefore no change has been made to the document.
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built FAR

590-36

590-37

590-38

590-39

590-40

590-41

590-42

590-36

Your comment has been noted. The referenced figures in Section 4.1 of the Final EIS/EIR
establish the amount of development for all types of land uses that is existing and what the
existing land use controls allow.  The Allowable FAR in the "Existing Land Use Controls"
figure is based on commercial development and no other type of land use. Therefore, the
data for Allowable FAR is not specific enough to allow for a similar comparison between
built and allowable FAR for each land use type.  The data is provided is intended to show
the comparisons between existing land use conditions in station areas and the amount of
readily developable land in the station areas.

590-37

Your comment has been noted. The purpose of this section is to characterize the
demographics of communities within the study area. Chapter 1 of the Final EIS/EIR
discusses the needs of transit dependent populations.

590-38

Your comment has been noted. As stated in response to comment 590-13, while
acquisition and easement impacts partially can be a function of alignment length and
number of stations, acquisitions and easement impacts can also depend on the project
design and the surrounding environment. The purpose of Chapter 4 is to identify the
impacts a Build Alternative will have to various environmental categories. However,
Chapter 4  in the Draft EIS/EIR does not seeks to compare or measure the performance or
effectiveness of a particular Build Alternative. Decisions about alignments and station
locations depend on a variety of factors including environmental impacts, engineering and
technical issues, costs, constructability, ability to locate areas for construction staging,
interest from adjacent property owners, public input, etc. With all these factors in mind
Chapter 7, Comparative Benefits and Costs, in the Draft EIS/EIR provides a comparison of
trade-offs between all the Build Alternatives beyond the impacts identified in Chapter 4.  

590-39

Cost effectiveness and environment are the most relevant goals to this decision. The
capital cost estimates presented in Tables 7-1 and 7-2  of the Draft EIS/EIR include the
Division 20 facility cost for Alternatives 1 and 2, and include the satellite facility costs for
Alternatives 3, 4, and 5. Alternatives 3, 4, and 5 required the additional satellite facility due
to a larger vehicle fleet. Adding storage south of the Division 20 facility is estimated to cost
$34 million, while the satellite facility is estimated to cost $124 million.

The satellite facility would have required the use of the UP Los Angeles Transportation
Center Rail Yard site including a new bridge crossing the Los Angeles River, which would
add to the capital cost and potentially require permits and approvals by others. An existing
historic bridge would have been affected, triggering Section 106 and 4(f) requirements.
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590-39

Railroad approval would have been required, and railroad land would have been acquired.
Therefore, the satellite facility would have increased the costs of Alternatives 3, 4 and 5
and the cost effectiveness would have been reduced.

Metro selected Alternative 2 with the expansion of Division 20 and without the satellite
facility to provide adequate storage capacity as part of the LPA, if it is ultimately
implemented.

590-40

Your comment regarding the impact on property tax revenues being a function of an
alternative's length and number of stations has been noted. Please see the response to
comment 590-38 above regarding environmental impacts presented in Chapter 4 and their
effect in determining the performance or effectiveness of a particular Build Alternative.

590-41

Your comment has been noted. The paragraph in the Draft EIS/EIR discussing the potential
for increases in property tax revenues if transit oriented development were to occur around
stations on currently vacant parcels is a general statement about the potential for these
increases. The discussion does not discuss any alternative in particular and it was not a
comparative analysis as the potential is speculative in each jurisdiction.  As a result, no
changes were made to the document.

590-42

Your comment regarding job losses being a function of an alternative's length and number
of stations has been noted. Please see the response to comment 590-38 above regarding
environmental impacts presented in Chapter 4 and their effect in determining the
performance or effectiveness of a particular Build Alternative.
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Chapter 5 – Section 4(f) Evaluation

Chapter 6 – Cost and Financial Analysis

Chapter 7 – Evaluation of Alternatives

590-43

590-44

590-45

590-46

590-47

590-48

590-49

590-43

Your comment has been noted. The references to the displacement of one single-family
residence and one 32-unit multi-family residence are potential impacts for the
Wislhire/Crenshaw Station and Wilshire/Fairfax Station, respectively, and the
displacements would be the same for each Build Alternative analyzed in the Draft EIS/EIR.
A per-mile assessment would not be applicable.

590-44

Your comment has been noted. Please refer to the Draft EIS/EIR Errata in for the corrected
VMT in Table 4-16. The Draft EIS/EIR Errata is available on the Draft EIS/EIR page on the
the Metro Westside Subway Extension Project website:
www.metro.net/projects/westside/westside-reports.

590-45

Your comment on energy savings with Alternative 5 has been noted.  As discussed in
Section 4.7.3 of the Draft EIS/EIR, Alternative 5 has many more rail miles than the other
alternatives (10,000 more miles than Alternative 4). The additional 10,000 rail miles results
in more energy use and therefore, less energy savings for Alternative 5 versus the
other alternatives. Additionally, the drop in auto and the bus passenger miles are similar for
Alternatives 4 and 5.  Also, refer to Chapter 7, Comparative Benefits, of the Draft EIS/EIR
that indicates that the longer Build Alternatives have the greatest environmental benefits.

590-46

Your comment has been noted. The Executive Summary in the Draft EIS/EIR presents the
potential impacts of all the Build Alternatives in a summary table. The text in this section
was not revised.

590-47

Your comment has been noted. The Draft EIS/EIR showed that there is a market for transit
improvements serving West Hollywood. The West Hollywood corridor is included in the
Strategic Element of the 2009 Long Range Transportation Plan. Therefore, further study
could occur should funding be identified and secured in the future.

590-48

Your comments about screening criteria have been noted. In the 2009 Alternatives
Analysis, specific objectives and measures were developed and applied to assess the
extent to which each alternative met each goal.  The objectives and measures used in the
Draft EIS/EIR drew upon and refined those used in 2009, reflecting current data and the
more focused evaluation in the Draft EIS/EIR.  These goals, objectives, and measures from
the AA also captured, to a degree, the New Starts Criteria presented in Table 7-1 of the
Draft EIS/EIR that the Federal Transit Administration (FTA) currently uses to rate projects
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590-48

for funding in the discretionary Section 5309 New Starts program.  The FTA's rating system
considers the criteria in Table 7-1 to arrive at a project rating.  The project rating is used to
determine if a project qualifies to receive New Starts funding.  Therefore, at the Draft
EIS/EIR stage of the project, the FTA criteria is used to evaluate project alternatives,
though many of the criteria from the AA are captured by the FTA criteria.

590-49

Your comments about transit ridership have been noted. Transit ridership projections for
the forecast year of 2035 were developed using the travel forecasting model developed by
Metro and the Southern California Association of Governments, which followed Federal
Transit Administration (FTA) guidance and meets FTA's goals:  to have the model tell a
coherent story about travel behavior, reliably reproduce current travel patterns, and ensure
a rational response to change. Metro's travel demand model is a resident model stratified
by three income levels and includes the three standard trip purposes of Home-Based Work,
Home-Based Other, and Non-Home Based, plus the additional trip purpose of Home-Based
University. The model does not include tourism or special events.

The modeling effort included FTA's participation throughout the process and a final review
was held in September 2009 during which FTA concurred that the model was ready for
application to this Project.   The model was calibrated with 2001 and 2006 on-board survey
data and then validated against transit ridership information to ensure it properly represents
travel activity for the Los Angeles County and regional transportation system.

Key data used by the travel forecasting model include forecasts of population and
employment densities that were developed by the Southern California Association of
Government (SCAG).  Also, forecasted socio-demographic characteristics of travelers,
developed by SCAG, were used in the travel forecasting.

