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From: Pablo Nankin, MD
To: Westside Extension

414-11 Subject: it is erroneous to even think to place a Subway under our schools, Pablo nankin, MD
Date: Monday, October 11, 2010 8:44:22 PM

Westside Subway Extension
Final Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report

Appendix H - Response to Comments

414-1

Your comment with concerns about tunneling beneath Beverly Hills High School 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). As part of
the LPA selection, the Metro Board of Directors decided to continue to study both station
location options in Century City (Santa Monica Boulevard and Constellation Boulevard) to
address concerns raised by the community regarding locating a station directly on a
seismic fault and the safety of tunneling under homes and schools. The Metro Board of
Directors also decided to not include the Constellation South alignment between the
Wilshire/Rodeo and Century City Stations as part of the LPA, but to continue to study the
Constellation North and the Santa Monica Boulevard alignments. The Constellation South
alignment passed beneath more residential properties than the Constellation North or
Santa Monica Boulevard alignments. In addition, the Metro Board of Directors decided to
not include the West or Central alignments between Century City and Westwood/UCLA as
part of the LPA, but to continue to study the East alignment because the East alignment is
the most direct and least expensive route between the two stations.

Safety, both during construction and eventual operations, is one of Metro's highest priorities
and is one of the key evaluation criteria in selection of the Locally Preferred Alternative
(LPA). In response to the Metro Board of Director's request for more information, further
analysis was undertaken to focus on the engineering and environmental aspects of the two
options during the preparation of the Final EIS/EIR to expand on the studies conducted in
preparation of the Draft EIS/EIR. It should be noted that prior to conducting the comparative
study, the Santa Monica Boulevard Station location was shifted slightly to the east from the
location in the Draft EIS/EIR to avoid the Santa Monica Fault zone.

On most transit tunnel projects, significant portions of the alignment are constructed
adjacent to or beneath buildings. The LPA passes beneath homes and schools in these
neighborhoods because the curve radius required for subway tunnels is much wider than
that required at a typical surface street intersection. The current alignment minimizes
tunneling under buildings to the east and west of both the Century City Stations. The
station position on Constellation Boulevard requires the tunnel alignment to be under the
south portion of Beverly Hills High School Building B in order to reach the station location.
There is no reasonable tunnel alignment that does not pass under homes or structures
within the Beverly Hills High School campus.

The geotechnical studies conducted during preparation of the Final EIS/EIR concluded that
tunneling can be safely carried out beneath the Beverly Hills High School campus and the
West Beverly Hills, Century City, and Westwood neighborhoods. The use of state-of-the-art
pressurized closed-face TBMs for soft-ground tunneling has greatly improved the control of
ground movements such that tunneling can be done with minimal surface settlements. The
presence of the tunnels will neither affect the risk to buildings above them during an
earthquake nor change the severity of shaking. Finally, tunnels can be constructed and
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operated safely in gassy grounds and oil wells do not pose an unmitigatible risk to
tunneling.

The additional detailed geotechnical studies also assessed soil conditions and determine
the potential for noise or vibration impacts on the surface along the refined alignments.
These studies concluded that the predicted vibration and noise levels are within the FTA
requirements and operation of the subway is not anticipated to have adverse impacts with
the implementation of mitigation, including areas where the tunnels pass beneath homes
and schools. During construction, low levels of noise and vibration may be experienced for
a day or two as each of the two TBMs pass under a given location. In addition, as the
tunnels are driven, construction trains bring supplies to and from the tunnel heading.
However, these underground construction noises will also be controlled to be within Metro
criteria.

The Westside Subway Extension will not reduce the availability of BHHS for use as an
emergency shelter or impact the operations of its use as an emergency shelter.
Furthermore, tunneling would not prevent future development of the BHHS campus. The
vertical alignment of the tunnel would be 55 to 70 feet below the ground surface (to the top
of the tunnel), which would allow for construction of an underground structure over the
tunnel at a later date.

These geotechnical studies also determined that the Century City Santa Monica Station
would cross the West Beverly Hills Lineament, a northern extension of the active Newport-
Inglewood Fault, which poses a significant safety risk to passengers at this station location.
No evidence of faulting was found at the proposed Century City Constellation Station site.
Tunnels to the east and west of Century City pass through at least two active faults.
However, there are numerous tools, designs, and construction means and methods that
have been used elsewhere that can be used to safely tunnel through these fault zones.

In addition, the Century City Constellation Boulevard Station has the best pedestrian
environment, can be expected to attract the most transit riders, and is centrally located to
help shape the redevelopment of Century City as an important transit-oriented destination
on the Westside Subway Extension. Further refinements to the ridership analysis
concluded that the Century City Constellation Station would result in 3,350 more boardings
along new Westside Subway Extension stations than the Century City Santa Monica
Station due to proximity to jobs and residences within the critical 600-foot and 1/4-mile
walksheds.

Based on all of these factors, the Century City Station Location Report concluded by
recommending that the Century City Station be located along Constellation Boulevard due
to seismic safety concerns at the Santa Monica Boulevard Station and higher ridership
projections with Constellation Boulevard Station.
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Please refer to Section 8.8.2 and 8.8.3 of the Final EIS/EIR for more detailed responses to
concerns related to the Century City Station and alignments and Section 8.8.4 of the Final
EIS/EIR for a more detailed response to geotechnical concerns. Refer to Section 7.3 of the
Final EIS/EIR and the Westside Subway Extension Century City Station Location Report for
a comparison of the two Century City Station locations. The results of further geotechnical
investigations in the Century City vicinity can be found in the Westside Subway Extension
Century City Area Fault Investigation Report and the Westside Subway Extension Century
City Area Tunneling Safety Report. The results of further ridership studies can be found in
the Westside Subway Extension Technical Report Summarizing the Results of the
Forecasted Alternatives and the Westside Subway Extension Century City TOD and Walk
Access Study. All reports are available on the Metro Westside Subway Extension Project
website: www.metro.net/projects/westside/westside-reports.
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RECORD #781 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date :

Submission Date :

First Name :

Last Name :

Group Affiliation :
781-1 Submission Content :

Attachments :

Westside Subway Extension

Submission Summarized

11/1/2010

11/1/2010

Marcos

Navarrete

BRU

As a daily rider bus rider on the Wilshire corridor, | am looking forward to
the public health and mobility benefits that the Transportation System
Management (TSM) Alternative in the Westside Subway Extension Draft
Environmental Impact Report could have for Wilshire Blvd. If chose, this
option could create a more robust bus system by improving “upon the
existing Metro Rapid Bus service and local bus service in the Westside
Extension Transit Corridor study area.”

| am a passenger and support TSM and the quick implementation of it as
it will help me travel. We need better service and to put more money
into this service not a train.

marcos navarrete.pdf (493 kb)
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Your preference for the TSM Alternative 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). Alternative 2 was selected as the LPA because the analysis in
the Draft EIS/EIR demonstrated that the Build Alternatives would be more effective than the
TSM Alternative in terms of enhancing mobility, serving development opportunities, and
addressing other aspects of the Purpose and Need for the Project. Please refer to Chapter
7 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Section 2.5 of the Final EIS/EIR for information on this analysis.

Furthermore, the Project would not eliminate bus service along Wilshire Boulevard but
rather would supplement it with rail. As explained in Chapter 2, Metro Local, Limited, Rapid,
and Express bus service along Wilshire Boulevard will continue to operate in conjunction
with the rail system, if approved and implemented. The Wilshire Boulevard Bus Rapid
Transit project is also assumed to be in place. Maintenance of local bus service levels is an
important component of the transit system serving the Westside Corridor. With the
extension the Purple Line subway service to the Westwood/VA Hospital Station, it is
estimated that one-third of demand would involve local bus access. Metro continues to
seek to improve the region's transit needs and continually evaluates various transit
corridors to achieve a more interconnected transportation system. To help guide design of
subway stations, potential enhanced local bus service at stations was assessed and is
discussed in Chapter 3 of the Final EIS/EIR.

The Project will be funded primarily through a combination of Measure R local funds and
Federal New Starts funds, with some other local, State, and Federal funds. Metro will
continue to use a combination of local, State, and Federal funding sources to operate and
maintain the system. In addition to these funding sources, Metro relies on fare revenues to
fund about one-third of its operating costs. Bus operating funds will not be used to construct
the Project, and no fare increases or service reductions are proposed to cover the Project's
costs. The selection of the TSM Alternative would not have resulted in lower

fares.The Metro Board of Directors establishes fares. Currently, the Base Fare for each
boarding is $1.50 and the Metro Day Pass is $5.00. A transfer is the same as the Base
Fare - $1.50.

Furthermore, 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. Transit service is meant to serve where the
demand is greatest, and these areas are often within neighborhoods that have
Environmental Justice (EJ) populations and communities of concern. Four of the seven
stations are located in, or adjacent to the Environmental Justice populations identified in
Section 4.2.6 of the Final EIS/EIR. Therefore, people living in EJ populations will have the
same opportunity to access the transit and mobility improvements provided by the subway.

The increased connectivity would also reduce the number of transfers which would have a
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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. The transit

beneficial economic impact to elderly and low-income communities. The Project would also
benefits associated with the LPA are further detailed in Section 3.4 of the Final EIS/EIR.
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Comment from

First Name: Leonard
Last Name: Neil

Email: leonard@leonardneilproductions.com
Phone: 310-453-1137
URL:
72-1 I applaud your passion regarding the Subway to the Sea, that frankly should have

been built decades ago. Now, prices have soared, the city and the state are
hurting financially like never before and the west side is in grid lock every
afternoon. Moreover, in the time it takes to construct a subway for 12 more
miles, (Purple Line), the influx of people and cars in L.A. will be overwhelming.
Heaven help us if someone can’t be rushed to the hospital in time due to
impassable roadways. The public needs to be trained to use mass transit now,
before another 100,000 people move here. The only way they will is to have an
attractive, efficient and effective system.

72-2 In the interest of time and expense, I am asking you to reconsider a mode that

has been suggested many times in the past; that of elevated Monorail. The two
lines I am suggesting will help ventilate the city on the north-south, east west
arteries that are most needed at 1/3 the cost of a subway. This would be a much
quicker method of construction and having stations and trains elevated in view,
less prone to crime than a subway.

As far as the Purple Line is concerned, in tandem with the construction of the
elevated monorail line, I would suggest continuing the Purple Line west down
Wilshire Blvd. to San Vicente Blvd. Continue north on San Vicente to a stop at
San Vicente Blvd. and Beverly Blvd. This is a transit station that will allow
riders to transfer to the east-west monorail line and visa versa at one of the
cities busiest areas that includes Cedars Sinai medical center and the Beverly
Center. With this route, you now have a city-wide connection.

This concept would save a great deal of money that would have been spent taking
the purple line all the way to the ocean. That money could be used to construct
the some of the monorail line, which costs 1/3 the expense of the subway and many
years less to construct, which is L.A.’s largest challenge. The east-west
monorail could be constructed in a few years and begin to make a dent in the
city’s grid-lock traffic challenges. If we wait until the subway is completed,
the influx in population will off-set the benefit.

Other metropolises around the globe have monorail with proven success. The Bay
Area Bart system, although not monorail, is a fantastic system. It combines
elevated, surface, subterranean and sub-bay tracks. I rarely need a car when
making business trips to the Bay Area. Now, Monorail is the future. It could be
a new icon for L.A. as opposed to the restaurant at LAX or the Hollywood sign!
Los Angeles should be a leader in transportation. We have the square miles to
demonstrate the ability of a full scale Monorail system. Los Angeles is also
blessed with beautiful weather 90%+ days of the year. An elevated monorail
system is a great way for people to see the city while being transported. It
would be a great promotional tool for convention and tourism. If people knew they

Westside Subway Extension
Final Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report
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72-1

Your comment in support of the Westside Subway Extension Project has been noted. On
October 28, 2010, the Metro Board of Directors identified 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, and between them,
Alternative 2 provides higher ridership and improved cost effectiveness. Additionally,
Alternative 2 serves the VA Hospital and other communities west of the 1-405 more

effectively.

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.

22

Your comment about alternative routes and technologies for the subway has been noted.
Between 2007 and 2009, Metro conducted an Alternatives Analysis (AA) Study for the
Westside Corridor. The AA Study considered the need for transit improvements in the
corridor and evaluated various transit technologies and alignments. During Early Scoping
meetings, Metro presented the public with technology options that included Heavy Rail
Transit (HRT), Light Rail Transit (LRT), and Bus Rapid Transit (BRT). In response to
comments received, Metro added monorail to those other technologies to be analyzed in
the AA Study. As a result of these analyses, the Metro Board decided to carry five subway
alternatives into the Draft EIS/EIR. An underground alignment was recommended because
it has fewer land use, traffic, visual, historic, and noise impacts than an elevated alignment.
This is due to the impacts an elevated alignment would have on adjacent buildings (some
historic), visual quality, shadow, noise, land acquisitions and traffic, as well as the
mitigations needed. The AA Study also identified HRT as the preferred mode for further
study because it has the capacity to meet the anticipated ridership demand and would
minimize the number of transfers.

Please refer to Section 2.3 of the Final EIS/EIR and the Westside Transit Corridor
Alternatives Analysis Study, available on the Metro Westside Subway Extension Project
website: www.metro.net/projects/westside/westside-reports.
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72-3

could get from the west side to midtown or downtown quickly and safely, they
would be more likely to book leave their cars at home. Meeting planners would be
more likely to book their conference in L.A., because they can now transfer
people quickly to and from the west side for off-property events. Monorail is
also quiet and being elevated, doesn’t interfere with ground traffic leading to
accidents, such as the Orange bus line does. (The Orange Line was supposed to be
temporary since it is a rail right-of-way). Lastly, elevated monorail would help
increase property values, particularly in those outlying areas that currently
take commuters over an hour to get to the city and on rainy days can take as much
as 3 hours to travel from the Santa Clarita Valley to The Beverly Center, for
example.

Lastly, all rail lines should connect with each other. It is unconscionable that
the Green Line doesn’t connect with Metrolink in Norwalk. I believe it is 2
miles away from that station. Of course, it is equally ridiculous that the Green
Line doesn’t end at LAX. It sure would be nice if S.F. Valley residents had a
surface rail starting in Chatsworth at the Amtrak station, going south to Warner
Center in Woodland Hills and then eastbound across the valley to Universal City,
or No. Hollywood, connecting to the Red Line. This would remove more cars from
the road. Of course, that was the purpose of the Orange line, which technically
is a rail right-of-way.

The following You Tube link provides my proposed station and route maps for both
the North-South & West-East lines of an elevated Monorail system

http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=KXr9hLh9jfE

Below is a station summary for both lines:

L.A. County MONORAIL
North-South Line
Magic Mountain to LAX

Monorail Station Stops

1. Magic Mountain Pkwy. - Magic Mountain 2. College Of The Canyons - Santa
Clarita 3. Sylmar/San Fernando Metrolink Station - Antelope Valley Line 4. Van
Nuys Blvd. & Raymer St. - Van Nuys Amtrak / Metrolink Station - Ventura/Santa
Barbara Line 4. Sepulveda Blvd. & Ventura Blvd. - Sherman Oaks Galleria 5. 405 &
Wilshire Blvd. - Veteran’s Hospital - U.C.L.A. - East-West Monorail Transfer
Station 6. Sepulveda Blvd. & Venice Blvd. - Transfer to Metrorail Exposition Line
7. Sepulveda Blvd. & Century Blvd. - LAX

Total Route Miles: 39 miles

Estimated Total Transit Time: 44 minutes

L.A. County MONORAIL
West-East line
Santa Monica to Union Station

Monorail Station Stops

Westside Subway Extension
Final Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report
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Your comment regarding future transit connections has been noted. Your proposed station

and route maps have been noted.
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1. Wilshire Blvd. & Ocean Ave. - Santa Monica Pier / 3rd Street Promenade 2.
Wilshire Blvd. & Bundy Drive - West L.A./Brentwood 3. Wilshire Blvd. & Sepulveda
Blvd. - Monorail Transfer Station / Veteran’s Hospital / Federal Bldg. / U.C.L.A.
Shuttle 4. Westwood Blvd. & Santa Monica Blvd.

5. Santa Monica Blvd. & Avenue Of The Stars - Century City 6. Santa Monica Blvd.
& Beverly Drive - Beverly Hills 7. Beverly Blvd. & San Vicente Blvd. - Cedars
Sinai Medical Center / Beverly Center / Restaurant Row 8. Beverly Blvd. & Fairfax
Avenue - The Grove / Farmer’s Market / CBS 9. Sunset Blvd. & Vine St. - Hollywood
- Cinerama Dome - Hollywood Palladium 1@. Sunset Blvd. & Vermont Ave. - Transfer
to Metro Red Line - Children’s Hospital 11. Sunset Blvd. & Elysian Park Avenue. -
Dodger Stadium 12. Alameda St. & N. Los Angeles St. - Union Station - Amtrak,
Metrolink, Metro Rail

Total Route Miles: 17.4
Estimated Total Transit Time: 28 minutes

I appreciate your time and consideration and welcome a conversation with you at
you convenience.

Sincerely,

Leonard Neil
(310) 453-1137

Westside Subway Extension March 2012
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Status :

Record Date :

Submission Date :

First Name :

Last Name :

Group Affiliation :
410-1 Submission Content :

Westside Subway Extension

Submission Summarized

10/13/2010

10/13/2010

Matt

Nelson

individual

The exclusion of the Crenshaw Station on the proposed Purple Line is
unfortunate. The line, as Metro has recommended, will skip two miles of
thriving neighborhood that would blossom with grade-separated mass
transit. In my opinion, the Red Line acts as a local subway in areas like
Downtown and Hollywood, and more of a Commuter Rail in places like
North Hollywood or along Vermont (the comparison for me most strongly
reminiscent of my previous home, Boston, which has both local rail lines
and a great Commuter Rail system). Skipping Crenshaw moves people
in and out of neighborhoods and not amidst the neighborhood here and |
think this is an area in which people all over LA County would benefit
from the accessibility. Please reconsider omitting this station.

Thank you!
-Matt Nelson

Final Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report
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410-1
Your comment on the Wilshire/Crenshaw Station has been noted. In October 2010, the

Metro Board of Directors identified Alternative 2 (Westwood/VA Extension) as the Locally
Preferred Alternative (LPA). A Wilshire/Crenshaw Station was not included in the LPA.

The Wilshire/Crenshaw Station would be located in the Park Mile section of Wilshire
Boulevard, adjacent to lower density land uses that are not planned for future growth in the
adopted Community Plan and Park Mile Specific Plan. This site is only 0.5 mile from the
existing Wilshire/Western Station and does not serve a major north south intersection, as
Crenshaw Boulevard terminates at Wilshire Boulevard and does not extend to the north.
Because this is a comparatively lower ridership station with a cost of $153 million,
eliminating this station from the LPA improves the cost-effectiveness of Alternative 2.
Furthermore, future connections from the Westside subway stations along Wilshire
Boulevard to the planned Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail Transit project to the south have been
recommended to take place at La Brea, La Cienega, or San Vicente rather than at
Wilshire/Crenshaw.

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/Crenshaw Station 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.
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From: Regina

To: Westside Extension

Subject: subway plans

Date: Saturday, October 16, 2010 12:31:45 AM

| have watched the on-line videos that present the potential subway lines to the
Westwood/UCLA area. | think it is a big mistake not to have a line beween the
Westwood/wilshire stations and the main UCLA campus. UCLA has a student body of
approximately 40,000 people and similar population of employees. A station in the vicinity
of Westwood and Wilshire Blvd will not serve that large population. As a former student
and employee of UCLA and a life-long resident of Westwood, | am very familiar with the
area and the limits of this population. While | am a great supporter of UCLA and proud to
have it in Westwood, | can't ignore that our streets are gridlocked most of the day. The
medical center employees, visitors and patients, the students, and the campus employees are
not going to walk from a station at Wilshire and Westwood. Having more shuttle buses from
the campus will just create more congestion and be inefficient.

PLEASE consider a line that goes north/south from wilshire and that will serve the UCLA
campus. In my estimation, this addition is more important than serving the VA and even
more important than extending into Santa Monica at this time. Before moving further west,
please continue to develop a slightly more extensive line for the Westwood area. The line
that later moves west to Santa monica can still be from the Westwood/Wilshire station.
thanks.

Regina Neuman

Westside Subway Extension
Final Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report
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644-1
Your comment regarding connections to the UCLA Campus from the Westwood/UCLA

Station has been noted. Connections to the UCLA Campus were an important
consideration in evaluating the Westwood/UCLA Station.

During public scoping, the public was presented with several station options for
Westwood/UCLA. Six station location options were developed in response to scoping
comments, including two locations along Le Conte Avenue closer to the UCLA campus.
These station options were evaluated based on a number of engineering and
environmental criteria. Based on the results of this screening, the two Le Conte Stations
were eliminated from further consideration for two primary reasons. First, they would have
required tunnel alignments to travel under the Veterans National Cemetery in order to allow
the subway to continue west. In addition, the narrow streets in Westwood Village and the
additional distance from Wilshire Boulevard made these locations ill-suited for station
construction and associated impacts, including the location of sufficient land for
construction staging and earth removal and the identification of haul routes. Station
locations closer to or under Wilshire Boulevard will serve Westwood Village as well as the
high-rise office buildings along Wilshire Boulevard and the multi-family residential buildings
in that vicinity.

The Westwood area already serves as a major transportation hub for buses, shuttles,
pedestrians, and bicyclists. Westwood Village is a pedestrian friendly area with wide,
continuous sidewalks and many shops and restaurants. Bicycle lanes along Wilshire
Boulevard and Westwood Boulevard have been identified for implementation in the next
five years in the adopted City of Los Angeles 2010 Bicycle Plan. In addition, Le Conte
Avenue and Veteran Avenue have been identified for longer term implementation.

Significant bus service already exists in the Westwood Village area provided by Metro,
Santa Monica Big Blue Bus, Culver City Municipal Bus Lines, UCLA Transit, and others.
These services provide connections between Wilshire Boulevard and the UCLA campus.
The bus stop for the UCLA Campus Express is currently located on the south side of
Kinross Avenue between Veteran and Gayley Avenues, which is easily accessible from the
station entrance at the corner of Wilshire Boulevard and Gayley Avenue for either the Off-
Street or On-Street Station.

Of the two Westwood/UCLA Stations under consideration in the Final EIS/EIR, the
recommendation is to locate the Westwood/UCLA Station On-Street as this location could
accommodate an entrance at the Wilshire Boulevard and Westwood Boulevard
intersection, providing better pedestrian access to Westwood Village and connections
along Westwood Boulevard, including bus connections to the UCLA Campus.

Please refer to Section 8.8.6 of the Final EIS/EIR for more detailed responses to concerns

related to the Westwood/UCLA Station. Please refer to Sections 2.3, 2.4, and 2.5 of the
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644-1
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/UCLA 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 Entrance
Location Report and Recommendations provides a comparison of the potential entrance
locations at Westwood Boulevard, Gayley Avenue and Veteran Avenue for both the On-
Street and Off-Street Stations and the Westside Subway Extension Station Circulation
Report provides a comprehensive station access circulation study. All reports are available
on the Metro Westside Subway Extension Project website:
www.metro.net/projects/westside/westside-reports.
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RECORD #815 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date :

Submission Date :

First Name :

Last Name :

Group Affiliation :
815-1 Submission Content :

Attachments :

Westside Subway Extension

Submission Summarized
11/1/2010

11/1/2010

Jose

Nevarez

BRU

As a daily rider bus rider on the Wilshire corridor, | am looking forward to
the public health and mobility benefits that the Transportation System
Management (TSM) Alternative in the Westside Subway Extension Draft
Environmental Impact Report could have for Wilshire Blvd. If chose, this
option could create a more robust bus system by improving “upon the
existing Metro Rapid Bus service and local bus service in the Westside
Extension Transit Corridor study area.”

| support TSM
jose nevarez.pdf (455 kb)
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8151
Your preference for the TSM Alternative 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). Alternative 2 was selected as the LPA because the analysis in
the Draft EIS/EIR demonstrated that the Build Alternatives would be more effective than the
TSM Alternative in terms of enhancing mobility, serving development opportunities, and
addressing other aspects of the Purpose and Need for the Project. Please refer to Chapter
7 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Section 2.5 of the Final EIS/EIR for information on this analysis.

Furthermore, the Project would not eliminate bus service along Wilshire Boulevard but
rather would supplement it with rail. As explained in Chapter 2, Metro Local, Limited, Rapid,
and Express bus service along Wilshire Boulevard will continue to operate in conjunction
with the rail system, if approved and implemented. The Wilshire Boulevard Bus Rapid
Transit project is also assumed to be in place. Maintenance of local bus service levels is an
important component of the transit system serving the Westside Corridor. With the
extension the Purple Line subway service to the Westwood/VA Hospital Station, it is
estimated that one-third of demand would involve local bus access. Metro continues to
seek to improve the region's transit needs and continually evaluates various transit
corridors to achieve a more interconnected transportation system. To help guide design of
subway stations, potential enhanced local bus service at stations was assessed and is
discussed in Chapter 3 of the Final EIS/EIR.

The Project will be funded primarily through a combination of Measure R local funds and
Federal New Starts funds, with some other local, State, and Federal funds. Metro will
continue to use a combination of local, State, and Federal funding sources to operate and
maintain the system. In addition to these funding sources, Metro relies on fare revenues to
fund about one-third of its operating costs. Bus operating funds will not be used to construct
the Project, and no fare increases or service reductions are proposed to cover the Project's
costs. The selection of the TSM Alternative would not have resulted in lower

fares.The Metro Board of Directors establishes fares. Currently, the Base Fare for each
boarding is $1.50 and the Metro Day Pass is $5.00. A transfer is the same as the Base
Fare - $1.50.

Furthermore, 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. Transit service is meant to serve where the
demand is greatest, and these areas are often within neighborhoods that have
Environmental Justice (EJ) populations and communities of concern. Four of the seven
stations are located in, or adjacent to the Environmental Justice populations identified in
Section 4.2.6 of the Final EIS/EIR. Therefore, people living in EJ populations will have the
same opportunity to access the transit and mobility improvements provided by the subway.

The increased connectivity would also reduce the number of transfers which would have a
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beneficial economic impact to elderly and low-income communities. The Project would also

815-1

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. The transit
benefits associated with the LPA are further detailed in Section 3.4 of the Final EIS/EIR.
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From: Damien Newton

To: Westside Extension

Subject: Constellation stop

Date: Wednesday, September 29, 2010 9:46:59 AM
Dear Metro,

| support the subway.

Please put the Century City station at Constellation, not at Santa Monica.

Thank You,

Damien Newton

Damien Newton

la.streetsblog.org
323-774-8828

Westside Subway Extension
Final Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report
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111-1

Your comment in support of the Century City Constellation Station 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). As part of the LPA selection,
the Metro Board of Directors decided to continue to study both station location options in
Century City (Santa Monica Boulevard and Constellation Boulevard) to address concerns
raised by the community regarding locating a station directly on a seismic fault and the
safety of tunneling under homes and schools.

In response to the Metro Board of Director’s request for more information, further analysis
was undertaken to focus on the engineering and environmental aspects of the two options
during the preparation of the Final EIS/EIR to expand on the studies conducted in
preparation of the Draft EIS/EIR. It should be noted that prior to conducting the comparative
study, the Santa Monica Boulevard Station location was shifted slightly to the east from the
location in the Draft EIS/EIR to avoid the Santa Monica Fault zone.

The geotechnical studies conducted during preparation of the Final EIS/EIR concluded that
tunneling can be safely carried out beneath the Beverly Hills High School campus and the
West Beverly Hills, Century City, and Westwood neighborhoods. However, these studies
also determined that the Century City Santa Monica Station would cross the West Beverly
Hills Lineament, a northern extension of the active Newport-Inglewood Fault, which poses a
significant safety risk to passengers at this station location. No evidence of faulting was
found at the proposed Century City Constellation Station site.

In addition, the Century City Constellation Boulevard Station has the best pedestrian
environment, can be expected to attract the most transit riders, and is centrally located to
help shape the redevelopment of Century City as an important transit-oriented destination
on the Westside Subway Extension. Further refinements to the ridership analysis
concluded that the Century City Constellation Station would result in 3,350 more boardings
along new Westside Subway Extension stations than the Century City Santa Monica
Station due to proximity to jobs and residences within the critical 600-foot and 1/4-mile
walksheds.

Based on all of these factors, the Century City Station Location Report concluded by
recommending that the Century City Station be located along Constellation Boulevard due
to seismic safety concerns at the Santa Monica Boulevard Station and higher ridership
projections with Constellation Boulevard Station.

Please refer to Section 8.8.2 and 8.8.3 of the Final EIS/EIR for more detailed responses to
concerns related to the Century City Station. Refer to Section 7.3 of the Final EIS/EIR and
the Westside Subway Extension Century City Station Location Report for a comparison of
the two Century City Station locations. The results of further geotechnical investigations in
the Century City vicinity can be found in the Westside Subway Extension Century City Area
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111-1

Fault Investigation Report and the Westside Subway Extension Century City Area
Tunneling Safety Report. The results of further ridership studies can be found in the
Westside Subway Extension Technical Report Summarizing the Results of the Forecasted
Alternatives and the Westside Subway Extension Century City TOD and Walk Access
Study. All reports are available on the Metro Westside Subway Extension Project website:
www.metro.net/projects/westside/westside-reports.
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Comment from

First Name: Brian
Last Name: Ngo

Email: ngob589@yahoo. com
Phone:
URL:
50-1 there is no need for a Crenshaw station. the area is not and will never be

"transit oriented" as there are severe limits on growth, and it is surrounded by
mansions. Also, the Western station is only half a mile away. Use the save
money to build the West Hollywood extension as well.