Please refer to Section 8.8.9 of the Final EIS/EIR for more detailed responses to concerns
related to ridership. Please refer to Section 3.2.1 of the Final EIS/EIR for more information
on ridership forecasting methodology. In addition, the Los Angeles Mode Choice Model:
Calibration/Validation Report provide detailed information about the ridership model and the
Westside Subway Extension Technical Report Summarizing the Results of the Forecasted
Alternatives provides a summary of the results. The Technical Report Summarizing the
Results of the Forecasted Alternatives is available on the Metro Westside Subway
Extension Project website: www.metro.net/projects/westside/westside-reports.
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Review of the Westside Subway Extension Alternatives Analysis

Chapter 8 – Public and Agency Outreach

Alternatives 
Analysis Study

590-50

590-51

590-52

590-53

590-50

Your comments about expanding the discussion of public acceptance have been noted.
Public acceptance was one of seven goals established in the AA phase of planning to both
screen out alternatives and identify alternatives to be carried forward into the Draft
EIS/EIR.  This goal aimed to develop solutions supported by the public with special
emphasis on residents and businesses within the Project Study Area.  Public engagement
during the AA phase included scoping meetings, community update meetings, key
stakeholder meetings, and elected official briefings, as well as development and
dissemination of informational materials, a project website, a project information line, social
networking, and media relations.  The Draft EIS/EIR phase built upon these public
engagement efforts with the intent to work cooperatively with the community toward the
development of a locally preferred alternative that meets the purpose and need of the
Project.  Chapter 8 (Public and Agency Outreach) of the both the Draft EIS/EIR and Final
EIS/EIR provides a substantial account of the efforts in seeking and engaging public
support.  Chapter 8 in the Final EIS/EIR describes the public comments gathered during
the Draft EIS/EIR process and Metro's responses to these comments, including the support
of the West Hollywood Branch.

590-51

Your comment has been noted. Chapter 7, Comparative Benefits and Costs, of the Draft
EIS/EIR provided the comparison noted in this comment through the cost-effectiveness
index.

590-52

Your comments about the vehicle storage and maintenance facility have been noted. Cost
effectiveness and environment are the most relevant goals to this decision. The capital cost
estimates presented in Tables 7-1 and 7-2 of the Draft EIS/EIR include the Division 20
facility cost for Alternatives 1 and 2, and include the satellite facility costs for Alternatives 3,
4, and 5. Alternatives 3, 4, and 5 required the additional satellite facility due to a
larger vehicle fleet. Adding storage south of the Division 20 facility is estimated to cost $34
million, while the satellite facility is estimated to cost $124 million.

The satellite facility would require the use of the UP Los Angeles Transportation Center
Rail Yard site including a new bridge crossing the Los Angeles River, which would add to
the capital cost and potentially require permits and approvals by others. An existing historic
bridge would have been affected, triggering Section 106 and 4(f) requirements. Railroad
approval would have been required, and railroad land would have been acquired.
Therefore, the satellite facility would increase the costs of Alternatives 3, 4 and 5 and the
cost effectiveness would be reduced.

As part of the LPA, if implemented, Metro has selected Alternative 2 with the expansion of
Division 20 and without the satellite facility to provide adequate storage capacity. The cost
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590-52

of the satellite facility is not sufficiently justified when there may be alternative, less costly
solutions to serve the West Hollywood transit market, such as a light rail line.

590-53

Your comment has been noted. The text referred to in this comment is in Section 8.3,
Community Outreach during the Alternatives Analysis Phase, and therefore the discussion
in this section is already applicable to the Alternatives Analysis Study.
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833-1

833-1

Your comment on route modifications related to Alternatives 4 and 5 have been noted.  On
October 28, 2010 the Metro Board approved Alternative 2 (Westwood/VA Hospital
Extension) as the Locally Preferred Alternative. Only Alternatives 1 and 2 are affordable
within the adopted Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP), and between them, Alternative
2 provides significantly higher ridership and better cost effectiveness.  There is not
adequate funding available in Measure R or other sources to construct Alternatives 4 or 5
at this time.  As a result, the areas protected by the Los Angeles County Fire Department
as described in the your letter would not be affected by the Project selected by the Metro
Board of Directors.
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833-2

833-3

833-4

833-2

Your comment regarding specific fire and life safety requirements has been noted. Metro
will coordinate with any public service agency during design, construction and operation of
the project for compliance with department regulation.

833-3

Your comment has been noted. Metro will coordinate with any public service agency during
design, construction and operation of the project for compliance with department regulation.

833-4

Your comment has been noted regarding health hazardous materials. Metro will coordinate
with any public service agency during design, construction and operation of the project for
compliance with department regulation.
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837-1

837-1

Your comments about parking have been noted. Park-and-ride can be an important mode
of access to transit.  However, these facilities are usually located in low-density areas that
lack local bus service feeding the stations.  That is not the case with this Project. 
Therefore, none of the stations proposed as part of the Project will provide parking.

The provision of park-and-ride facilities would be inconsistent with the purpose and need of
the Project.  The Project Study Area is already very congested and Metro seeks to
discourage people from driving to access the subway.  Park-and-ride facilities also could
lead to increased auto use and potentially result in traffic impacts at intersections. 

The provision of park-and-ride facilities also would be inconsistent with both the existing
built environment surrounding stations and efforts to encourage transit-oriented
development. The Project corridor is very dense due to medium and high density
commercial and residential development.  The construction of park-and-ride facilities would
consume space that could be put to more productive residential and commercial uses.

Any added park-and-ride facilities would have major implications on Project costs.  The
study area also has very high land costs and there is lack of available parcels for park-and-
ride development.  Due to land costs and scarcity, any parking would need to be in multi-
story garages, resulting in substantially higher capital costs than current estimates. 

Please refer to Section 8.8.8 of the Final EIS/EIR for more detailed responses to concerns
related to parking. In addition, Section 3.6 of the Final EIS/EIR estimates the demand for
parking at the stations and provides an analysis of potential spillover parking impacts to
surrounding communities.
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837-2

837-2

Your comments on the single-bore alternative and emergency access and egress have
been noted. The Locally Preferred Alternative would be constructed using the twin bore
tunnel design.
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837-3

837-4

837-3

You comment regarding parking facilities has been noted. Please see the above response
to comment number 837-2 regarding parking at stations. The Locally Preferred Alternative
would be constructed using twin bore tunnel design.

837-4

Your comment on the single-bore alternative and emergency access and egress have been
noted. The Locally Preferred Alternative would be constructed using the twin bore tunnel
design.
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837-5

837-5

You comment regarding parking facilities has been noted. Please see the above responses
to comment number 837-1 regarding parking. The Locally Preferred Alternative would be
constructed using twin bore tunnel design.
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837-6

837-6

Your comment on the single-bore alternative and emergency access and egress have been
noted. The Locally Preferred Alternative would be constructed using the twin bore tunnel
design.
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599-1

599-1

Your determination of no effect has been noted.
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GAIL FARBER, Director

November 3, 2010

COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

"To Enrich Lives Through Effective and Caring Service"

900 SOUTH FREMONT AVENUE
ALHAMBRA, CALIFORNIA 91803-1331

Telephone: (626) 458-5100
http://dpw.lacounty.gov ADDRESS ALL CORRESPONDENCE TO:

P.O. BOX 1460
ALHAMBRA, CALIFORNIA 91802-1460

LD-1

Mr. David Mieger
Project Director
Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
One Gateway Plaza MS 99-22-5
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Dear Mr. Mieger:

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT (DEIR)
WESTSIDE SUBWAY EXTENSION TRANSIT CORRIDOR
METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY

Thank you for the opportunity to review the DEIR for the Westside Subway Transit
Corridor project. The project would be a proposed heavy rail subway system that would
operate as an extension of the Metro Purple/Metro Red Line heavy rail subway station
west from its current termini at the Wilshire/Western Station and Hollywood/Highland
Station to a new western terminus either in Westwood near UCLA campus,
West Los Angeles Veterans Affairs Hospital, or City of Santa Monica. The project area
is in western Los Angeles County and encompasses approximately 38 square miles.

The following comments are for your consideration and relate to the environmental
document only:

Services—Traffic/Access

The bulk of the proposal's impact to the County will be from Alternative 1 and
Alternative 2 on Wilshire Boulevard between Veterans Avenue to Federal Avenue.

There is a need for bus pads on the north and south side of Wilshire Boulevard,
located west of the 405 Freeway. The existing street in front of the bus stops is
badly damaged. Increased bus traffic will cause ongoing damage to this area.
Also, along the west side of Veterans Boulevard, approximately 484 feet from
Wilshire Boulevard, going south past the first driveway, is badly damaged. Bus
traffic parks here and uses the driveway daily to perform "turnaround" moves. We
recommend that Metro install bus pads at all bus stops, pour all new curb and gutter

836-1

836-1

Metro intends to evaluate all elements of street design during the Final Design phase and
review the same with City of Los Angeles and/or Los Angeles County. If any repair or
improvement is necessary to Veterans Avenue it will be discussed during Final Design.
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Mr. David Mieger
November 3, 2010
Page 2

at bus pads monolithic, and repair Veteran Avenue (west side) where buses use the
County driveway.

If you have any questions regarding traffic/access comments, please contact
Mr. Armond Ghazarian at (310) 348-6448, Extension 227, or by e-mail at
aghazar@dpw.lacounty.gov .

Hazards—Geotechnical/Geoloqv/Soils

All or portion of the site is located within a potentially liquefiable area per the State of
California Seismic Hazard Zones Map—Hollywood and Beverly Hills Quadrangles.
Site-specific geotechnical reports addressing the proposed development and
recommending mitigation measures for geotechnical hazards should be included as
part of the Environmental Impact Report.

If you have any questions regarding geotechnical comment, please contact
Mr. Jeremy Wan at (626) 458-4925 or by e-mail at jwan dpw.lacounty.gov .

Other—Environmental Safety

• Should any operation within the proposed project include the construction,
installation, modification, or removal of underground storage tanks, industrial
waste treatment or disposal facilities, the County of Los Angeles Department of
Public Works' Environmental Programs Division must be contacted for required
approvals and operating permits.

• The California Solid Waste Reuse and Recycling Access Act of 1991, as
amended, requires each development project to provide an adequate storage
area for collection and removal of recyclable materials. The environmental
document should include/discuss standards to provide adequate recyclable
storage areas for collection/storage of recyclable and green waste materials for
this project.

• Construction, demolition, and grading projects in the County's unincorporated
areas are required to recycle or reuse a minimum of 50 percent of the
construction and demolition debris generated by weight per the County's
Construction and Demolition Debris Recycling and Reuse Ordinance. A
Recycling and Reuse Plan must be submitted to and approved by Public Works'
Environmental Programs Division before a construction, demolition, or grading
permit may be issued.

836-2

836-3

836-4

836-5

836-2

Your comments about tunneling and liquefaction risks have been noted.

Metro has conducted geotechnical and seismic investigations to determine those soil
conditions that are subject to liquefaction. Tunnels for the Westside Subway Extension
project will be mostly excavated and constructed within consolidated, dense to very dense
and stiff to hard soils belonging to older alluvium/Lakewood Formation sediments, which
are considered significantly less prone to liquefaction than young alluvial sediments.
However, due to the presence of shallow groundwater and young surficial alluvial deposits,
there may be potential liquefaction adjacent to the upper portions of some station walls at
the Wilshire/La Cienega, Westwood/UCLA, and Westwood/VA Hospital Stations. Lateral
spreading is not anticipated in the vicinity of the LPA.

Based on the magnitude of evaluated liquefaction, either structural design or ground
improvement techniques or deep foundations to minimize these hazards will be selected.
The following mitigation measures will be implemented during operation to reduce risks
related to liquefaction:

GEO 4 – Liquefaction and Seismic Settlement•
GEO 7 – Tunnel Advisory Panel Design Review•

With implementation of these mitigation measures, liquefaction risk during operation will be
reduced to less than significant.

During construction, designs to minimize risk of liquefaction related damage to the
excavation support system include increasing the depth of solider piles to reach non-
liquefiable zones, or ground improvement to densify the soil may be provided prior to the
installation of the excavation support system therefore liquefaction is not a significant
impact during construction.

Please refer to Section 4.8 (operations) and Section 4.15 (construction) of the Final
EIS/EIR for more detailed discussion of liquefaction. The results of further geotechnical
investigations conducted during the Final EIS/EIR can be found in the Westside Subway
Extension Century City Area Tunneling Safety Report. All reports are available on the
Metro Westside Subway Extension Project website:
www.metro.net/projects/westside/westside-reports.

836-3

Your comment has been noted. All appropriate permits and approval will be obtained as
part of this project.

836-4

Your comment has been noted. In compliance with Section 6.9.3 of the Metro Rail Design
Criteria, separate trash receptacles will be provided for normal refuse, recyclable news print
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Mr. David Mieger
November 3, 2010
Page 3

If you have any questions regarding environmental safety comments, please contact
Mr. Corey Mayne at (626) 458-4921 or by e-mail at cmayne@dpw.lacounty.dov.

If you have any other questions or require additional information, please contact
Mr. Toan Duong at (626) 458-4921 or by e-mail at tduong@dpw.lacounty.gov .

Very truly yours,

GAIL FARBER
Director of Public Works

' DENNIS
Cd

 HUNTER, PLS PE
Assistant Deputy Director
Land Development Division

JY:ca
PAIdpub10EQA\CDM \ METRO_ WESTSIDE SUBWAY EXTENSION TRANSIT CORRIDOR_ DEIR.doc

836-4

or other items at designated locations.

836-5

Your comment about the County's requirement to recycle and reuse materials has been
noted. Metro will continue to work with the County on the development of a plan during the
final design phases for those areas of the Westside Subway Extension Project that are
within County lands.
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639-1

639-2

639-1

Your comment has been noted. Existing mobility and access in the Study Area are
described in the purpose and need section of the Final EIS/EIR. One of the key goals of
this project is to enhance mobility which would result in the benefits listed in your comment.
Other existing health related exposures and conditions are described throughout the Final
EIS/EIR (e.g. Air Quality). Geographic and socioeconomic data were obtained from SCAG,
the regional MPO.

639-2

Convenient and safe access by pedestrians and bicyclists will be an important element of
the Westside Subway Extension Project.  Sidewalks, bicycle lanes, and other facilities
along the Project corridor support non-motorized access.  To assess potential future
access improvements to subway stations, Project design efforts included a study of
circulation needs in each station area. The results of this study are available in the
Westside Subway Extension Station Circulation Report and Section 3.7 of this Final
EIS/EIR.  This study provided important guidance on potential station features, including
those specifically relating to pedestrian and bicycle access.  Areas explored by the study
included the following:

Provision of bicycle facilities at stations•
Enhanced bus shelters and lighting •
Making crosswalks more visible with crosswalk treatments and advance stop bars,
increasing safety for pedestrians transferring from buses or traveling to other destinations
on foot

•

Improving the transit and pedestrian environment with the addition of sidewalk treatments•

Results of the station circulation study helped direct further design of subway stations and
supported station area planning for the Project. The station area planning examined access
opportunities and potential improvements in the neighborhoods surrounding subway
stations.