Westside Subway Extension
Final Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report

Appendix H - Response to Comments

50-1

Your comment on the Wilshire/Crenshaw Station has been noted. In October 2010, the
Metro Board of Directors identified Alternative 2 (Westwood/VA Extension) as the Locally
Preferred Alternative (LPA). A Wilshire/Crenshaw Station was not included in the LPA.

The Wilshire/Crenshaw Station would be located in the Park Mile section of Wilshire
Boulevard, adjacent to lower density land uses that are not planned for future growth in the
adopted Community Plan and Park Mile Specific Plan. This site is only 0.5 mile from the
existing Wilshire/Western Station and does not serve a major north south intersection, as
Crenshaw Boulevard terminates at Wilshire Boulevard and does not extend to the north.
Because this is a comparatively lower ridership station with a cost of $153 million,
eliminating this station from the LPA improves the cost-effectiveness of Alternative 2.
Furthermore, future connections from the Westside subway stations along Wilshire
Boulevard to the planned Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail Transit project to the south have been
recommended to take place at La Brea, La Cienega, or San Vicente rather than at
Wilshire/Crenshaw.

Cost savings achieved by deleting this station are insufficient to pay for the connection
through West Hollywood. Deleting the Crenshaw Station reduced the overall project costs
by approximately $153 million. However, the construction of the West Hollywood alignment
would have cost an estimated $2.6 billion dollars more than Alternative 2.

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/Crenshaw Station 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.
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47-2 |

47-3

47-4|

Comment from

First Name: Linda
Last Name: Ngov

Email: lcngov22@ucla.edu
Phone:
URL:

No station at Crenshaw.

Build the West Hollywood spur, there will be tremendous Hollywood and Valley -
Westside ridership.

Century City Constellation station - why is SAnta Monica Blvd even being
considered? It's at the very edge of Century City. Constellation makes much more
sense.

The VA station is a waste - why not go to Barrington instead?

Westside Subway Extension
Final Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report

Appendix H - Response to Comments

47-1
Your comment on the Wilshire/Crenshaw Station has been noted. In October 2010, the
Metro Board of Directors identified Alternative 2 (Westwood/VA Extension) as the Locally

Preferred Alternative (LPA). A Wilshire/Crenshaw Station was not included in the LPA.

The Wilshire/Crenshaw Station would be located in the Park Mile section of Wilshire
Boulevard, adjacent to lower density land uses that are not planned for future growth in the
adopted Community Plan and Park Mile Specific Plan. This site is only 0.5 mile from the
existing Wilshire/Western Station and does not serve a major north south intersection, as
Crenshaw Boulevard terminates at Wilshire Boulevard and does not extend to the north.
Because this is a comparatively lower ridership station with a cost of $153 million,
eliminating this station from the LPA improves the cost-effectiveness of Alternative 2.
Furthermore, future connections from the Westside subway stations along Wilshire
Boulevard to the planned Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail Transit project to the south have been
recommended to take place at La Brea, La Cienega, or San Vicente rather than at
Wilshire/Crenshaw.

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/Crenshaw Station 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.

472

Your support for Alternative 5 (Santa Monica Extension plus West Hollywood 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 1-405 more effectively.

The Draft EIS/EIR demonstrated a significant market for a subway serving Santa Monica
and West Hollywood. However, there is not sufficient Measure R or other funding available
to construct a Santa Monica or West Hollywood subway at this time. The Santa Monica and
West Hollywood corridors are included in the Strategic Element of the 2009 Long Range
Transportation Plan. 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

also 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
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47-2

development of alternatives and the LPA selection process.

47-3

Your comment in support of the Century City Constellation Station 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). As part of the LPA selection,
the Metro Board of Directors decided to continue to study both station location options in
Century City (Santa Monica Boulevard and Constellation Boulevard) to address concerns
raised by the community regarding locating a station directly on a seismic fault and the
safety of tunneling under homes and schools.

In response to the Metro Board of Director’s request for more information, further analysis
was undertaken to focus on the engineering and environmental aspects of the two options
during the preparation of the Final EIS/EIR to expand on the studies conducted in
preparation of the Draft EIS/EIR. It should be noted that prior to conducting the comparative
study, the Santa Monica Boulevard Station location was shifted slightly to the east from the
location in the Draft EIS/EIR to avoid the Santa Monica Fault zone.

The geotechnical studies conducted during preparation of the Final EIS/EIR concluded that
tunneling can be safely carried out beneath the Beverly Hills High School campus and the
West Beverly Hills, Century City, and Westwood neighborhoods. However, these studies
also determined that the Century City Santa Monica Station would cross the West Beverly
Hills Lineament, a northern extension of the active Newport-Inglewood Fault, which poses a
significant safety risk to passengers at this station location. No evidence of faulting was
found at the proposed Century City Constellation Station site.

In addition, the Century City Constellation Boulevard Station has the best pedestrian
environment, can be expected to attract the most transit riders, and is centrally located to
help shape the redevelopment of Century City as an important transit-oriented destination
on the Westside Subway Extension. Further refinements to the ridership analysis
concluded that the Century City Constellation Station would result in 3,350 more boardings
along new Westside Subway Extension stations than the Century City Santa Monica
Station due to proximity to jobs and residences within the critical 600-foot and 1/4-mile
walksheds.

Based on all of these factors, the Century City Station Location Report concluded by
recommending that the Century City Station be located along Constellation Boulevard due
to seismic safety concerns at the Santa Monica Boulevard Station and higher ridership
projections with Constellation Boulevard Station.

Please refer to Section 8.8.2 and 8.8.3 of the Final EIS/EIR for more detailed responses to
concerns related to the Century City Station. Refer to Section 7.3 of the Final EIS/EIR and
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47-3

the Westside Subway Extension Century City Station Location Report for a comparison of
the two Century City Station locations. The results of further geotechnical investigations in
the Century City vicinity can be found in the Westside Subway Extension Century City Area
Fault Investigation Report and the Westside Subway Extension Century City Area
Tunneling Safety Report. The results of further ridership studies can be found in the
Westside Subway Extension Technical Report Summarizing the Results of the Forecasted
Alternatives and the Westside Subway Extension Century City TOD and Walk Access
Study. All reports are available on the Metro Westside Subway Extension Project website:
www.metro.net/projects/westside/westside-reports.

47-4

Your preference for a modified Westwood/VA Hospital Station location has been noted.

During the Draft EIS/EIR scoping, the public suggested that an additional station should be
provided west of 1-405 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 1-405 more
effectively. In response, five proposed stations west of 1-405 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.
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47-4
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,
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.

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 and 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/VA Hospital Station locations in the Final EIS/EIR. All reports are available on
the Metro Westside Subway Extension Project website:
www.metro.net/projects/westside/westside-reports.
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Comment from

First Name: Tham
Last Name: Ngov

Email: uclagirl352@hotmail.com
Phone:
URL:
49-1 why does Alternative 2 not go to Wilshire/Barrington? This is very close to the

VA and yet is in the heart of a very densely developed area filled with offices,
retail and apartment/condo buildings (many of which are occupied by lower
income/students that would use the subway extensively). It is amazing that we
would invest so much in a major transit project, only to have it end a half mile
from the heart of West LA (and serve a SINGLE use - the VA hospital - which is
not even big enough to support robust ridership). Alternative 2 should end at
Barrington (after Westwood/UCLA), not the VA!

Westside Subway Extension
Final Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report
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49-1

Your preference for a modified Westwood/VA Hospital Station location 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 1-405 more
effectively. In response, five proposed stations west of 1-405 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,
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.

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 and to Sections 2.3, 2.4, and 2.5 of the Final
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49-1

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/VA Hospital Station locations in the Final EIS/EIR. All reports are available on
the Metro Westside Subway Extension Project website:
www.metro.net/projects/westside/westside-reports.

Westside Subway Extension March 2012
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RECORD #19 DETAIL

Record Date :

Submission Date :

First Name :

Last Name :

Group Affiliation :
19-1 Submission Content :

Westside Subway Extension

9/23/2010
9/23/2010
Chris
Nichols

| understand that the property at 14 N. La Cienega Blvd. in Beverly Hills
falls within the surveyed area for the Wilshire/La Cienega station. This
building does not appear within Table D-1: Historic Properties within
Station Area. The property is closely related to another property which
does appear in the historic survey: Johnie’s Coffee Shop Restaurant at
6101 Wilshire Blvd. (WSE 23). The former Tiny Naylor's restaurant at 14
N. La Cienega was designed by the same architects (Armet & Davis) in
their signature googie/futurist style just one year later in 1957. The
exterior retains integrity and this building should be evaluated and
protected. Thank you.

Final Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report

Appendix H - Response to Comments

191

The original Tiny Naylor's building design by Armét and Davis appears to have been
substantially altered, by not only enclosing the space under the distinctive canopy on the
south elevation, but by also constructing a permanent addition onto this elevation.
Although difficult to view the front (west) elevation because of the changes to the
surrounding landscape, it appears the front entranceway and the original fenestration on
this elevation has also been changed. Compare photograph in Googie: Fifties Coffee Shop
Architecture, by Alan Hess (Chronicle Books, San Francisco, CA, 1985). When a building
loses its ability to convey its historic significance, caused in this case by enclosing a space
and removing from view the original facade that defined the original restaurant's distinctive
look, it cannot be considered a historical resource. The building at 14 N. La Cienega
Boulevard has lost its integrity of design, feeling, materials, and association.
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415-1

From: nolls l.com

To: Westside Extension

Subject: Comments on Westside Extension
Date: Tuesday, October 12, 2010 11:44:39 AM

As a long time resident of West Hollywood, it is frustrating to see this process moving forward in a way
which suggests that West Hollywood will not, in fact, be getting a subway line anytime in the
foreseeable future, because of funding issues.

West Hollywood was built around the Red Car lines, which offered service to downtown (two different
routes!), the Valley, Beverly Hills and the ocean, service which began something like a hundred years
ago and operated for half a century. Our little town, then known as Sherman, was a center of Red Car
activity, which had a large base of operation where the Design Center is now. When the Red Cars
disappeared, no alternative was put in its place. The need for an alternative was known, however, as
planning for the never-built (thank God) Beverly Hills freeway demonstrated in the fifties and sixties.
But when those plans were killed, again no alternative was planned. So no Red Car, no freeway, no
help for the horrible traffic which existed even then.

And now, it looks like Wilshire Boulevard, which never had a Red Car line, gets the subway and West
Hollywood is left high and dry once more. Wilshire Boulevard, whose residents famously opposed
subway construction for years, while West Hollywood has been begging for it, gets the line. West
Hollywood, one of the most densely populated and congested areas in the County (just look at your
own charts), is ignored once more.

| don't mind the Purple Line down Wilshire -- we need lines that go everywhere -- if we get one as
well. Construction of a West Hollywood branch will not only right an historic wrong, it will actually begin
to make the subway a system, with truly interconnecting lines, instead of just disparate routes
stretching away from each other.

Build both; build a system.

Thanks.

Westside Subway Extension
Final Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report
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4151

Your support for the West Hollywood 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 1-405 more effectively. There is
not adequate funding available in Measure R or other sources to construct Alternative 4
(Westwood/VA Hospital Extension) at this time.

However, 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 and the LPA selection process.
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76-1
Metro staff received your request for to receive updates and has added you to the Project

From: David Nourafshan [david@Ilawrenceoflabrea.com] e-mail list.
To: Westside Extension

CC:

76-1 Subject: please email me all updates

David Nourafshan

President

Lawrence of La Brea

671 S. La Brea Avenue

Los Angeles, CA 90036

Tel: 323.935.1100x223

Fax: 323.935.1199

Cell: 3234287662
david@lawrenceoflabrea.com

Westside Subway Extension March 2012
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RECORD #774 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date :

Submission Date :

First Name :

Last Name :

Group Affiliation :
774-1 Submission Content :

Attachments :

Westside Subway Extension

Submission Summarized
11/1/2010

11/1/2010

Jannete

Nunez

BRU

As a daily rider bus rider on the Wilshire corridor, | am looking forward to
the public health and mobility benefits that the Transportation System
Management (TSM) Alternative in the Westside Subway Extension Draft
Environmental Impact Report could have for Wilshire Blvd. If chose, this
option could create a more robust bus system by improving “upon the
existing Metro Rapid Bus service and local bus service in the Westside
Extension Transit Corridor study area.”

I am in favor of TSM bc we need transit.
jannete nunez.pdf (475 kb)

Final Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report

Appendix H - Response to Comments

774-1

Your preference for the TSM Alternative 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). Alternative 2 was selected as the LPA because the analysis in
the Draft EIS/EIR demonstrated that the Build Alternatives would be more effective than the
TSM Alternative in terms of enhancing mobility, serving development opportunities, and
addressing other aspects of the Purpose and Need for the Project. Please refer to Chapter
7 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Section 2.5 of the Final EIS/EIR for information on this analysis.

Furthermore, the Project would not eliminate bus service along Wilshire Boulevard but
rather would supplement it with rail. As explained in Chapter 2, Metro Local, Limited, Rapid,
and Express bus service along Wilshire Boulevard will continue to operate in conjunction
with the rail system, if approved and implemented. The Wilshire Boulevard Bus Rapid
Transit project is also assumed to be in place. Maintenance of local bus service levels is an
important component of the transit system serving the Westside Corridor. With the
extension the Purple Line subway service to the Westwood/VA Hospital Station, it is
estimated that one-third of demand would involve local bus access. Metro continues to
seek to improve the region's transit needs and continually evaluates various transit
corridors to achieve a more interconnected transportation system. To help guide design of
subway stations, potential enhanced local bus service at stations was assessed and is
discussed in Chapter 3 of the Final EIS/EIR.

The Project will be funded primarily through a combination of Measure R local funds and
Federal New Starts funds, with some other local, State, and Federal funds. Metro will
continue to use a combination of local, State, and Federal funding sources to operate and
maintain the system. In addition to these funding sources, Metro relies on fare revenues to
fund about one-third of its operating costs. Bus operating funds will not be used to construct
the Project, and no fare increases or service reductions are proposed to cover the Project's
costs. The selection of the TSM Alternative would not have resulted in lower

fares.The Metro Board of Directors establishes fares. Currently, the Base Fare for each
boarding is $1.50 and the Metro Day Pass is $5.00. A transfer is the same as the Base
Fare - $1.50.

Furthermore, 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. Transit service is meant to serve where the
demand is greatest, and these areas are often within neighborhoods that have
Environmental Justice (EJ) populations and communities of concern. Four of the seven
stations are located in, or adjacent to the Environmental Justice populations identified in
Section 4.2.6 of the Final EIS/EIR. Therefore, people living in EJ populations will have the
same opportunity to access the transit and mobility improvements provided by the subway.