Section 3.7 of this Final EIS/EIR summarizes the findings of the Station Circulation
Report and lists specific measures to be implemented at stations to improve pedestrian and
bicycle access. These measures include the following:

T-5 through T-8—Install Crossing Deterrents/Crossing Deterrents•
T-9—Provide consistency with General Plan Designation Sidewalk Width Adjacent to
Metro-Controlled Parcels

•

T-10—Provide consistency with General Plan Designation Sidewalk Width Coordination
with Jurisdictions

•

T-11—Provide High Visibility Crosswalk Treatments•
T-12—Meet Federal, State, and Local Standards for Crossing•
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639-2

T-13—Meet Metro Rail Design Criteria Minimums for Bicycle Parking•
T-14—Study Bicycle Parking Demand and Footprint Configuration•
T-15—Determine Alternative Sites for Bicycle Parking•

Metro is committed to working with local jurisdictions to improve the environment for
pedestrians and bicyclists at all Project stations and will continue to assess and refine the
needs of pedestrians and bicyclists as the Project progresses into Final Design.

Please refer to Section 8.8.8 of the Final EIS/EIR for more detailed responses to concerns
related to station connectivity. In addition, the Westside Subway Extension Station
Circulation Report provides a comprehensive station access circulation study of Project
stations and Section 3.7 provides an analysis of potential impacts to pedestrian and bicycle
networks. All reports are available on the Metro Westside Subway Extension Project
website: www.metro.net/projects/westside/westside-reports.
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639-3

639-4

639-3

Your comments about transit ridership have been noted. Transit ridership projections for
the forecast year of 2035 were developed using the travel forecasting model developed by
Metro and the Southern California Association of Governments, which followed Federal
Transit Administration (FTA) guidance and meets FTA's goals:  to have the model tell a
coherent story about travel behavior, reliably reproduce current travel patterns, and ensure
a rational response to change. Metro's travel demand model is a resident model stratified
by three income levels and includes the three standard trip purposes of Home-Based Work,
Home-Based Other, and Non-Home Based, plus the additional trip purpose of Home-Based
University. The model does not include tourism or special events. The modeling effort
included FTA's participation throughout the process and a final review was held in
September 2009 during which FTA concurred that the model was ready for application to
this Project.   The model was calibrated with 2001 and 2006 on-board survey data and then
validated against transit ridership information to ensure it properly represents travel activity
for the Los Angeles County and regional transportation system. The travel forecasting
model assumed that a certain number of trips would be redistributed from walking mode to
rail mode.

The ridership model assumed that rail stations would be accessed primarily by local bus
and walking. The distribution of these modes in the model is determined by factors such as
land use in station areas and extent of local bus service. Please see the response above to
comment number 639-2 regarding pedestrian and bicycle access to stations.

The Metro forecasting model uses "best practices" for urban travel models in the U.S. and
reflects changes in land use, socioeconomic conditions, trip flows and transportation
network improvements.  The model is based on a set of realistic input assumptions
regarding land use and demographic changes between now and 2035 and expected
transportation levels-of-service on both the highway and public transit system.  Key data
used by the model include the following:

Southern California Association of Government (SCAG) forecasts of population and
employment densities

•

SCAG-forecasted socio-demographic characteristics of travelers•
Person-trip flows•
Characteristics of the roadway and transit systems, including travel times, costs, and
capacity reflective of No Build, TSM, and Build Alternatives

•

Please refer to Section 3.2.1 of the Final EIS/EIR for more information on ridership
forecasting methodology. In addition, the Los Angeles Mode Choice Model:
Calibration/Validation Report provide detailed information about the ridership model and the
Westside Subway Extension Technical Report Summarizing the Results of the Forecasted
Alternatives provides a summary of the updated results prepared for the Final EIS/EIR. The
Technical Report Summarizing the Results of the Forecasted Alternatives is available on
the Metro Westside Subway Extension Project website:
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639-3
www.metro.net/projects/westside/westside-reports.

639-4

In order to assess potential future access improvements to subway stations, Project design
efforts included a study of circulation needs in each station area.  This study provided
important guidance on potential station features, including those specifically relating to
pedestrian and bicycle access. Please refer to the response above to comment number
639-2. 

Changes involving bicycle/pedestrian use and the number of accidents involving bicyclists
and pedestrians that result in injury and fatality were not included in the scoping for the
Project.

Land use patterns as identified by the Southern California Association of Governments
were used to determine travel demand for the Project.  Please see the response above to
comment number 639-3.
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639-5

639-6

639-7

639-5

The assessment of impacts from the Project on the pedestrian and bicycle network was
carried out at each station area.  As discussed in Chapter 3 of the Final EIS/EIR, two
criteria were developed to determine impacts - 1) would the location of the station entrance
lead to excessive delays for riders transferring to the bus (defined as crossing more than
one roadway or walking at least one full block to transfer to subway or bus), and 2) would
the location of the entrance increase pedestrian/bicycle safety hazards (defined as the
need to cross roadways of more than two lanes at unsignalized locations or where
crosswalks are not installed).  This assessment was done to meet both NEPA and CEQA
requirements. Please see the response above to comment number 639-2 regarding
pedestrian and bicycle access to stations.

639-6

Your comment regarding accessibility of the Westwood/VA Hospital Station has been
noted. Convenient and safe access by pedestrians and bicyclists will be an important
element of the design of all station areas, including the Westwood/VA Hospital Station. A
comprehensive station access circulation study was conducted for this station due to
feedback from both the VA and the public. The recommendations resulting from this study
are available in the Westside Subway Extension Station Circulation Report. The report
considered pedestrian access, bicycle access, bus access, and auto access to the
Westwood/VA Hospital Station and resulted in a detailed urban design concept for the
Westwood/VA Hospital Station—both the North and South locations. Potential impacts to
interfacing transportation networks, including bus transit (specifically, the location of bus
stops), and pedestrian and bicycle facilities (pedestrian crossings and bicycle lanes) are
also presented in Section 3.7 of this Final EIS/EIR.

In preparation of this Final EIS/EIR, the station box and station entrance for the
Westwood/VA Hospital South Station was shifted north from the location evaluated in the
Draft EIS/EIR. Based on feedback from the VA and the public, the station box was shifted
to the far northern end of the parking lot to allow the VA to more easily develop their
property in the future and to improve public access to the station. This station location
farther from the VA Hospital also facilitates a clearer delineation between station activities
and VA activities on the VA Campus.

Currently, Wilshire Boulevard and Bonsall Avenue are grade-separated with Bonsall
Avenue passing beneath Wilshire Boulevard. For the Westwood/VA Hospital South Station,
the proposed station entrance, as detailed in Section 2.6 of this Final EIS/EIR, would be
located on the Bonsall level, beneath the bus drop-off area to the north of the VA Hospital
parking lot. The existing bus drop-off area at the Wilshire level on the north and south sides
of Wilshire Boulevard would remain the same. A passenger drop-off area would also be
provided on the Wilshire level within the bus drop-off area on the north side of Wilshire
Boulevard.
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639-6

For the Westwood/VA Hospital North Station, the station entrance would be located along
the north side of Wilshire Boulevard, just west of Bonsall Avenue and south of the station
box on the Bonsall level, as detailed in Section 2.6 of this Final EIS/EIR. The existing bus
drop-off area at the Wilshire level on the north and south sides of Wilshire Boulevard would
remain the same.

Since the entrance for both the North and South stations are located along Wilshire
Boulevard at Bonsall Avenue, on the Bonsall level, there are no major differences between
the two stations for the purposes of evaluating station circulation. However, Section 3.7 of
this Final EIS/EIR concludes that both the North and South entrance at the Westwood/VA
Hospital Station will result in increased hazards to pedestrians and bicyclists due to a
design feature or incompatible uses and will conflict with adopted plans or policies related
to public transit, bicycle, or pedestrian facilities prior to mitigation. To improve access, the
following mitigation measures will be implemented at the Westwood/VA Hospital Station
(North or South):

T-8—Install High-Visibility Crosswalk•
T-9—Provide consistency with General Plan Designation Sidewalk Width Adjacent to
Metro-Controlled Parcels

•

T-10—Provide consistency with General Plan Designation Sidewalk Width Coordination
with Jurisdictions

•

T-11—Provide High Visibility Crosswalk Treatments•
T-12—Meet Federal, State, and Local Standards for Crossing•
T-13—Meet Metro Rail Design Criteria Minimums for Bicycle Parking•
T-14—Study Bicycle Parking Demand and Footprint Configuration•
T-16—Study Bus-Rail Interface•

With implementation of these measures, impacts to the interfacing pedestrian and bicycle
networks and bus stops will be mitigated to less than significant levels at the Westwood/VA
Hospital Station. While it is acknowledged that streets in the vicinity of the
Westwood/VA Hospital Station are wide, pedestrian and bicycle movements in the study
area can still occur without major barriers. The vicinity of the Westwood/VA Hospital Station
does contain a network of sidewalks, including connections between potential future rail
station entrances and nearby activities. Escalators will provide easy connections from the
bus turnouts on Wilshire Boulevard to the Bonsall level, making transfers between bus and
subway relatively convenient.