The increased connectivity would also reduce the number of transfers which would have a

March 2012
Page H-6.3-26



Appendix H - Response to Comments

allow easier access to major employment centers. Transit user benefits associated with the

beneficial economic impact to elderly and low-income communities. The Project would also
LPA are anticipated both along the Project corridor as well as across the region. The transit

774-1

benefits associated with the LPA are further detailed in Section 3.4 of the Final EIS/EIR.
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85-1

Your comment has been noted. Metro apologizes for the technical difficulty encountered.
From: R. O'Donnell [robbyo@pacbell.net] The link should now be fully functional.
To: Westside Extension

CC:
Subject: Broken link

85-1 The link to the draft EIR sent in the email is broken
http://www.simplesend.com/simple/metro.net/westside

March 2012

Westside Subway Extension
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116-1
Your comment on housing around subway stations has been noted. The proposed project

. . is a subway extension project and does not include a housing component. The subway
From: ames O"Sullivan

To;) \hﬂw extension could provide the opportunity for adjacent mixed-use development containing
Subject: ousing ) ) . .
Date: Tuesday, September 28, 2010 10:54:41 AM commercial and residential uses, however, any such development would be independent
from the project.
116-1 | read an article about proposed housing around subway stations. Where in the DEIR would | find that
information.
Please Chapter 4.1 of the Final EIS/EIR for a discussion of SCAG projections for housing.
Jim

James O'Sullivan
213.840.0246 - Cell

Westside Subway Extension March 2012
Final Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report Page H-6.3-29



RECORD #814 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date :

Submission Date :

First Name :

Last Name :

Group Affiliation :
814-1 Submission Content :

Attachments :

Westside Subway Extension

Submission Summarized
11/1/2010

11/1/2010

Ilvan

Ocampo

BRU

As a daily rider bus rider on the Wilshire corridor, | am looking forward to
the public health and mobility benefits that the Transportation System
Management (TSM) Alternative in the Westside Subway Extension Draft
Environmental Impact Report could have for Wilshire Blvd. If chose, this
option could create a more robust bus system by improving “upon the
existing Metro Rapid Bus service and local bus service in the Westside
Extension Transit Corridor study area.”

We need TSM
ivan ocampo.pdf (451 kb)

Final Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report

Appendix H - Response to Comments

8141
Your preference for the TSM Alternative 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). Alternative 2 was selected as the LPA because the analysis in
the Draft EIS/EIR demonstrated that the Build Alternatives would be more effective than the
TSM Alternative in terms of enhancing mobility, serving development opportunities, and
addressing other aspects of the Purpose and Need for the Project. Please refer to Chapter
7 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Section 2.5 of the Final EIS/EIR for information on this analysis.

Furthermore, the Project would not eliminate bus service along Wilshire Boulevard but
rather would supplement it with rail. As explained in Chapter 2, Metro Local, Limited, Rapid,
and Express bus service along Wilshire Boulevard will continue to operate in conjunction
with the rail system, if approved and implemented. The Wilshire Boulevard Bus Rapid
Transit project is also assumed to be in place. Maintenance of local bus service levels is an
important component of the transit system serving the Westside Corridor. With the
extension the Purple Line subway service to the Westwood/VA Hospital Station, it is
estimated that one-third of demand would involve local bus access. Metro continues to
seek to improve the region's transit needs and continually evaluates various transit
corridors to achieve a more interconnected transportation system. To help guide design of
subway stations, potential enhanced local bus service at stations was assessed and is
discussed in Chapter 3 of the Final EIS/EIR.

The Project will be funded primarily through a combination of Measure R local funds and
Federal New Starts funds, with some other local, State, and Federal funds. Metro will
continue to use a combination of local, State, and Federal funding sources to operate and
maintain the system. In addition to these funding sources, Metro relies on fare revenues to
fund about one-third of its operating costs. Bus operating funds will not be used to construct
the Project, and no fare increases or service reductions are proposed to cover the Project's
costs. The selection of the TSM Alternative would not have resulted in lower

fares.The Metro Board of Directors establishes fares. Currently, the Base Fare for each
boarding is $1.50 and the Metro Day Pass is $5.00. A transfer is the same as the Base
Fare - $1.50.

Furthermore, 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. Transit service is meant to serve where the
demand is greatest, and these areas are often within neighborhoods that have
Environmental Justice (EJ) populations and communities of concern. Four of the seven
stations are located in, or adjacent to the Environmental Justice populations identified in
Section 4.2.6 of the Final EIS/EIR. Therefore, people living in EJ populations will have the
same opportunity to access the transit and mobility improvements provided by the subway.

The increased connectivity would also reduce the number of transfers which would have a
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beneficial economic impact to elderly and low-income communities. The Project would also

814-1

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. The transit
benefits associated with the LPA are further detailed in Section 3.4 of the Final EIS/EIR.
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Status :

Record Date :

Submission Date :

First Name :

Last Name :

Group Affiliation :
780-1 Submission Content :

Attachments :

Westside Subway Extension

Submission Summarized

11/1/2010

11/1/2010

Lupe

Ochoa

BRU

As a daily rider bus rider on the Wilshire corridor, | am looking forward to
the public health and mobility benefits that the Transportation System
Management (TSM) Alternative in the Westside Subway Extension Draft
Environmental Impact Report could have for Wilshire Blvd. If chose, this
option could create a more robust bus system by improving “upon the
existing Metro Rapid Bus service and local bus service in the Westside
Extension Transit Corridor study area.”

The bus is already too expensive and | don’t work. | think it's unfair to
wait so long at one stop and invest more money in transit.

lupe ochoa.pdf (483 kb)

Final Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report

Appendix H - Response to Comments

7801
Your preference for the TSM Alternative 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). Alternative 2 was selected as the LPA because the analysis in
the Draft EIS/EIR demonstrated that the Build Alternatives would be more effective than the
TSM Alternative in terms of enhancing mobility, serving development opportunities, and
addressing other aspects of the Purpose and Need for the Project. Please refer to Chapter
7 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Section 2.5 of the Final EIS/EIR for information on this analysis.

Furthermore, the Project would not eliminate bus service along Wilshire Boulevard but
rather would supplement it with rail. As explained in Chapter 2, Metro Local, Limited, Rapid,
and Express bus service along Wilshire Boulevard will continue to operate in conjunction
with the rail system, if approved and implemented. The Wilshire Boulevard Bus Rapid
Transit project is also assumed to be in place. Maintenance of local bus service levels is an
important component of the transit system serving the Westside Corridor. With the
extension the Purple Line subway service to the Westwood/VA Hospital Station, it is
estimated that one-third of demand would involve local bus access. Metro continues to
seek to improve the region's transit needs and continually evaluates various transit
corridors to achieve a more interconnected transportation system. To help guide design of
subway stations, potential enhanced local bus service at stations was assessed and is
discussed in Chapter 3 of the Final EIS/EIR.

The Project will be funded primarily through a combination of Measure R local funds and
Federal New Starts funds, with some other local, State, and Federal funds. Metro will
continue to use a combination of local, State, and Federal funding sources to operate and
maintain the system. In addition to these funding sources, Metro relies on fare revenues to
fund about one-third of its operating costs. Bus operating funds will not be used to construct
the Project, and no fare increases or service reductions are proposed to cover the Project's
costs. The selection of the TSM Alternative would not have resulted in lower

fares.The Metro Board of Directors establishes fares. Currently, the Base Fare for each
boarding is $1.50 and the Metro Day Pass is $5.00. A transfer is the same as the Base
Fare - $1.50.

Furthermore, 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. Transit service is meant to serve where the
demand is greatest, and these areas are often within neighborhoods that have
Environmental Justice (EJ) populations and communities of concern. Four of the seven
stations are located in, or adjacent to the Environmental Justice populations identified in
Section 4.2.6 of the Final EIS/EIR. Therefore, people living in EJ populations will have the
same opportunity to access the transit and mobility improvements provided by the subway.

The increased connectivity would also reduce the number of transfers which would have a
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780-1

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. The transit
benefits associated with the LPA are further detailed in Section 3.4 of the Final EIS/EIR.
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From: Shaul Ron Ozair

To: Westside Extension; zev@bos.lacounty.gov

Subject: NO CONSTELLATION STATION--USE SANTA MONICA OPTION
Date: Sunday, October 03, 2010 10:38:20 AM

To Whom it May Concern:

My family is NOT in favor of the Constellation Station in Century City, as drilling and
construction would run under Beverly Hills High School where our children will attend.
We urge MTA to use the original plan that incorporated Santa Monica Blvd for the
Westside expansion of the subway (the "Santa Monica" option). This would have much
less possibility of interfering with our children's learning environment and our
community. We are tax paying citizens who care greatly about our community and
oppose any plan to dig under our homes, schools and other.

Thank you,

SHAUL OZAIR

443 S. Oakhurst Drive #207

Beverly Hills, CA 90212

Westside Subway Extension
Final Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report

Appendix H - Response to Comments

294-1

Your comment in support of the Century City Santa Monica Station location and concerns
about tunneling beneath homes and schools as well as the development of the Century
City station and alignment options has been noted.

Metro followed FTA's New Starts project planning and development process and carefully
considered public input in developing the location of the Century City Station. The process
of determining the location of the Century City Station began with the Westside Transit
Corridor Alternatives Analysis Study in 2007. At the beginning of the Alternatives Analysis
(AA) Study, two general corridors—one along Wilshire Boulevard and the other along
Santa Monica Boulevard—were presented to the public at Early Scoping meetings. Some
people who spoke at the Early Scoping meetings generally supported the proposed station
locations that were presented (Santa Monica Boulevard in Century City being one of them).
However, some attendees also suggested additional or alternate station locations, with
some commenting that the station in Century City should be south of Santa Monica
Boulevard, closer to the center of Century City, which Metro took into consideration.

During scoping for the Draft EIS/EIR in 2009, Metro sought additional public comment on
the alignment and station options in the Beverly Hills to Westwood area, including the
Century City Station location. During preparation of the Draft EIS/EIR, the alignment and
station locations were refined to avoid impacts to the natural and built environments where
feasible, provide a cost-effective solution to increase east/west mobility in the Study Area,
and respond to public and agency input. The analysis and refinement of the station and
alignment locations, including the Century City Station location, are described in the
Westside Subway Extension Alternatives Screening and Refinement Following Scoping
Report. Ultimately, the Century City Santa Monica Station and the Century City
Constellation Station were carried forward for analysis in the Draft EIS/EIR.

Following public circulation of the Draft EIS/EIR, on October 28, 2010, the Metro Board of
Directors identified Alternative 2 (Westwood/VA Hospital Extension) as the Locally
Preferred Alternative (LPA). As part of the LPA selection, the Metro Board of Directors
decided to continue to study both station location options in Century City (Santa Monica
Boulevard and Constellation Boulevard) to address concerns raised by the community
regarding locating a station directly on a seismic fault and the safety of tunneling under
homes and schools. The Metro Board of Directors also decided to not include the
Constellation South alignment between the Wilshire/Rodeo and Century City Stations as
part of the LPA, but to continue to study the Constellation North and the Santa Monica
Boulevard alignments. The Constellation South alignment passed beneath more residential
properties than the Constellation North or Santa Monica Boulevard alignments. In addition,
the Metro Board of Directors decided to not include the West or Central alignments
between Century City and Westwood/UCLA as part of the LPA, but to continue to study the
East alignment because the East alignment is the most direct and least expensive route
between the two stations.
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294-1

Safety, both during construction and eventual operations, is one of Metro’s highest priorities
and is one of the key evaluation criteria in selection of the Locally Preferred Alternative
(LPA). In response to the Metro Board of Director’s request for more information, further
analysis was undertaken to focus on the engineering and environmental aspects of the two
options during the preparation of the Final EIS/EIR to expand on the studies conducted in
preparation of the Draft EIS/EIR. It should be noted that prior to conducting the comparative
study, the Santa Monica Boulevard Station location was shifted slightly to the east from the
location in the Draft EIS/EIR to avoid the Santa Monica Fault zone.

On most transit tunnel projects, significant portions of the alignment are constructed
adjacent to or beneath buildings. The LPA passes beneath homes and schools in these
neighborhoods because the curve radius required for subway tunnels is much wider than
that required at a typical surface street intersection. The current alignment minimizes
tunneling under buildings to the east and west of both the Century City Stations. The
station position on Constellation Boulevard requires the tunnel alignment to be under the
south portion of Beverly Hills High School Building B in order to reach the station location.
There is no reasonable tunnel alignment that does not pass under homes or structures
within the Beverly Hills High School campus.

The geotechnical studies conducted during preparation of the Final EIS/EIR concluded that
tunneling can be safely carried out beneath the Beverly Hills High School campus and the
West Beverly Hills, Century City, and Westwood neighborhoods. The use of state-of-the-art
pressurized closed-face TBMs for soft-ground tunneling has greatly improved the control of
ground movements such that tunneling can be done with minimal surface settlements. The
presence of the tunnels will neither affect the risk to buildings above them during an
earthquake nor change the severity of shaking. Finally, tunnels can be constructed and
operated safely in gassy grounds and oil wells do not pose an unmitigatible risk to
tunneling.

The additional detailed geotechnical studies also assessed soil conditions and determine
the potential for noise or vibration impacts on the surface along the refined alignments.
These studies concluded that the predicted vibration and noise levels are within the FTA
requirements and operation of the subway is not anticipated to have adverse impacts with
the implementation of mitigation, including areas where the tunnels pass beneath homes
and schools. During construction, low levels of noise and vibration may be experienced for
a day or two as each of the two TBMs pass under a given location. In addition, as the
tunnels are driven, construction trains bring supplies to and from the tunnel heading.
However, these underground construction noises will also be controlled to be within Metro
criteria.

The Westside Subway Extension will not reduce the availability of BHHS for use as an
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2041
emergency shelter or impact the operations of its use as an emergency shelter.
Furthermore, tunneling would not prevent future development of the BHHS campus. The
vertical alignment of the tunnel would be 55 to 70 feet below the ground surface (to the top
of the tunnel), which would allow for construction of an underground structure over the
tunnel at a later date.

These geotechnical studies also determined that the Century City Santa Monica Station
would cross the West Beverly Hills Lineament, a northern extension of the active Newport-
Inglewood Fault, which poses a significant safety risk to passengers at this station location.
No evidence of faulting was found at the proposed Century City Constellation Station site.
Tunnels to the east and west of Century City pass through at least two active faults.
However, there are numerous tools, designs, and construction means and methods that
have been used elsewhere that can be used to safely tunnel through these fault zones.

In addition, the Century City Constellation Boulevard Station has the best pedestrian
environment, can be expected to attract the most transit riders, and is centrally located to
help shape the redevelopment of Century City as an important transit-oriented destination
on the Westside Subway Extension. Further refinements to the ridership analysis
concluded that the Century City Constellation Station would result in 3,350 more boardings
along new Westside Subway Extension stations than the Century City Santa Monica
Station due to proximity to jobs and residences within the critical 600-foot and 1/4-mile
walksheds.

Based on all of these factors, the Century City Station Location Report concluded by
recommending that the Century City Station be located along Constellation Boulevard due
to seismic safety concerns at the Santa Monica Boulevard Station and higher ridership
projections with Constellation Boulevard Station.

Please refer to Section 8.8.2 and 8.8.3 of the Final EIS/EIR for more detailed responses to
concerns related to the Century City Station and alignments and Section 8.8.4 of the Final
EIS/EIR for a more detailed response to geotechnical concerns. Refer to Section 7.3 of the
Final EIS/EIR and the Westside Subway Extension Century City Station Location Report for
a comparison of the two Century City Station locations. The results of further geotechnical
investigations in the Century City vicinity can be found in the Westside Subway Extension
Century City Area Fault Investigation Report and the Westside Subway Extension Century
City Area Tunneling Safety Report. The results of further ridership studies can be found in
the Westside Subway Extension Technical Report Summarizing the Results of the
Forecasted Alternatives and the Westside Subway Extension Century City TOD and Walk
Access Study. All reports are available on the Metro Westside Subway Extension Project
website: www.metro.net/projects/westside/westside-reports.
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nt (TSM) Alternative in the Westside Subway Extension

I am looking forward to the public health and mobility
or Wilshire Blvd. If chosen, this option could create a

existing Metro Rapid Bus service and local bus service
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681-1
Your preference for the TSM Alternative 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). Alternative 2 was selected as the LPA because the analysis in
the Draft EIS/EIR demonstrated that the Build Alternatives would be more effective than the
TSM Alternative in terms of enhancing mobility, serving development opportunities, and
addressing other aspects of the Purpose and Need for the Project. Please refer to Chapter
7 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Section 2.5 of the Final EIS/EIR for information on this analysis.

Furthermore, the Project would not eliminate bus service along Wilshire Boulevard but
rather would supplement it with rail. As explained in Chapter 2, Metro Local, Limited, Rapid,
and Express bus service along Wilshire Boulevard will continue to operate in conjunction
with the rail system, if approved and implemented. The Wilshire Boulevard Bus Rapid
Transit project is also assumed to be in place. Maintenance of local bus service levels is an
important component of the transit system serving the Westside Corridor. With the
extension the Purple Line subway service to the Westwood/VA Hospital Station, it is
estimated that one-third of demand would involve local bus access. Metro continues to
seek to improve the region's transit needs and continually evaluates various transit
corridors to achieve a more interconnected transportation system. To help guide design of
subway stations, potential enhanced local bus service at stations was assessed and is

discussed in Chapter 3 of the Final EIS/EIR.

The Project will be funded primarily through a combination of Measure R local funds and
Federal New Starts funds, with some other local, State, and Federal funds. Metro will
continue to use a combination of local, State, and Federal funding sources to operate and
maintain the system. In addition to these funding sources, Metro relies on fare revenues to
fund about one-third of its operating costs. Bus operating funds will not be used to construct
the Project, and no fare increases or service reductions are proposed to cover the Project's
costs. The selection of the TSM Alternative would not have resulted in lower

fares.The Metro Board of Directors establishes fares. Currently, the Base Fare for each
boarding is $1.50 and the Metro Day Pass is $5.00. A transfer is the same as the Base

Fare - $1.50.

Furthermore, 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. Transit service is meant to serve where the
demand is greatest, and these areas are often within neighborhoods that have
Environmental Justice (EJ) populations and communities of concern. Four of the seven
stations are located in, or adjacent to the Environmental Justice populations identified in
Section 4.2.6 of the Final EIS/EIR. Therefore, people living in EJ populations will have the
same opportunity to access the transit and mobility improvements provided by the subway.

The increased connectivity would also reduce the number of transfers which would have a
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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. The transit
benefits associated with the LPA are further detailed in Section 3.4 of the Final EIS/EIR.

Westside Subway Extension March 2012
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As a daily rider bus rider on the Wilshire corridor, | am looking forward to the

2010 Draft Environmental Impact Report for Westside Extension Comment
benefits that the Transportation System Management

Draft Environmental Impact Report could have for

Sincerely,

Signature
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Your preference for the TSM Alternative 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). Alternative 2 was selected as the LPA because the analysis in
the Draft EIS/EIR demonstrated that the Build Alternatives would be more effective than the
TSM Alternative in terms of enhancing mobility, serving development opportunities, and
addressing other aspects of the Purpose and Need for the Project. Please refer to Chapter
7 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Section 2.5 of the Final EIS/EIR for information on this analysis.

Furthermore, the Project would not eliminate bus service along Wilshire Boulevard but
rather would supplement it with rail. As explained in Chapter 2, Metro Local, Limited, Rapid,
and Express bus service along Wilshire Boulevard will continue to operate in conjunction
with the rail system, if approved and implemented. The Wilshire Boulevard Bus Rapid
Transit project is also assumed to be in place. Maintenance of local bus service levels is an
important component of the transit system serving the Westside Corridor. With the
extension the Purple Line subway service to the Westwood/VA Hospital Station, it is
estimated that one-third of demand would involve local bus access. Metro continues to
seek to improve the region's transit needs and continually evaluates various transit
corridors to achieve a more interconnected transportation system. To help guide design of
subway stations, potential enhanced local bus service at stations was assessed and is
discussed in Chapter 3 of the Final EIS/EIR.

The Project will be funded primarily through a combination of Measure R local funds and
Federal New Starts funds, with some other local, State, and Federal funds. Metro will
continue to use a combination of local, State, and Federal funding sources to operate and
maintain the system. In addition to these funding sources, Metro relies on fare revenues to
fund about one-third of its operating costs. Bus operating funds will not be used to construct
the Project, and no fare increases or service reductions are proposed to cover the Project's
costs. The selection of the TSM Alternative would not have resulted in lower

fares.The Metro Board of Directors establishes fares. Currently, the Base Fare for each
boarding is $1.50 and the Metro Day Pass is $5.00. A transfer is the same as the Base

Fare - $1.50.

Furthermore, 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. Transit service is meant to serve where the
demand is greatest, and these areas are often within neighborhoods that have
Environmental Justice (EJ) populations and communities of concern. Four of the seven
stations are located in, or adjacent to the Environmental Justice populations identified in
Section 4.2.6 of the Final EIS/EIR. Therefore, people living in EJ populations will have the
same opportunity to access the transit and mobility improvements provided by the subway.

The increased connectivity would also reduce the number of transfers which would have a
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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. The transit
benefits associated with the LPA are further detailed in Section 3.4 of the Final EIS/EIR.
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Record Date :

Submission Date :

First Name :

Last Name :

Group Affiliation :
771-1 Submission Content :

Attachments :

Westside Subway Extension

Submission Summarized
11/1/2010

11/1/2010

Israel

P

BRU

As a daily rider bus rider on the Wilshire corridor, | am looking forward to
the public health and mobility benefits that the Transportation System
Management (TSM) Alternative in the Westside Subway Extension Draft
Environmental Impact Report could have for Wilshire Blvd. If chose, this
option could create a more robust bus system by improving “upon the
existing Metro Rapid Bus service and local bus service in the Westside
Extension Transit Corridor study area.”

| am a bus rider and | support TSM and you should too.
israel p.pdf (471 kb)

Final Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report
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771-1

Your preference for the TSM Alternative 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). Alternative 2 was selected as the LPA because the analysis in
the Draft EIS/EIR demonstrated that the Build Alternatives would be more effective than the
TSM Alternative in terms of enhancing mobility, serving development opportunities, and
addressing other aspects of the Purpose and Need for the Project. Please refer to Chapter
7 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Section 2.5 of the Final EIS/EIR for information on this analysis.

Furthermore, the Project would not eliminate bus service along Wilshire Boulevard but
rather would supplement it with rail. As explained in Chapter 2, Metro Local, Limited, Rapid,
and Express bus service along Wilshire Boulevard will continue to operate in conjunction
with the rail system, if approved and implemented. The Wilshire Boulevard Bus Rapid
Transit project is also assumed to be in place. Maintenance of local bus service levels is an
important component of the transit system serving the Westside Corridor. With the
extension the Purple Line subway service to the Westwood/VA Hospital Station, it is
estimated that one-third of demand would involve local bus access. Metro continues to
seek to improve the region's transit needs and continually evaluates various transit
corridors to achieve a more interconnected transportation system. To help guide design of
subway stations, potential enhanced local bus service at stations was assessed and is
discussed in Chapter 3 of the Final EIS/EIR.

The Project will be funded primarily through a combination of Measure R local funds and
Federal New Starts funds, with some other local, State, and Federal funds. Metro will
continue to use a combination of local, State, and Federal funding sources to operate and
maintain the system. In addition to these funding sources, Metro relies on fare revenues to
fund about one-third of its operating costs. Bus operating funds will not be used to construct
the Project, and no fare increases or service reductions are proposed to cover the Project's
costs. The selection of the TSM Alternative would not have resulted in lower

fares.The Metro Board of Directors establishes fares. Currently, the Base Fare for each
boarding is $1.50 and the Metro Day Pass is $5.00. A transfer is the same as the Base
Fare - $1.50.

Furthermore, 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. Transit service is meant to serve where the
demand is greatest, and these areas are often within neighborhoods that have
Environmental Justice (EJ) populations and communities of concern. Four of the seven
stations are located in, or adjacent to the Environmental Justice populations identified in
Section 4.2.6 of the Final EIS/EIR. Therefore, people living in EJ populations will have the
same opportunity to access the transit and mobility improvements provided by the subway.

The increased connectivity would also reduce the number of transfers which would have a
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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. The transit
benefits associated with the LPA are further detailed in Section 3.4 of the Final EIS/EIR.

beneficial economic impact to elderly and low-income communities. The Project would also
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Status :

Record Date :

Submission Date :

First Name :

Last Name :

Group Affiliation :
500-1 Submission Content :

Westside Subway Extension

Submission Summarized
10/17/2010

10/17/2010

Danny

Pace

Please add my METRO vote location as "Century City Station to be
located at Constellation Blvd/Ave Stars and the Central route into
Westwood"

This placement will not be directly over the Santa Monica fault, there will
be minimal noise and vibrations for the residences, the Central Route is
deeper than the East Route and | believe it will be more user friendly,
serving the most people.

Respectfully,

Dan Pace

Final Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report

Appendix H - Response to Comments

500-1

Your comment in support of the Century City Constellation Station and the Central route
between Century City and Westwood/UCLA 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). As part of the LPA selection, the Metro Board of
Directors decided to continue to study both station location options in Century City (Santa
Monica Boulevard and Constellation Boulevard) to address concerns raised by the
community regarding locating a station directly on a seismic fault and the safety of
tunneling under homes and schools. In addition, the Metro Board of Directors decided to
not include the West or Central alignments between Century City and Westwood/UCLA as
part of the LPA, but to continue to study the East alignment because the East alignment is
the most direct and least expensive route between the two stations.

In response to the Metro Board of Director's request for more information, further analysis
was undertaken to focus on the engineering and environmental aspects of the two options
during the preparation of the Final EIS/EIR to expand on the studies conducted in
preparation of the Draft EIS/EIR. It should be noted that prior to conducting the comparative
study, the Santa Monica Boulevard Station location was shifted slightly to the east from the
location in the Draft EIS/EIR to avoid the Santa Monica Fault zone.

The geotechnical studies conducted during preparation of the Final EIS/EIR concluded that
tunneling can be safely carried out beneath the Beverly Hills High School campus and the
West Beverly Hills, Century City, and Westwood neighborhoods. However, these studies
also determined that the Century City Santa Monica Station would cross the West Beverly
Hills Lineament, a northern extension of the active Newport-Inglewood Fault, which poses a
significant safety risk to passengers at this station location. No evidence of faulting was
found at the proposed Century City Constellation Station site.

In addition, the Century City Constellation Boulevard Station has the best pedestrian
environment, can be expected to attract the most transit riders, and is centrally located to
help shape the redevelopment of Century City as an important transit-oriented destination
on the Westside Subway Extension. Further refinements to the ridership analysis
concluded that the Century City Constellation Station would result in 3,350 more boardings
along new Westside Subway Extension stations than the Century City Santa Monica
Station due to proximity to jobs and residences within the critical 600-foot and 1/4-mile
walksheds.

Based on all of these factors, the Century City Station Location Report concluded by
recommending that the Century City Station be located along Constellation Boulevard due
to seismic safety concerns at the Santa Monica Boulevard Station and higher ridership
projections with Constellation Boulevard Station.

Please refer to Section 8.8.2 and 8.8.3 of the Final EIS/EIR for more detailed responses to
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concerns related to the Century City Station. Refer to Section 7.3 of the Final EIS/EIR and
the Westside Subway Extension Century City Station Location Report for a comparison of
the two Century City Station locations. The results of further geotechnical investigations in
the Century City vicinity can be found in the Westside Subway Extension Century City Area
Fault Investigation Report and the Westside Subway Extension Century City Area
Tunneling Safety Report. The results of further ridership studies can be found in the
Westside Subway Extension Technical Report Summarizing the Results of the Forecasted
Alternatives and the Westside Subway Extension Century City TOD and Walk Access
Study. All reports are available on the Metro Westside Subway Extension Project website:
www.metro.net/projects/westside/westside-reports.
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Your preference for the TSM Alternative 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). Alternative 2 was selected as the LPA because the analysis in
the Draft EIS/EIR demonstrated that the Build Alternatives would be more effective than the
TSM Alternative in terms of enhancing mobility, serving development opportunities, and
addressing other aspects of the Purpose and Need for the Project. Please refer to Chapter
7 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Section 2.5 of the Final EIS/EIR for information on this analysis.

Furthermore, the Project would not eliminate bus service along Wilshire Boulevard but
rather would supplement it with rail. As explained in Chapter 2, Metro Local, Limited, Rapid,
and Express bus service along Wilshire Boulevard will continue to operate in conjunction
with the rail system, if approved and implemented. The Wilshire Boulevard Bus Rapid
Transit project is also assumed to be in place. Maintenance of local bus service levels is an
important component of the transit system serving the Westside Corridor. With the
extension the Purple Line subway service to the Westwood/VA Hospital Station, it is
estimated that one-third of demand would involve local bus access. Metro continues to
seek to improve the region's transit needs and continually evaluates various transit
corridors to achieve a more interconnected transportation system. To help guide design of
subway stations, potential enhanced local bus service at stations was assessed and is
discussed in Chapter 3 of the Final EIS/EIR.

The Project will be funded primarily through a combination of Measure R local funds and
Federal New Starts funds, with some other local, State, and Federal funds. Metro will
continue to use a combination of local, State, and Federal funding sources to operate and
maintain the system. In addition to these funding sources, Metro relies on fare revenues to
fund about one-third of its operating costs. Bus operating funds will not be used to construct
the Project, and no fare increases or service reductions are proposed to cover the Project's
costs. The selection of the TSM Alternative would not have resulted in lower

fares.The Metro Board of Directors establishes fares. Currently, the Base Fare for each
boarding is $1.50 and the Metro Day Pass is $5.00. A transfer is the same as the Base
Fare - $1.50.

Furthermore, 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. Transit service is meant to serve where the
demand is greatest, and these areas are often within neighborhoods that have
Environmental Justice (EJ) populations and communities of concern. Four of the seven
stations are located in, or adjacent to the Environmental Justice populations identified in
Section 4.2.6 of the Final EIS/EIR. Therefore, people living in EJ populations will have the
same opportunity to access the transit and mobility improvements provided by the subway.