Please refer to Section 8.8.5 of the Final EIS/EIR for more detailed responses to concerns
related to the Westwood/VA Hospital Station. Please refer to Sections 2.3, 2.4, and 2.5 of
the Final EIS/EIR for an overview of the development of alternatives, including station
locations, and the LPA selection process. The Westside Subway Extension Alternatives
Screening and Refinement Following Scoping Report provides a more detailed description
of the refinements to the Westwood/VA Hospital Station following Draft EIS/EIR scoping in
response to community comments and engineering requirements. Refer to Section 7.3 of
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639-6
the Final EIS/EIR and the Westside Subway Extension Westwood/UCLA Station and
the Westwood/VA Hospital Station Locations Report for a comparison of the two
Westwood/VA Hospital Station locations. In addition, the Westside Subway Extension
Station Circulation Report provides a comprehensive station access circulation study of the
Westwood/VA Hospital Station and Section 3.7 provides an analysis of potential impacts to
pedestrian, bicycle, and bus networks. All reports are available on the Metro Westside
Subway Extension Project website: www.metro.net/projects/westside/westside-reports.

639-7

Your comment regarding access to the Westwood/VA Hospital Station has been noted.
Please see the response above to comment 639-6.
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639-8

639-9

639-10

639-11

639-12

639-8

Your comment about pedestrian and bicycle safety accessing the Westwood/UCLA Station
from west of the I-405 has been noted. Please refer to above responses to comments 639-
2 and 639-6 regarding station access. If the LPA is implemented, the Project would
terminate at the Westwood/VA Hospital Station and not at the Westwood/UCLA
Station. Therefore, specific access from the west without a Westwood/VA Hospital Station
was not evaluated in the station circulation study.

639-9

Your comment on personal safety in areas adjacent to stations has been noted.  A threat
and vulnerability assessment for the Locally Preferred Alternative has been performed. 
Mitigation measures identified as part of this assessment will be implemented in the design
of the Project. Design of the transit facilities will also apply Crime Prevention Through
Environmental Design (CPTED) concepts and strategies, which will incorporate security
considerations into designing, planning, and building of transit facilities.  CPTED strategies
could include (but would not be limited to): designing features to maximize visibility;
illuminating common/open areas; considering placement and height of landscaping;
establishing access control; and general facility maintenance.  The project design will
comply with the requirements of the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990 (ADA). 
Additionally, park-and-ride facilities will not be constructed as part of the Project.

639-10

Your comment regarding the omission of the Westwood Branch of the Los Angeles City
Library is noted. The Westwood Branch of the Los Angeles City Library has been added to
the map in Section 4.13 the Final EIS/EIR.

639-11

Your comment on the omission of the park has been noted. Westwood Park (Westwood
Recreation Center - 1350 S Sepulveda Boulevard) has been added to the discussion and
map in Section 4.13 of the Final EIS/EIR.

639-12

Your comment regarding access to healthy food choices has been noted. Existing mobility
and access in the Study Area are described in the purpose and need section of the Final
EIS/EIR. One of the key goals of this project is to enhance mobility which would result in
the benefits listed in your comment.
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639-13

639-13

The highest project-related air quality impacts would be outdoors at the locations analyzed
(receptors next to the roadways), and no violations were estimated at these locations. The
impacts at and inside buildings located further away from the project would be lower than at
these outdoor receptors. The project is predicted to cause short-term increase in NOX and
PM10 levels during the construction of the project.  Stringent mitigation measures including
those recommended by EPA are listed in Appendix I, Mitigation Monitoring Report Program
of the Final EIS/EIR.
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639-14

639-15

639-14

Your comment regarding the public health benefits resulting from decreases in greenhouse
gas emissions has been noted. The Westside Subway Extension Climate Change
Memorandum includes an updated analysis of the greenhouse gas reductions anticipated
under the LPA, including the most recent information from CARB. The analysis of specific
health benefits resulting from greenhouse gas reductions was not included in the scope of
the Final EIS/EIR. However, it is anticipated that the reductions will result in public health
benefits as noted in your comment. Please refer to the Westside Subway Extension Air
Quality Memorandum and the Westside Subway Extension Climate Change Memorandum.
All reports are available on the Metro Westside Subway Extension Project website:
www.metro.net/projects/westside/westside-reports.

639-15

Your comment regarding the benefits of landscaping has been noted. The Project would
landscape the area immediately adjacent to the station entrance and replace any
landscaping that was removed during construction.  The local jurisdictions would lead any
landscaping enhancements in their cities and communities.
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639-16

639-16

As discussed in Section 4.2.6 of the Final EIS/EIR, there would be no disproportionate air
quality or climate change impacts to Environmental Justice (EJ) populations or
communities of concern. EJ populations are communities in which there is a higher
proportion of minority and/or low-income populations in comparison to the surrounding
community. Communities of concern, defined by those with Limited English Proficiency,
were also included in the analysis. FTA Guidance does not require the analysis of impacts
to populations on the basis of age.

The LPA would result in reductions in VMT and corresponding reductions in exhaust
emissions and would also result in a decrease in greenhouse gas emissions in comparison
with the No Build Alternative. A beneficial effect with respect to reducing regional criteria
pollutant emissions in greenhouse gas emissions is anticipated for all populations in the
Study Area.

The highest project-related air quality impacts would be outdoors at the locations analyzed
(receptors next to the roadways), and no violations were estimated at these locations. The
impacts at and inside buildings located further away from the project would be lower than at
these outdoor receptors. The project is predicted to cause short-term increase in NOX and
PM10 levels during the construction of the project.  Stringent mitigation measures, including
those recommended by EPA, are listed in Appendix I, Mitigation Monitoring Report
Program.

Please refer to Section 4.2.6 of the Final EIS/EIR and the Westside Subway Extension
Analysis of Environmental Justice Memorandum. All reports are available on the Metro
Westside Subway Extension Project website: www.metro.net/projects/westside/westside-
reports.
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639-17

639-18

639-17

Your comment regarding noise and vibration during construction has been noted.

The greatest noise impacts will occur near stations, tunnel access portals, and construction
laydown areas where construction activities at the surface are concentrated. In addition,
haul routes will experience increased truck traffic, which could add to traffic noise. With the
exception of these areas, all other construction will occur completely below-grade. Section
4.15.3 of this Final EIS/EIR analyzes construction noise impacts and mitigation measures.

When the construction site for the station box is open, noise from construction equipment
will be audible at street level and result in an adverse effect. This time period will produce
the highest levels of construction noise. The excavation and installation of street decking is
expected to last four to five months. As the excavation continues below street level, the
noise of construction will be reduced because the sides of the excavated opening will act
as a sound barrier. Eventually when the surface opening is covered with temporary
decking, construction noise at the surface will no longer be noticeable above the traffic
noise. Therefore, the excavation of the station box will result in a temporary adverse noise
effect.