The increased connectivity would also reduce the number of transfers which would have a
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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. The transit
benefits associated with the LPA are further detailed in Section 3.4 of the Final EIS/EIR.

Westside Subway Extension March 2012
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Status :

Record Date :

Submission Date :

First Name :

Last Name :

Group Affiliation :
502-1 Submission Content :

Westside Subway Extension

Submission Summarized
10/17/2010

10/17/2010

Nasrin

Pakizegi

The main objective of the subway system is to provide transport for
thousands,remove cars and make our city less polluted. To assure
people will use this system it's best to have the subway go through
Constellation and Ave of Stars to re-route traffic away from Santa
Monica Blvd.Thanks

Final Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report

Appendix H - Response to Comments

5021
Your comment in support of the Century City Constellation Station 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). As part of the LPA selection,
the Metro Board of Directors decided to continue to study both station location options in
Century City (Santa Monica Boulevard and Constellation Boulevard) to address concerns
raised by the community regarding locating a station directly on a seismic fault and the
safety of tunneling under homes and schools.

In response to the Metro Board of Director’s request for more information, further analysis
was undertaken to focus on the engineering and environmental aspects of the two options
during the preparation of the Final EIS/EIR to expand on the studies conducted in
preparation of the Draft EIS/EIR. It should be noted that prior to conducting the comparative
study, the Santa Monica Boulevard Station location was shifted slightly to the east from the
location in the Draft EIS/EIR to avoid the Santa Monica Fault zone.

The geotechnical studies conducted during preparation of the Final EIS/EIR concluded that
tunneling can be safely carried out beneath the Beverly Hills High School campus and the
West Beverly Hills, Century City, and Westwood neighborhoods. However, these studies
also determined that the Century City Santa Monica Station would cross the West Beverly
Hills Lineament, a northern extension of the active Newport-Inglewood Fault, which poses a
significant safety risk to passengers at this station location. No evidence of faulting was
found at the proposed Century City Constellation Station site.

In addition, the Century City Constellation Boulevard Station has the best pedestrian
environment, can be expected to attract the most transit riders, and is centrally located to
help shape the redevelopment of Century City as an important transit-oriented destination
on the Westside Subway Extension. Further refinements to the ridership analysis
concluded that the Century City Constellation Station would result in 3,350 more boardings
along new Westside Subway Extension stations than the Century City Santa Monica
Station due to proximity to jobs and residences within the critical 600-foot and 1/4-mile
walksheds.

Based on all of these factors, the Century City Station Location Report concluded by
recommending that the Century City Station be located along Constellation Boulevard due
to seismic safety concerns at the Santa Monica Boulevard Station and higher ridership
projections with Constellation Boulevard Station.

Please refer to Section 8.8.2 and 8.8.3 of the Final EIS/EIR for more detailed responses to
concerns related to the Century City Station. Refer to Section 7.3 of the Final EIS/EIR and
the Westside Subway Extension Century City Station Location Report for a comparison of
the two Century City Station locations. The results of further geotechnical investigations in
the Century City vicinity can be found in the Westside Subway Extension Century City Area
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Fault Investigation Report and the Westside Subway Extension Century City Area
Tunneling Safety Report. The results of further ridership studies can be found in the
Westside Subway Extension Technical Report Summarizing the Results of the Forecasted
Alternatives and the Westside Subway Extension Century City TOD and Walk Access
Study. All reports are available on the Metro Westside Subway Extension Project website:
www.metro.net/projects/westside/westside-reports.

March 2012
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RECORD #18 DETAIL

Status : Submission Summarized
Record Date : 9/23/2010
Submission Date : 9/23/2010
First Name : Jeffrey
Last Name : Palmer
Group Affiliation :
18-1 Submission Content : What is the time frame that the subway would reach Los Angeles? Are

there estimates or a range?

Westside Subway Extension
Final Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report
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18-1

Your comment about the project schedule has been noted. In April 2010, the Metro Board
of Directors adopted the America Fast Forward 30/10 Initiative that directs that the
Westside Subway Extension Project to seek accelerated federal funding to deliver the
Project in a single phase to Westwood. Based on this accelerated funding schedule, the
parallel construction of portions of the alignment and stations would allow the entire LPA to
be open and operational to the Westwood/VA Hospital Station in 2022 as a single phase.

In the event that accelerated federal funding cannot be secured, the LPA would be
constructed in three sequential phases in accordance with the Metro Long Range
Transportation Plan. The first phase to the Wilshire/La Cienega Station would open in
2020, the second phase to the Century City Station would open in 2026, and the final
phase to the Westwood/VA Hospital Station would open in 2036.

Please refer to Section 2.6.11 of the Final EIS/EIR for further information on the
construction schedule.
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Status :

Record Date :
Submission Date :
First Name :

Last Name :

Group Affiliation :
Submission Content :

465-1

465-2

Westside Subway Extension

Submission Summarized
10/15/2010

10/15/2010

Anthea

Palmos

Comstock Hills HOA

| have two points to make re the Purple line through Westwood/ Century
City:

(1) My preference would be for a station at CONSTELLATION BLVD
and AVENUE OF THE STARS, and not Santa Monica. | feel that there
are far more users of public transport in Century City, the Century City
Hospital, the condo towers on Olympic, as well as users towards Pico.
We live in Comstock Hills north of Santa Monica - a small pocket of
homes adjoining the golf course and most of us would not use the
subway nor would we want direct and immediate access to our
neighborhood. As it is, the 5 years of construction of the Santa Monica
Blvd road affected our homes greatly. The Constellation stop would give
direct access to the CENTER of Century City - offices, condos, shops,
hotels, restaurants. A Station on SM Blvd is on the upper boundary of
Century City and would not give the greatest access to Century City
users.

(2) As for the route through Westwood to get to the Wilshire/UCLA stop,
| prefer the CENTRAL ROUTE as it has the least impact on our
residences. Again - we were negatively impacted by the construction of
the Santa Monica Blvd - for YEARS. The Purple Line going under our
homes may increase noise, vibrations, and decrease our property
values. Is there any way to have the line under Beverly Glen rather than
going through neighborhoods? Or up Westwood Boulevard towards
UCLA?

Final Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report

Appendix H - Response to Comments

465-1
Your comment in support of the Century City Constellation Station 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). As part of the LPA selection,
the Metro Board of Directors decided to continue to study both station location options in
Century City (Santa Monica Boulevard and Constellation Boulevard) to address concerns
raised by the community regarding locating a station directly on a seismic fault and the
safety of tunneling under homes and schools.

In response to the Metro Board of Director’s request for more information, further analysis
was undertaken to focus on the engineering and environmental aspects of the two options
during the preparation of the Final EIS/EIR to expand on the studies conducted in
preparation of the Draft EIS/EIR. It should be noted that prior to conducting the comparative
study, the Santa Monica Boulevard Station location was shifted slightly to the east from the
location in the Draft EIS/EIR to avoid the Santa Monica Fault zone.

The geotechnical studies conducted during preparation of the Final EIS/EIR concluded that
tunneling can be safely carried out beneath the Beverly Hills High School campus and the
West Beverly Hills, Century City, and Westwood neighborhoods. However, these studies
also determined that the Century City Santa Monica Station would cross the West Beverly
Hills Lineament, a northern extension of the active Newport-Inglewood Fault, which poses a
significant safety risk to passengers at this station location. No evidence of faulting was
found at the proposed Century City Constellation Station site.

In addition, the Century City Constellation Boulevard Station has the best pedestrian
environment, can be expected to attract the most transit riders, and is centrally located to
help shape the redevelopment of Century City as an important transit-oriented destination
on the Westside Subway Extension. Further refinements to the ridership analysis
concluded that the Century City Constellation Station would result in 3,350 more boardings
along new Westside Subway Extension stations than the Century City Santa Monica
Station due to proximity to jobs and residences within the critical 600-foot and 1/4-mile
walksheds.

Based on all of these factors, the Century City Station Location Report concluded by
recommending that the Century City Station be located along Constellation Boulevard due
to seismic safety concerns at the Santa Monica Boulevard Station and higher ridership
projections with Constellation Boulevard Station.

Please refer to Section 8.8.2 and 8.8.3 of the Final EIS/EIR for more detailed responses to
concerns related to the Century City Station. Refer to Section 7.3 of the Final EIS/EIR and
the Westside Subway Extension Century City Station Location Report for a comparison of
the two Century City Station locations. The results of further geotechnical investigations in
the Century City vicinity can be found in the Westside Subway Extension Century City Area
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Fault Investigation Report and the Westside Subway Extension Century City Area
Tunneling Safety Report. The results of further ridership studies can be found in the
Westside Subway Extension Technical Report Summarizing the Results of the Forecasted
Alternatives and the Westside Subway Extension Century City TOD and Walk Access
Study. All reports are available on the Metro Westside Subway Extension Project website:
www.metro.net/projects/westside/westside-reports.

465-2

Your comment about the alignment between Century City and Westwood has been noted.
The East Alignment was approved by the Metro Board to be carried forward as part of the
Locally Preferred Alternative (LPA), and the Central and West Alignments were removed
from further consideration as part of the LPA. The West Alignment is significantly longer
than the other two, and would increase travel time between Century City and Westwood by
more than two minutes. This, in turn, would lead to somewhat lower ridership and user
benefits, and to fewer air quality and energy conservation benefits. The West Alignment
Option would also increase capital costs by $122 to $142 million in comparison to the East
Alignment Option. Between the Central and East Alignment Options, both have similar
performance characteristics and costs. The East Alignment, however, passes under fewer
private properties. Therefore, it was selected to be carried forward in the LPA into the Final
EIS/EIR.

As part of the LPA selection, the Metro Board of Directors also requested that Metro staff
fully explore the risks associated with tunneling in the West Beverly Hills to Westwood area.
Safety, both during construction and eventual operations, is one of Metro's highest priorities
and is one of the key evaluation criteria in selection of the LPA. The resulting studies have
been completed as part of the Final EIS/EIR and are presented in two separate reports: the
Westside Subway Extension Century City Area Fault Investigation Report and the Westside
Subway Extension Century City Area Tunneling Safety Report.

On most transit tunnel projects, significant portions of the alignment are constructed
adjacent to or beneath buildings. The LPA passes beneath homes and schools in these
neighborhoods because the curve radius required for subway tunnels is much wider than
that required at a typical surface street intersection. The current alignment minimizes
tunneling under buildings to the east and west of both the Century City Stations.

The geotechnical studies conducted during preparation of the Final EIS/EIR concluded that
tunneling can be safely carried out beneath the Beverly Hills High School campus and the
West Beverly Hills, Century City, and Westwood neighborhoods. The use of state-of-the-art
pressurized closed-face TBMs for soft-ground tunneling has greatly improved the control of
ground movements such that tunneling can be done with minimal surface settlements. The
presence of the tunnels will neither affect the risk to buildings above them during an
earthquake nor change the severity of shaking. Finally, tunnels can be constructed and
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operated safely in gassy grounds and oil wells do not pose an unmitigatible risk to
tunneling.

The additional detailed geotechnical studies also assessed soil conditions and determine
the potential for noise or vibration impacts on the surface along the refined alignments.
These studies concluded that the predicted vibration and noise levels are within the FTA
requirements and operation of the subway is not anticipated to have adverse impacts with
the implementation of mitigation, including areas where the tunnels pass beneath homes
and schools. During construction, low levels of noise and vibration may be experienced for
a day or two as each of the two TBMs pass under a given location. In addition, as the
tunnels are driven, construction trains bring supplies to and from the tunnel heading.
However, these underground construction noises will also be controlled to be within Metro
criteria.

These geotechnical studies also determined that the Century City Santa Monica Station
would cross the West Beverly Hills Lineament, a northern extension of the active Newport-
Inglewood Fault, which poses a significant safety risk to passengers at this station location.
No evidence of faulting was found at the proposed Century City Constellation Station site.
Tunnels to the east and west of Century City pass through at least two active faults.
However, there are numerous tools, designs, and construction means and methods that
have been used elsewhere that can be used to safely tunnel through these fault zones.

Your concern regarding property values has been noted. Since the LPA will improve transit
service in the Study Area, research suggests that it is likely that properties within walking
distance of the stations will realize value premiums over similar properties that are farther
away. Based on studies of other regions with transit systems (i.e., San Francisco, San
Diego, and San Jose, California; New York, New York; and Portland, Oregon), an average
home price increase of 6.4 percent within one-half mile of each transit station may be
experienced. Although most studies on real estate value impacts from transit show
increases in value, they cannot explicitly isolate transit benefits from other market forces
that affect real estate values.

Value increases within proximity of a transit station are realized in sales price as well as
rent premiums. For residential properties, these increases resulted from potential commute
or recreational travel time savings and associated vehicle cost reductions (including both
reduced mileage as well as a reduction in the number of cars owned by the household).

Negative impacts on property values from transit (termed "nuisance" effects) also can
occur. Measurable noise impacts from vehicles, increased foot traffic, adjacent structures,
transit-associated parking, and increased bus traffic interfacing with transit stations can
reduce the desirability of properties near a fixed guideway station. Such nuisance effects
will most likely occur in areas where value is not attributed to the accessibility
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improvements that transit provides. This does not appear likely within the Study Area, as

stations are planned for areas that are already densely developed and near major roads
and bus routes.

All residents and businesses displaced as a result of the LPA will be given advance written
notice and will be informed of their eligibility for relocation assistance and payments under
the Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies Act. In areas
where the subway operates under private property, Metro will work with the property owner
to secure a subsurface easement. The following mitigation measures will be implemented
to ensure just compensation for acquisitions and easements:

* CN-1-Relocation Assistance and Compensation
« CN-2-Propose Joint-use Agreements
* CN-3-Compensation for Easements

Construction impacts of the Project will be temporary and limited in areas as construction
proceeds along the length of the Locally Preferred Alternative. Metro will coordinate with
affected residents and businesses prior to construction. A detailed survey of community
stakeholders and businesses will be conducted. A construction safety campaign will be
developed and community response protocols (notification of construction activities, hot
lines, etc.) will be produced. A public involvement plan will be developed prior to each
construction phase and will be tailored to the construction phase. Metro will maintain the
Project website, which will provide information to the public regarding construction
phasing. Metro will develop a program tailored for different locations and needs. The
program will involve signage and marketing to assistance to businesses, identification of
parking alternatives, and other measures.

Metro also considers the cumulative impact of multiple projects in the Study Area under
construction at the same time as the subway extension. Careful coordination will occur
with local jurisdictions to ensure that potential impacts from the simultaneous construction
of multiple projects are addressed and mitigated to the extent feasible.

Please refer to Section 8.8.3 of the Final EIS/EIR for a more detailed response to
alignments and Section 8.8.4 of the Final EIS/EIR for a more detailed response to
geotechnical concerns. 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 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 alignment between Century City and Westwood following Draft EIS/EIR
scoping in response to community comments and engineering requirements. The results of
further geotechnical investigations in the Century City vicinity can be found in the Westside
Subway Extension Century City Area Fault Investigation Report and the Westside Subway
Extension Century City Area Tunneling Safety Report. Please refer to Sections 4.2.2, 4.2.3,
and 4.2.4 of this Final EIS/EIR for a discussion of the economic and fiscal impacts of the
Project, including property acquisitions and easements. Refer to the Westside Subway
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Extension Economic and Fiscal Impacts Analysis and Mitigation Report for a more detailed
discussion of property value impacts. All reports are available on the Metro Westside
Subway Extension Project website: www.metro.net/projects/westside/westside-reports.
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563-1 Submission Content :

563-2 |
563-3 |

563-4

Westside Subway Extension

Submission Summarized
10/18/2010

10/18/2010

Andrew

Pannell

| strongly support the Westside Purple Line extended as far west as
possible.

Ultimately, the line should be extended along Wilshire to 4th Street in
Santa Monica, possibly turning south to join the Expo Line (and future
Lincoln line) at Colorado/4th.

| recommend deletion of the Crenshaw station, and connection with the
Crenshaw line at La Brea, Fairfax, or even La Cienega.

The Century City station should be at Constellation, not Santa Monica.
The North connection would be an acceptable compromise.

The Westwood station should be under Wilshire to facillitate current bus
routes to and from UCLA, unless bus routes can be adjusted to run to
the off street location

Final Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report
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563-1
Your comment in support of the Westside Subway Extension has 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. Additionally, Alternative
2 serves the VA Hospital and other communities west of the 1-405 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.

Your comment on developing a connection to the Expo Line at Wilshire/4th Street has been
noted. Since the Project would terminate at the Westwood/VA Hospital Station as part of
the LPA, a connection to the Expo line at the Wilshire/4th Street Station would be beyond
the scope of this Project if the LPA is approved for implementation, but could be studied in
the future if additional funding is identified.

563-2

Your comment on the Wilshire/Crenshaw Station has been noted. In October 2010, the
Metro Board of Directors identified Alternative 2 (Westwood/VA Extension) as the Locally
Preferred Alternative (LPA). A Wilshire/Crenshaw Station was not included in the LPA.

The Wilshire/Crenshaw Station would be located in the Park Mile section of Wilshire
Boulevard, adjacent to lower density land uses that are not planned for future growth in the
adopted Community Plan and Park Mile Specific Plan. This site is only 0.5 mile from the
existing Wilshire/Western Station and does not serve a major north south intersection, as
Crenshaw Boulevard terminates at Wilshire Boulevard and does not extend to the north.
Because this is a comparatively lower ridership station with a cost of $153 million,
eliminating this station from the LPA improves the cost-effectiveness of Alternative 2.
Furthermore, future connections from the Westside subway stations along Wilshire
Boulevard to the planned Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail Transit project to the south have been
recommended to take place at La Brea, La Cienega, or San Vicente rather than at
Wilshire/Crenshaw.

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
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Wilshire/Crenshaw Station 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.

563-3

Your comment in support of the Century City Constellation Station 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). As part of the LPA selection,
the Metro Board of Directors decided to continue to study both station location options in
Century City (Santa Monica Boulevard and Constellation Boulevard) to address concerns
raised by the community regarding locating a station directly on a seismic fault and the
safety of tunneling under homes and schools. The Metro Board of Directors also decided to
not include the Constellation South alignment between the Wilshire/Rodeo and Century
City Stations as part of the LPA, but to continue to study the Constellation North and the
Santa Monica Boulevard alignments. The Constellation South alignment passed beneath
more residential properties than the Constellation North or Santa Monica Boulevard
alignments.

In response to the Metro Board of Director's request for more information, further analysis
was undertaken to focus on the engineering and environmental aspects of the two options
during the preparation of the Final EIS/EIR to expand on the studies conducted in
preparation of the Draft EIS/EIR. It should be noted that prior to conducting the comparative
study, the Santa Monica Boulevard Station location was shifted slightly to the east from the
location in the Draft EIS/EIR to avoid the Santa Monica Fault zone.

The geotechnical studies conducted during preparation of the Final EIS/EIR concluded that
tunneling can be safely carried out beneath the Beverly Hills High School campus and the
West Beverly Hills, Century City, and Westwood neighborhoods. However, these studies
also determined that the Century City Santa Monica Station would cross the West Beverly
Hills Lineament, a northern extension of the active Newport-Inglewood Fault, which poses a
significant safety risk to passengers at this station location. No evidence of faulting was
found at the proposed Century City Constellation Station site.

In addition, the Century City Constellation Boulevard Station has the best pedestrian
environment, can be expected to attract the most transit riders, and is centrally located to
help shape the redevelopment of Century City as an important transit-oriented destination
on the Westside Subway Extension. Further refinements to the ridership analysis
concluded that the Century City Constellation Station would result in 3,350 more boardings
along new Westside Subway Extension stations than the Century City Santa Monica
Station due to proximity to jobs and residences within the critical 600-foot and 1/4-mile
walksheds.
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Based on all of these factors, the Century City Station Location Report concluded by
recommending that the Century City Station be located along Constellation Boulevard due
to seismic safety concerns at the Santa Monica Boulevard Station and higher ridership
projections with Constellation Boulevard Station.

Please refer to Section 8.8.2 and 8.8.3 of the Final EIS/EIR for more detailed responses to
concerns related to the Century City Station. Refer to Section 7.3 of the Final EIS/EIR and
the Westside Subway Extension Century City Station Location Report for a comparison of
the two Century City Station locations. The results of further geotechnical investigations in
the Century City vicinity can be found in the Westside Subway Extension Century City Area
Fault Investigation Report and the Westside Subway Extension Century City Area
Tunneling Safety Report. The results of further ridership studies can be found in the
Westside Subway Extension Technical Report Summarizing the Results of the Forecasted
Alternatives and the Westside Subway Extension Century City TOD and Walk Access
Study. All reports are available on the Metro Westside Subway Extension Project website:
www.metro.net/projects/westside/westside-reports.

563-4
Your preference for the On-Street location of the Westwood/ UCLA Station 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). As part of the LPA selection,
the Metro Board decided to continue to study both Westwood/UCLA station location options
(On-Street and Off-Street).

A comparative study of the two proposed Westwood/UCLA station locations, including
engineering, costs, urban design, and environmental impact considerations, was conducted
during the Final EIS/EIR phase to expand on the studies conducted in preparation of the
Draft EIS/EIR.

The Off-Street Station and tunnels would need to be deeper than the On-Street Station to
clear the underside of foundations for a future hotel on Gayley Avenue, which makes the
station and tunnels riskier and more expensive to construct, and requires more time for
transit riders to travel between the platform and the station entrance. Additionally, the
Westwood/UCLA Off-Street Station location would require approximately 13 additional
permanent underground easements.

The On-Street Station location would provide at least one of entrance at the corner of
Wilshire and Westwood Boulevards. This entrance location would provide better access to
bus connections along Westwood Boulevard and would be closer to the major office
buildings and Westwood Village than the entrances for the Off-Street Station. Furthermore,
one of the station entrance options for the On-Street Station is a split entrance between the
north and south sides of Wilshire Boulevard, providing access to both sides of busy
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Wilshire Boulevard. However, the Westwood/UCLA On-Street Station option is also
expected to have greater traffic impacts during construction due to in-street construction
along Wilshire Boulevard.

Based on these factors, the recommendation is to locate the Westwood/UCLA Station On-
Street as this location could accommodate an entrance at the Wilshire Boulevard and
Westwood Boulevard intersection, providing better pedestrian access to Westwood Village
and connections along Westwood Boulevard.

Please refer to Section 8.8.6 of the Final EIS/EIR for more detailed responses to concerns
related to the Westwood/UCLA 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/UCLA 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 Entrance
Location Report and Recommendations provides a comparison of the potential entrance
locations at Westwood Boulevard, Gayley Avenue and Veteran Avenue for both the On-
Street and Off-Street Stations. All reports are available on the Metro Westside Subway
Extension Project website: www.metro.net/projects/westside/westside-reports.
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Westside Subway Extension

Submission Summarized
10/15/2010

10/15/2010

BILL

PAPOUTSIS

CH

Good day,

| believe the station on CONSTELATION ON AVE OF THE STARS will
accommodate a lot more commuters.

| also advocate for the WEST ROUTE.

Thank you.

Bill Papoutsis

Constellation Blvd at Ave of the Stars:

C. WEST ROUTE
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Your comment in support of the Century City Constellation Station and preference for the
West Route between Century City and Westwood/UCLA 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). As part of the LPA selection, the
Metro Board of Directors decided to continue to study both station location options in
Century City (Santa Monica Boulevard and Constellation Boulevard) to address concerns
raised by the community regarding locating a station directly on a seismic fault and the
safety of tunneling under homes and schools. In addition, the Metro Board of Directors
decided to not include the West or Central alignments between Century City and
Westwood/UCLA as part of the LPA, but to continue to study the East alignment because
the East alignment is the most direct and least expensive route between the two stations.

In response to the Metro Board of Director's request for more information, further analysis
was undertaken to focus on the engineering and environmental aspects of the two options
during the preparation of the Final EIS/EIR to expand on the studies conducted in
preparation of the Draft EIS/EIR. It should be noted that prior to conducting the comparative
study, the Santa Monica Boulevard Station location was shifted slightly to the east from the
location in the Draft EIS/EIR to avoid the Santa Monica Fault zone.

The geotechnical studies conducted during preparation of the Final EIS/EIR concluded that
tunneling can be safely carried out beneath the Beverly Hills High School campus and the
West Beverly Hills, Century City, and Westwood neighborhoods. However, these studies
also determined that the Century City Santa Monica Station would cross the West Beverly
Hills Lineament, a northern extension of the active Newport-Inglewood Fault, which poses a
significant safety risk to passengers at this station location. No evidence of faulting was
found at the proposed Century City Constellation Station site.

In addition, the Century City Constellation Boulevard Station has the best pedestrian
environment, can be expected to attract the most transit riders, and is centrally located to
help shape the redevelopment of Century City as an important transit-oriented destination
on the Westside Subway Extension. Further refinements to the ridership analysis
concluded that the Century City Constellation Station would result in 3,350 more boardings
along new Westside Subway Extension stations than the Century City Santa Monica
Station due to proximity to jobs and residences within the critical 600-foot and 1/4-mile
walksheds.

Based on all of these factors, the Century City Station Location Report concluded by
recommending that the Century City Station be located along Constellation Boulevard due
to seismic safety concerns at the Santa Monica Boulevard Station and higher ridership
projections with Constellation Boulevard Station.

Please refer to Section 8.8.2 and 8.8.3 of the Final EIS/EIR for more detailed responses to
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concerns related to the Century City Station. Refer to Section 7.3 of the Final EIS/EIR and
the Westside Subway Extension Century City Station Location Report for a comparison of
the two Century City Station locations. The results of further geotechnical investigations in
the Century City vicinity can be found in the Westside Subway Extension Century City Area
Fault Investigation Report and the Westside Subway Extension Century City Area
Tunneling Safety Report. The results of further ridership studies can be found in the
Westside Subway Extension Technical Report Summarizing the Results of the Forecasted
Alternatives and the Westside Subway Extension Century City TOD and Walk Access
Study. All reports are available on the Metro Westside Subway Extension Project website:
www.metro.net/projects/westside/westside-reports.
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270-1 Submission Content :
270-2

Westside Subway Extension

Submission Summarized
10/1/2010

10/1/2010

Numan

Parada

1 would like to voice my support for this project. Specifically, | support
placing the Century City station at Constellation. However, | also ask
that you look into building provisions for a 405 rapid transit line into the
Westside Subway, so that construction of the line does not intrude on
subway operations or surface activity. Thank you.

Final Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report

Appendix H - Response to Comments

270-1

Your support of the Westside Subway Extension Project has been noted.

Your comment in support of the Century City Constellation Station 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). As part of the LPA selection,
the Metro Board of Directors decided to continue to study both station location options in
Century City (Santa Monica Boulevard and Constellation Boulevard) to address concerns
raised by the community regarding locating a station directly on a seismic fault and the
safety of tunneling under homes and schools.

In response to the Metro Board of Director's request for more information, further analysis
was undertaken to focus on the engineering and environmental aspects of the two options
during the preparation of the Final EIS/EIR to expand on the studies conducted in
preparation of the Draft EIS/EIR. It should be noted that prior to conducting the comparative
study, the Santa Monica Boulevard Station location was shifted slightly to the east from the
location in the Draft EIS/EIR to avoid the Santa Monica Fault zone.

The geotechnical studies conducted during preparation of the Final EIS/EIR concluded that
tunneling can be safely carried out beneath the Beverly Hills High School campus and the
West Beverly Hills, Century City, and Westwood neighborhoods. However, these studies
also determined that the Century City Santa Monica Station would cross the West Beverly
Hills Lineament, a northern extension of the active Newport-Inglewood Fault, which poses a
significant safety risk to passengers at this station location. No evidence of faulting was
found at the proposed Century City Constellation Station site.

In addition, the Century City Constellation Boulevard Station has the best pedestrian
environment, can be expected to attract the most transit riders, and is centrally located to
help shape the redevelopment of Century City as an important transit-oriented destination
on the Westside Subway Extension. Further refinements to the ridership analysis
concluded that the Century City Constellation Station would result in 3,350 more boardings
along new Westside Subway Extension stations than the Century City Santa Monica
Station due to proximity to jobs and residences within the critical 600-foot and 1/4-mile
walksheds.

Based on all of these factors, the Century City Station Location Report concluded by
recommending that the Century City Station be located along Constellation Boulevard due
to seismic safety concerns at the Santa Monica Boulevard Station and higher ridership
projections with Constellation Boulevard Station.

Please refer to Section 8.8.2 and 8.8.3 of the Final EIS/EIR for more detailed responses to
concerns related to the Century City Station. Refer to Section 7.3 of the Final EIS/EIR and
the Westside Subway Extension Century City Station Location Report for a comparison of
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the two Century City Station locations. The results of further geotechnical investigations in
the Century City vicinity can be found in the Westside Subway Extension Century City Area
Fault Investigation Report and the Westside Subway Extension Century City Area
Tunneling Safety Report. The results of further ridership studies can be found in the
Westside Subway Extension Technical Report Summarizing the Results of the Forecasted
Alternatives and the Westside Subway Extension Century City TOD and Walk Access
Study. All reports are available on the Metro Westside Subway Extension Project website:
www.metro.net/projects/westside/westside-reports.