To reduce the potential for noise and vibration impacts to schools associated with
construction, Metro's plans, specifications, and estimates (bid) documents will include
measures to comply with the City of Los Angeles, City of Beverly Hills, and County of Los
Angeles noise ordinances during construction hours. To further reduce noise impacts
during construction, the following mitigation measures will be implemented:

CON-22-Hire or Retain the Services of an Acoustical Engineer•
CON-23-Prepare a Noise Control Plan•
CON-24-Comply with the Provisions of the Nighttime Noise Variance•
CON-25-Noise Monitoring•
CON-26-Use of Specific Construction Equipment at Night•
CON-27-Noise Barrier Walls for Nighttime Construction•
CON-28-Comply with Local Noise Ordinances•
CON-29-Signage•
CON-30-Use of Noise Control Devices•
CON-31-Use of Fixed Noise-Producing Equipment for Compliance•
CON-32-Use of Mobile or Fixed Noise-Producing Equipment•
CON-33-Use of Electrically Powered Equipment•
CON-34-Use of Temporary Noise Barriers and Sound-Control Curtains•
CON-35-Distance from Noise-Sensitive Receivers•
CON-36-Limited Use of Horns, Whistles, Alarms, and Bells•
CON-37-Requirements on Project Equipment•
CON-38-Limited Audibility of Project-Related Public Addresses or Music•
CON-39-Use of Haul Routes with the Least Overall Noise Impact•

Appendix H - Response to Comments

Westside Subway Extension 
Final Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report

March 2012 
Page H-2.3-246



639-17

CON-40-Designated Parking Areas for Construction-Related Traffic•
TCON-2-Designated Haul Routes•
CON-41-Enclosures for Fixed Equipment•

Although mitigation measures will help to reduce noise impacts during construction, an
adverse construction noise effect will remain after mitigation in the construction areas.

In addition to noise impacts, construction of the LPA could result in vibration impacts before
mitigation is implemented. Impact pile driving at the station boxes will result in adverse
vibration impacts. Perceptible vibration levels could be experienced within 200 feet of pile
driving operations. Additionally, equipment used for underground construction, such as the
TBM and mine trains, could generate vibration levels that could result in audible ground-
borne noise levels in buildings at the surface, depending on the depth of the tunnel and soil
conditions.  Tunneling under residences and schools will occur for a limited time. The TBM
tunnels between 30 and 100 feet per day. For an average residence or business, this
means that the TBMs would be below the surface of that structure for no more than a day
or two. Since underground construction is expected to occur continuously over a 24-hour
day, there is the potential for the tunnel boring operation to be audible during nighttime
sleep hours when background noise levels inside residential buildings are very low.
However, as indicated, the period for this potential disruption would be limited to a few days
or less and mitigation measures would be implemented to minimize impacts.

The contractor will be responsible for the protection of vibration-sensitive historic buildings
or cultural resource structures within 200 feet of any construction activity. To ensure that
noise and vibration impacts associated with construction are below threshold levels,
Metro's plans, specifications, and estimates (bid) documents will include the following
measures:

CON-42-Phasing of Ground Impacting Operations•
CON-43-Alternatives to Impact Pile Driving•
CON-44-Alternative Demolition Methods•
CON-45- Restriction on Use of Vibratory Rollers and Packers•
CON-46-Metro Ground-Born Noise and Ground-Born Vibration Limits•

If the Metro ground-borne noise limits or ground-borne vibration limits are exceeded during
tunneling, the contractor will be required to take action to reduce vibrations to acceptable
levels. Such action could include reducing the muck train speed, additional rail and tie
isolation, and more frequent rail and wheel maintenance. However, there were no
substantiated noise-level complaints made during tunneling for the Metro Gold Line
Eastside Extension. Therefore, with mitigation, there will be no construction-related
vibration adverse effects due to tunneling activities.

Refer to Section 4.15 of the Final EIS/EIR for more detailed information on construction
noise and vibration impacts.
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Your comment regarding noise during construction has been noted. Please see the above
response to comment number 639-17.
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639-19

Your comment regarding household demographic data has been noted. The methodology
used for evaluating socioeconomic characteristics is presented in Section 4.2 of both the
Draft and Final EIS/EIR. This methodology is an approved means of describing existing
conditions as a basis of analysis.
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639-21

639-20

Your comment regarding housing types has been noted. The Draft EIS/EIR included a
discussion of the total number of housing units that are forecasted in the project area. The
methodology used for evaluating land use impacts is presented in Section 4.1 of both the
Draft and Final EIS/EIR. This methodology is an approved means of analyzing land use
impacts. 

639-21

Your comment regarding Regional Housing Needs Allocation has been noted.  Please see
the response above to comment number 639-20.
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639-22

Your comments on property values and mixed income housing have been noted. The
proposed project does not include a housing component.  The proposed project is a transit
project located in a corridor with existing transit service and would provide the opportunity
for adjacent mixed-use development containing commercial and residential uses.  The
applicable local jurisdictions would coordinate and implement policies during station area
planning to address the development pressure of accommodating potential growth.
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639-24

639-23

Your comment on projecting transit oriented development (TOD) has been noted. The
NEPA guidelines require an evaluation of reasonably anticipated growth in relation to
pattern of land use, population density or growth rate and growth inducement. These have
been considered in Sections 4.16 and 4.17 of the Draft and Final EIS/EIR. The
development of more detailed scenarios for TOD development would be speculative and
not required under CEQA. The Draft EIS/EIR indicates that TODs could occur and that their
development would be largely shaped by the existing land use controls and economic
climate. More detailed plans, if and when they are developed, would be subject to further
CEQA review. Joint development opportunities at stations may be explored by Metro in the
future.

639-24

Your comment on TOD literature has been noted.
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639-25

Your comment regarding TOD has been noted. Please see response to your comments
number 639-2 and 639-6 above. In addition, no parking will be provided as part of this
project. Appropriate wayfinding will be provided as part of station design.
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639-27

639-26

Please see response to your comment number 639-2 above regarding bicycle accessibility
at stations.

639-27

Your comment on social cohesion has been noted.The Westside Subway Extension Project
will increase transit options and improve mobility for residents across Los Angeles County,
including low-income and minority residents who are transit-dependent.The increased
connectivity would also reduce the number of transfers which would have a beneficial
economic impact to elderly and low-income communities. The Project would also allow
easier access to major employment centers. Transit user benefits associated with the LPA
are anticipated both along the Project corridor as well as across the region, resulting in
improved social cohesion as mentioned in  your comment. The transit benefits associated
with the LPA are further detailed in Section 3.4 of the Final EIS/EIR.
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639-28

The project will increase transit options and improve mobility for residents across Los
Angeles County, including low-income and minority residents who are transit-dependent. 
The project will also allow easier access to major employment centers near stations.
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657-1

Your comment regarding the Sepulveda Feeder has been noted. All utility information is
incorporated into the Westside Subway Extension Utility Relocation Plan.
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657-3

657-2

Your comment regarding the Santa Monica Feeder has been noted. All utility information
was incorporated in the Westside Subway Extension Utility Relocation Plan.

657-3

Metro is coordinating with MWD on utility plans and relocation plans. Metro is holding one-
on-one sessions with the utility agencies and monthly utility workshops. Metro has provided
a CD copy of the utility relocation plan to MWD for review. As with Metro's Eastside
Extension Project, tunnel drawings and plans for protection and monitoring of MWD's
facilities (as required) will be submitted prior to issuing construction documents.
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Big Blue Bus Comments on Westside Subway Extension

Draft Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report

Chapter 3 – Transportation

Summary

The analysis of existing transit service in the Study Area is significantly flawed requiring
substantial revisions.  Particularly, the draft document fails to identify Westwood Boulevard as
the second most important transit corridor in the Study Area.  Westwood Boulevard runs north-
south, perpendicular to the proposed subway alignments and will therefore provide the most
important inter-modal transfer point for the entire line extension.  Further, the alternatives
analysis maps have misidentified the locations of many BBB bus stops that are critical
components to a successful intermodal plan.

Figure 3-2. Existing Bus and Rail Service within the Study Area with Top 10 Ridership Corridors

The map inaccurately represents the “Top 10 Ridership Corridors” in the Study Area (fig.
3.2).   Metro’s  analysis  methodology  considered  only  Metro  bus  routes,  and  used  total
boardings for all Metro routes that happen to pass through the Study Area at some point.
This includes passengers who boarded after the bus exited the Study Area and those who
exited the bus before it entered the Study Area.  These Metro bus routes were placed in an
order according to these boarding figures, regardless of whether the passenger activity was
in  the  study  area  or  not.  The  top  ten  Metro  bus  routes  were  then  assigned  to  a  corridor
within the study area.

For example, Metro route 210 achieved its ranking on the list at number 10 by the inclusion
all 14,822 passengers who traveled anywhere on the route which stretches 13 miles south
of  the  Study  Area  all  the  way  to  the  South  Bay  Galleria.   Similarly,  Western  Boulevard  is
ranked 7th on the list because Metro route 210 has 27,778 boardings even though only two
miles of the twelve 12 mile route length are in the Study Area.

Using Metro’s methodology, the Westwood Boulevard corridor would rank number two on
the list with 35,128 Big Blue Bus boardings alone, bumping the Santa Monica Boulevard
corridor to third place.  Big Blue Bus Lines 1, 2, 3, 8, 11, 12 and Super 12 and Culver City Bus
Line 6 all funnel together onto Westwood Boulevard and terminate on the UCLA campus.

The designation of Westwood Boulevard at Pico Boulevard as a major transfer point is
missing in figure 3.3 “Major Transfer points in the Study Area” even though that
intersection has 2,634 BBB daily boardings on Lines 4, 7, Rapid 7, 8, 12 and Super 12.  Culver
City Bus has an additional number of boardings at the same intersection.

280-1

280-1

The description of the top 10 ridership corridors is intended to provide a general overview
of the study area ridership. Figure 3-2/Table 3-1 from the Draft EIS/EIR has been updated
in the Final EIS/EIR to include Westwood corridor (BBB 1, 2, 3, 8, 11, 12, Super 12 and
CCB 6 and Rapid 6). Figure 3-3 in the Draft EIS/EIR has been updated in the Final EIS/EIR
to include Pico/Westwood as major transfer point and updated routes as needed.
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The entire intermodal analysis at Westwood/UCLA is questionable. Both station location
alternatives will require connecting bus service to the UCLA campus and this could be
provided entirely with existing capacity on BBB routes on Westwood Boulevard, if a station
entrance were to be located on Westwood Boulevard.  The Draft document erroneously
shows bus stops for BBB Line 1 on eastbound and westbound Wilshire Boulevard at Veteran
(fig. 3.27 Station/Bus/Pedestrian Impact Analysis-Westwood/UCLA Off-Street Optional
Station).  This is incorrect as Line 1 operates on Westwood Boulevard, not on Wilshire
Boulevard.  The bus stop locations on Westwood Boulevard at Wilshire for lines 1, 8 & 12
are misrepresented and there is no indication of any stop for the BBB limited-stop “Super
12” service (fig. 3.28 Station/Bus/Pedestrian Impact Analysis-Westwood/UCLA On-Street
Optional Station).

VA Hospital Station

Currently, the VA campus is closed and gated to the public and all public transit services on
late evenings and all day Saturday, Sunday and Holidays.  BBB Line 4 operates on a route
variation on Saturday, Sunday and holidays and does not serve the VA Hospital on those
days  at  all.   It  remains  to  be  seen  what  ridership  would  be  generated  at  a  VA  stop  on
weekends and holidays when VA offices and doctor’s offices are closed. No potential
passengers from adjacent Brentwood would be able to walk or bike to a station with the VA
campus closed.  If a station is required for the VA regardless of these considerations, it
should be located so that an additional station portal could be provided near the
intersection of Wilshire and San Vicente Boulevards that could remain open at all hours that
trains are in service.

Wilshire/26th St Street Station

Both station entrances are on the north side of Wilshire where the predominate land use is
R-1,  very  low  density  single  family  residential.   There  are  no  employment  centers  or
educational institutions on the north side of Wilshire at 26th Street.

 To the south, population density is only slightly higher with land typically zoned R-2,
allowing only two dwellings per lot.  The nearest employment center is at the edge of the
maximum ½ mile station walkability zone.

Because of very low transit trip potential, there is currently no transit service on 26th Street
near Wilshire Blvd.  26th Street is only one lane in each direction and is extremely congested
south of Wilshire making the implementation of any north/south connecting bus service to
a 26th Street station expensive and unreliable.

280-2

280-3

280-4

280-2

It is likely that subway patrons will utilize Big Blue Bus and Culver CityBus to access UCLA.
However, free shuttle service that penetrates the UCLA campus would be the first choice of
students, faculty, staff, and visitors. Access to Big Blue Bus and Culver CityBus routes that
end at UCLA can be accessed by crossing Westwood Boulevard from the station entrance.
It is noted that the stop locations for BBB 1, 8, 12, and Super 12 were mislabeled in Figures
3-27 and 3-28 in the Draft EIS/EIR and have been corrected in the Final EIS/EIR.

280-3

Your comment regarding the location and accessibility of the Westwood/VA Hospital
Station has been noted.

During the Draft EIS/EIR scoping, the public suggested that an additional station should be
provided west of I-405 because of the large distance between a Westwood/UCLA and a
Wilshire/Bundy Station, as well as a desire to serve communities west of the I-405 more
effectively. In response, five proposed stations west of I-405 were studied-two at
Westwood/VA Hospital (one north of Wilshire and one south of Wilshire), Wilshire/Federal,
Wilshire/Barrington, and Wilshire/Bundy. In analyzing the proposed stations, the potential to
serve as a terminus station was an important consideration. In addition, all of the stations
except for the stations at Westwood/VA Hospital are located too far west to be funded as
part of Measure R and beyond the adopted LRTP.

The Wilshire/Federal Station would have been located on a site currently used by the U.S.
Army Reserve, and the site was determined to be too small to accommodate the subway
station without impacting adjacent historic homes in the VA property. From an engineering
perspective, this also would have been a challenging site to construct a subway station
because of the sharp curve of Wilshire Boulevard. Therefore, the Wilshire/Federal Station
was eliminated from further consideration.

The Wilshire/Barrington Station would be located slightly west of the proposed
Wilshire/Federal Station. While the Wilshire/Barrington Station is in a high density area with
high ridership potential, comments were received from the community during scoping in
opposition to locating a terminus station at Wilshire/Barrington due to traffic congestion and
dense development concerns. Furthermore, the Wilshire/Barrington Station was not as
evenly spaced between the Westwood/UCLA Station and the Wilshire/Bundy Station as is
the Westwood/VA Hospital Station.

The Wilshire/Bundy Station is the farthest west of the terminus station considered and
provided better potential transit connections as it aligns with the future planned Expo
station at Olympic/Bundy. However, it is beyond Measure R funding.

Based on all of these considerations, and especially the fact that only the Westwood/VA
Hospital Station is fundable within Measure R, the Wilshire/Federal, Wilshire/Barrington,
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and Wilshire/Bundy Stations were eliminated as potential terminus stations for the fundable
Measure R alternatives. Both the North and South Options at the Westwood/VA Hospital
Station were carried forward for further analysis in the Draft EIS/EIR. The Wilshire/Bundy
Station was also carried forward into the Draft EIS/EIR as part of the Santa Monica
Extension, which is beyond available Measure R funding, and would not serve as a
terminus station.

Convenient and safe access by pedestrians and bicyclists will be an important element of
the design of all station areas, including the Westwood/VA Hospital Station. A
comprehensive station access circulation study was conducted for this station due to
feedback from both the VA and the public. The recommendations resulting from this study
are available in the Westside Subway Extension Station Circulation Report. The report
considered pedestrian access, bicycle access, bus access, and auto access to the
Westwood/VA Hospital Station and resulted in a detailed urban design concept for the
Westwood/VA Hospital Station-both the North and South locations. Potential impacts to
interfacing transportation networks, including bus transit (specifically, the location of bus
stops), and pedestrian and bicycle facilities (pedestrian crossings and bicycle lanes) are
also presented in Section 3.7 of this Final EIS/EIR.

In preparation of this Final EIS/EIR, the station box and station entrance for the
Westwood/VA Hospital South Station was shifted north from the location evaluated in the
Draft EIS/EIR. Based on feedback from the VA and the public, the station box was shifted
to the far northern end of the parking lot to allow the VA to more easily develop their
property in the future and to improve public access to the station. This station location
farther from the VA Hospital also facilitates a clearer delineation between station activities
and VA activities on the VA Campus.

Currently, Wilshire Boulevard and Bonsall Avenue are grade-separated with Bonsall
Avenue passing beneath Wilshire Boulevard. For the Westwood/VA Hospital South Station,
the proposed station entrance, as detailed in Section 2.6 of this Final EIS/EIR, would be
located on the Bonsall level, beneath the bus drop-off area to the north of the VA Hospital
parking lot. The existing bus drop-off area at the Wilshire level on the north and south sides
of Wilshire Boulevard would remain the same. A passenger drop-off area would also be
provided on the Wilshire level within the bus drop-off area on the north side of Wilshire
Boulevard.

For the Westwood/VA Hospital North Station, the station entrance would be located along
the north side of Wilshire Boulevard, just west of Bonsall Avenue and south of the station
box on the Bonsall level, as detailed in Section 2.6 of this Final EIS/EIR. The existing bus
drop-off area at the Wilshire level on the north and south sides of Wilshire Boulevard would
remain the same.
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Based on ridership projections, only one station entrance will be constructed at the
Westwood/VA Hospital Station. Since the entrance for both the North and South stations
are located along Wilshire Boulevard at Bonsall Avenue, on the Bonsall level, there are no
major differences between the two stations for the purposes of evaluating station
circulation. However, Section 3.7 of this Final EIS/EIR concludes that both the North and
South entrance at the Westwood/VA Hospital Station will result in increased hazards to
pedestrians and bicyclists due to a design feature or incompatible uses and will conflict with
adopted plans or policies related to public transit, bicycle, or pedestrian facilities prior to
mitigation. To improve access, the following mitigation measures will be implemented at the
Westwood/VA Hospital Station (North or South):

T-8-Install High-Visibility Crosswalk•
T-9-Provide consistency with General Plan Designation Sidewalk Width Adjacent to
Metro-Controlled Parcels

•

T-10-Provide consistency with General Plan Designation Sidewalk Width Coordination
with Jurisdictions

•

T-11-Provide High Visibility Crosswalk Treatments•
T-12-Meet Federal, State, and Local Standards for Crossing•
T-13-Meet Metro Rail Design Criteria Minimums for Bicycle Parking•
T-14-Study Bicycle Parking Demand and Footprint Configuration•
T-16-Study Bus-Rail Interface•

With implementation of these measures, impacts to the interfacing pedestrian and bicycle
networks and bus stops will be mitigated to less than significant levels at the Westwood/VA
Hospital Station. While it is acknowledged that streets in the vicinity of the
Westwood/VA Hospital Station are wide, pedestrian and bicycle movements in the study
area can still occur without major barriers. The vicinity of the Westwood/VA Hospital Station
does contain a network of sidewalks, including connections between potential future rail
station entrances and nearby activities. Escalators will provide easy connections from the
bus turnouts on Wilshire Boulevard to the Bonsall level, making transfers between bus and
subway relatively convenient.

Please refer to Section 8.8.5 of the Final EIS/EIR for more detailed responses to concerns
related to the Westwood/VA Hospital Station. Please refer to Sections 2.3, 2.4, and 2.5 of
the Final EIS/EIR for an overview of the development of alternatives, including station
locations, and the LPA selection process. The Westside Subway Extension Alternatives
Screening and Refinement Following Scoping Report provides a more detailed description
of the refinements to the Westwood/VA Hospital Station following Draft EIS/EIR scoping in
response to community comments and engineering requirements. Refer to Section 7.3 of
the Final EIS/EIR and the Westside Subway Extension Westwood/UCLA Station and
the Westwood/VA Hospital Station Locations Report for a comparison of the two
Westwood/UCLA locations. In addition, the Westside Subway Extension Station Circulation
Report provides a comprehensive station access circulation study of the Westwood/VA
Hospital Station and Section 3.7 provides an analysis of potential impacts to pedestrian,
bicycle, and bus networks. All reports are available on the Metro Westside Subway
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Extension Project website: www.metro.net/projects/westside/westside-reports.

280-4

Your comment regarding the Wilshire/26th Station has been noted. However, the Wilshire/
26th Street Station was not selected as part of the Locally Preferred Alternative by the
Metro Board of Directors and is not included in the Final EIS/EIR.
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Because of the very low residential and employment density within half a mile of the proposed
station, the overlap of the walkability area with the proposed station at Bundy only ¾ of a mile
to the east, and the provision of frequent local BBB Line 2 and Metro Rapid service on Wilshire
to proposed stations at Bundy and to the west at 14th-16th streets, a station at 26th St. is not
recommended.  The subway should be optimized for faster journeys over longer distances with
station spacing that allows trains to achieve the maximum design speed, leaving trips of
intermediate distances to Metro Rapid bus and short distance connections to BBB.

Wilshire/4th St Street Station

A  third  station  entrance  should  be  provided,  preferably  at  6th St. which would effectively
increase the walking access area by 20 percent in the neighborhoods of Santa Monica with the
highest density and reduce bus transfer times from north of Wilshire by three minutes.

280-5

280-5

Your comment regarding the Wilshire/26th Station has been noted. However, the Wilshire/
26th Street Station was not selected as part of the Locally Preferred Alternative by the
Metro Board of Directors and is not included in the Final EIS/EIR.
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From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Date:
Attachments:

The attached PDF correspondence is being submitted by the Westside Cities Council of
Governments as formal comment on the Westside Subway Extension Draft EIS/EIR released on
September 3, 2010.  Please advise if for some reason the material is not clear.   Thank you.
 
 

Maria RychlickiWestside Cities Council of GovernmentsWSCCOG Executive DirectorP.O. Box 10603Beverly Hills, CA 90213(213) 841-9190mrychlicki.wsccog@gmail.com
 

Appendix H - Response to Comments

Westside Subway Extension 
Final Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report

March 2012 
Page H-2.3-265



655-1

655-1

Your support for the Westside Subway Extension and the Santa Monica Boulevard
Alignment have been noted. On October 28, 2010, the Metro Board approved Alternative 2
(Westwood/VA Hospital Extension) as the Locally Preferred Alternative (LPA). Only
Alternatives 1 and 2 are affordable within the adopted Long Range Transportation Plan
(LRTP), and between them, Alternative 2 provides significantly higher ridership and better
cost effectiveness. Additionally, Alternative 2 serves the VA Hospital and other
communities west of the I-405 more effectively. 

While the Draft EIS/EIR demonstrated a significant market for transit improvements serving
West Hollywood, there is not sufficient Measure R or other funding available to construct a
West Hollywood subway at this time. The West Hollywood corridors are included in the
Strategic Element of the 2009 Long Range Transportation Plan. Therefore, further study
could occur should funding be identified and secured in the future.

Please refer to Sections 2.3, 2.4, and 2.5 of the Final EIS/EIR for an overview of the
development of alternatives and the LPA selection process.
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