2702
Your comment on future transit connections to a Sepulveda/I-405 line has been noted. The
San Fernando Valley 1-405 Corridor Connection is included in Metro's 2009 Long Range
Transportation Plan and funding has been allocated in Measure R for the project. Metro will
undertake planning studies for the corridor to identify the mode, alignment and appropriate
connections to other area transit projects, including the Westside Subway Extension.
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Status :

Record Date :
Submission Date :
First Name :

Last Name :

Group Affiliation :
Submission Content :

Westside Subway Extension

Submission Summarized
10/6/2010

10/6/2010

Amit

Parekh

I live in Orange County but | work on the westside. This subway would
be a game changer for Los Angeles. Granted, it wont solve congestion
or traffic but it will for sure help. It would also help Los Angeles become
a true world class city. One of the biggest complaints about our city that |
hear consistently is that there is no easy way to get around town without
a car. This subway, if built in its entirety extending the purple line all the
way to santa monica as well as building a connector through west
hollywood to the red line, would link economic centers as well as tourist
hot spots. Getting to work would be so much easier for so many people,
myself included. It would drive business into the areas surrounding the
route. And | think it would boost tourist travel into the city. This sounds
like a no-brainer for a city that has long been known as an auto-centric
city.

Final Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report
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3271
Your comment in support of the Westside Subway Extension Project has been noted. On
October 28, 2010, the Metro Board of Directors identified 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, and between them,
Alternative 2 provides higher ridership and improved cost effectiveness. Additionally,
Alternative 2 serves the VA Hospital and other communities west of the 1-405 more
effectively.

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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First Name :

Last Name :

Group Affiliation :

Submission Content :
499-1

499-2

499-3

Westside Subway Extension

Submission Summarized
10/17/2010

10/17/2010

Jonathan

Parfrey

| frequently ride the purple and red lines. My comments are as a private
citizen, not representing any organization. My preferred route is as direct
(and speedy) as possible:

1. Go to the northern end of Century City, have the station at Avenue of
the Stars and Santa Monica Boulevard.

2. Go to Wilshire and Westwood, not into Westwood.

3. End at the Army Reserve facility at Federal & Wilshire. Bus feeder
lines can carry people until we raise more money to extend the route into
Santa Monica.

4.1 am agnostic about the West Hollywood extension. Metro should
perform studies on ridership projections about this extension.

On timing. Public support is critical -- the sooner people experience the
benefits of the extension, the greater the clamor to support its
completion and extension. | believe ridership on the purple line would
double the day the line reaches La Brea. | suggest opening the La Brea
station as quickly as possible -- excavate but not not build the Crenshaw
station.

On methane, begin public displays of capturing methane as quickly as
possible -- even in 2012-13 timeline. Work with LADWP on creating a
boldly visible demonstration project on Wilshire Blvd. boldly showing
methane capture and use in generating electricity. This action will
directly confront and alleviate public concerns about the methane
question --which the Times will surely dredge-up.

Final Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report
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Your comment in support of the Westside Subway 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. Only Alternatives 1 and 2 are affordable
within the adopted Long Range Transportation Plan, and between them, Alternative 2
provides higher ridership and improved cost effectiveness. Additionally, Alternative 2
serves the VA Hospital and other communities west of the 1-405 more effectively. The Draft
EIS/EIR demonstrated a significant market for a subway serving Santa Monica and West
Hollywood. However, there is not sufficient Measure R or other funding available to
construct a Santa Monica or West Hollywood subway at this time. The Santa Monica and
West Hollywood corridors are included in the Strategic Element of the 2009 Long Range
Transportation Plan. 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

also be designed so as not to preclude future westward extension of the subway.

Your comment regarding a terminus station at Federal and Wilshire has been noted. During
the Draft EIS/EIR scoping, the public suggested that an additional station should be
provided west of 1-405 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 1-405 more
effectively. In response, five proposed stations west of 1-405 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
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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,
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.

Your comment in support of the Century City Santa Monica Station 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). As part of the LPA selection,
the Metro Board of Directors decided to continue to study both station location options in
Century City (Santa Monica Boulevard and Constellation Boulevard) to address concerns
raised by the community regarding locating a station directly on a seismic fault and the
safety of tunneling under homes and schools.

In response to the Metro Board of Director's request for more information, further analysis
was undertaken to focus on the engineering and environmental aspects of the two options
during the preparation of the Final EIS/EIR to expand on the studies conducted in
preparation of the Draft EIS/EIR. It should be noted that prior to conducting the comparative
study, the Santa Monica Boulevard Station location was shifted slightly to the east from the
location in the Draft EIS/EIR to avoid the Santa Monica Fault zone.

The geotechnical studies conducted during preparation of the Final EIS/EIR concluded that
tunneling can be safely carried out beneath the Beverly Hills High School campus and the
West Beverly Hills, Century City, and Westwood neighborhoods. However, these studies
also determined that the Century City Santa Monica Station would cross the West Beverly
Hills Lineament, a northern extension of the active Newport-Inglewood Fault, which poses a
significant safety risk to passengers at this station location. No evidence of faulting was
found at the proposed Century City Constellation Station site.

In addition, the Century City Constellation Boulevard Station has the best pedestrian
environment, can be expected to attract the most transit riders, and is centrally located to
help shape the redevelopment of Century City as an important transit-oriented destination
on the Westside Subway Extension. Further refinements to the ridership analysis
concluded that the Century City Constellation Station would result in 3,350 more boardings
along new Westside Subway Extension stations than the Century City Santa Monica
Station due to proximity to jobs and residences within the critical 600-foot and 1/4-mile
walksheds.
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Based on all of these factors, the Century City Station Location Report concluded by
recommending that the Century City Station be located along Constellation Boulevard due
to seismic safety concerns at the Santa Monica Boulevard Station and higher ridership
projections with Constellation Boulevard Station.

Your preference for the On-Street location of the Westwood/ UCLA Station 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). As part of the LPA selection,
the Metro Board decided to continue to study both Westwood/UCLA station location options
(On-Street and Off-Street).

A comparative study of the two proposed Westwood/UCLA station locations, including
engineering, costs, urban design, and environmental impact considerations, was conducted
during the Final EIS/EIR phase to expand on the studies conducted in preparation of the
Draft EIS/EIR.

The Off-Street Station and tunnels would need to be deeper than the On-Street Station to
clear the underside of foundations for a future hotel on Gayley Avenue, which makes the
station and tunnels riskier and more expensive to construct, and requires more time for
transit riders to travel between the platform and the station entrance. Additionally, the
Westwood/UCLA Off-Street Station location would require approximately 13 additional
permanent underground easements.

The On-Street Station location would provide at least one of entrance at the corner of
Wilshire and Westwood Boulevards. This entrance location would provide better access to
bus connections along Westwood Boulevard and would be closer to the major office
buildings and Westwood Village than the entrances for the Off-Street Station. Furthermore,
one of the station entrance options for the On-Street Station is a split entrance between the
north and south sides of Wilshire Boulevard, providing access to both sides of busy
Wilshire Boulevard. However, the Westwood/UCLA On-Street Station option is also
expected to have greater traffic impacts during construction due to in-street construction
along Wilshire Boulevard.

Based on these factors, the recommendation is to locate the Westwood/UCLA Station On-
Street as this location could accommodate an entrance at the Wilshire Boulevard and
Westwood Boulevard intersection, providing better pedestrian access to Westwood Village
and connections along Westwood Boulevard.

Please refer to Section 8.8.2, 8.8.3, 8.8.5, and 8.8.6 of the Final EIS/EIR for more detailed
responses to concerns related to the Century City, Westwood/UCLA, and Westwood/VA
Hospital Station. Please refer to Sections 2.3, 2.4, and 2.5 of the Final EIS/EIR for an
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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 Century City Station Location
Report for a comparison of the two Century City Station locations. The results of further
geotechnical investigations in the Century City vicinity can be found in the Westside
Subway Extension Century City Area Fault Investigation Report and the Westside Subway
Extension Century City Area Tunneling Safety Report. The results of further ridership
studies can be found in the Westside Subway Extension Technical Report Summarizing the
Results of the Forecasted Alternatives and the Westside Subway Extension Century City
TOD and Walk Access Study. The Westside Subway Extension Alternatives Screening
and Refinement Following Scoping Report provides a more detailed description of the
refinements to the Westwood/UCLA 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 and Westwood/VA Hospital Station locations. In addition, the Westside
Subway Extension Station Entrance Location Report and Recommendations provides a
comparison of the potential entrance locations at Westwood Boulevard, Gayley Avenue
and Veteran Avenue for both the On-Street and Off-Street Stations. All reports are
available on the Metro Westside Subway Extension Project website:
www.metro.net/projects/westside/westside-reports.

4992
Your comment about the project schedule has been noted. In April 2010, the Metro Board
of Directors adopted the America Fast Forward 30/10 Initiative that directs that the
Westside Subway Extension Project to seek accelerated federal funding to deliver the
Project in a single phase to Westwood. Based on this accelerated funding schedule, the
parallel construction of portions of the alignment and stations would allow the entire LPA to
be open and operational to the Westwood/VA Hospital Station in 2022 as a single phase.

In the event that accelerated federal funding cannot be secured, the LPA would be
constructed in three sequential phases in accordance with the Metro Long Range
Transportation Plan. The first phase to the Wilshire/La Cienega Station would open in
2020, the second phase to the Century City Station would open in 2026, and the final
phase to the Westwood/VA Hospital Station would open in 2036.

Your comment suggesting the construction of an undeveloped station box for a future
station at the Wilshire/Crenshaw Station has been noted. In October 2010, the Metro Board
of Directors identified Alternative 2 (Westwood/VA Hospital Extension) as the Locally
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Preferred Alternative (LPA). A Wilshire/Crenshaw Station was not included in the LPA.
Because the Wilshire/Crenshaw Station would be a comparatively lower ridership station
with a cost of $153 million, eliminating this station from the LPA improves the cost-
effectiveness of Alternative 2. Furthermore, future connections from the Westside subway
stations along Wilshire Boulevard to the planned Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail Transit Project
to the south have been recommended to take place at La Brea, La Cienega, or San
Vicente rather than at Wilshire/Crenshaw.

Excavating an undeveloped station box for the potential future development of a
Wilshire/Crenshaw Station is also not a viable option at this time. The cost of excavating an
empty box for a future station adds a considerable cost to the Project and such a station
has not been approved at this time for the future (approximately $70 million) or included in
the LPA. Additionally, if the station is developed in the future, the process of constructing a
full station from an undeveloped station box while the system is operational would present
technical challenges that would further increase the station construction costs and would be
disruptive to the existing service.

Please refer to Section 2.6.11 of the Final EIS/EIR for further information on the
construction schedule. 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/Crenshaw Station 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.

499-3

Your suggestion to alleviate public concerns regarding methane has been noted.

Tunnels and stations will be designed to provide a redundant protection system against gas
intrusion. This includes physical barriers to keep gas out of the tunnels and stations, high
volume ventilation systems to dilute gases to safe levels, gas detection and monitoring
systems with alarms, emergency ventilation triggered by the gas detection systems, and
additional training of personnel to respond to alarms. The following mitigation measures will
be implemented during operation of the LPA to minimize risks related to subsurface
hazardous gases:

* GEO-5 — Hazardous Subsurface Gas Operations
* GEO-6—Hazardous Subsurface Gas Structural Design
¢ GEO-7 — Tunnel Advisory Panel Design Review
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During construction, the pressurized face tunnel boring machines isolate gas from workers
and the public, while gassy soil and tar sands are handled and disposed of appropriately.
Robust underground ventilation and gas monitoring systems provide additional warning. In
addition, the State of California’s division of Occupational Safety and Health (Cal/OSHA)
maintains strict safety orders for tunneling where ground is classified as “Gassy” or
“Potentially Gassy.” Safety measures include continuous monitoring of the environment,
“spark-proof” equipment, and other means to reduce risks to workers and the surroundings.
The following mitigation measures will be implemented during construction of the LPA to
reduce risks related to the presence of subsurface gases:

* CON-51—Techniques to Lower the Risk of Exposure to Hydrogen Sulfide
* CON-52—Measures to Reduce Gas Inflows

* CON-53—Further Research on Oil Well Locations

* CON-54—Worker Safety for Gassy Tunnels

With implementation of these mitigation measures, risks associated with hazardous
subsurface gases will be reduced to less than significant levels during both construction
and operation of the LPA.

Please refer to Section 4.8 (operations) and Section 4.15 (construction) of the Final
EIS/EIR for more detailed discussion of methane gas and other subsurface hazardous
gases. 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.

Westside Subway Extension March 2012
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140-1

***Typed version of original for clarity”**

4:50pm
Sept 3, 2010

Hello. To whom it may concern;

1am an interested party. | wish to participate. in response to the public noticed placed in the
legal notice section of the LA Times newspaper, on Friday September 3", 2010. | am responding to the
notice of availability clearing house No. 2009031083. The Metro Westside Subway ext. transit corridor.

1 wish to be part of the public hearing and review comment process. | however am physically
unable to attend. Mr. Ray Tellis | wish to take advantage of the invitation. | am contacting you to request
correspondence thru the U.S. postal mail. Please send me/us a printed set version of the available EIS &
EIR.

In addition please send copies of the NEPA & CEQA. Once we review them we will submit
question & comments pertaining to this adoption considerations

Please DO NOT send stapled, metal or hard bindings or plastic separations. Only send the paper please.

Sincerely,

N.L. Parson

11705 S. Alameda Street
Lynwood, CA 90262
Mail Stop: 2265114

Westside Subway Extension

Final Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report

140-1

Appendix H - Response to Comments

Metro staff received your request for information and provided the requested document

during the public comment period.
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From: p.amanda parsons [focusap@aol.com]
To: Westside Extension

CC:

Subject: In support of

67—1| the Crenshaw stop! A necessity for the future of our neighborhood.

Amanda Parsons

Westside Subway Extension
Final Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report

Appendix H - Response to Comments

67-1

Your comment on the Wilshire/Crenshaw Station has been noted. In October 2010, the
Metro Board of Directors identified Alternative 2 (Westwood/VA Extension) as the Locally
Preferred Alternative (LPA). A Wilshire/Crenshaw Station was not included in the LPA.

The Wilshire/Crenshaw Station would be located in the Park Mile section of Wilshire
Boulevard, adjacent to lower density land uses that are not planned for future growth in the
adopted Community Plan and Park Mile Specific Plan. This site is only 0.5 mile from the
existing Wilshire/Western Station and does not serve a major north south intersection, as
Crenshaw Boulevard terminates at Wilshire Boulevard and does not extend to the north.
Because this is a comparatively lower ridership station with a cost of $153 million,
eliminating this station from the LPA improves the cost-effectiveness of Alternative 2.
Furthermore, future connections from the Westside subway stations along Wilshire
Boulevard to the planned Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail Transit project to the south have been
recommended to take place at La Brea, La Cienega, or San Vicente rather than at
Wilshire/Crenshaw.

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/Crenshaw Station 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.
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From: p.amanda parsons
To: Westside Extension
Subject: another
Date: Friday, October 01, 2010 2:40:18 PM

279-1 strong vote in favor of the Crenshaw stop and opposed to the xenophobic smear campaign that is
being organized against it by a local who never takes public transportation and has a vested interest in
opposing it.

Westside Subway Extension
Final Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report

Appendix H - Response to Comments
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Your comment on the Wilshire/Crenshaw Station has been noted. In October 2010, the
Metro Board of Directors identified Alternative 2 (Westwood/VA Extension) as the Locally
Preferred Alternative (LPA). A Wilshire/Crenshaw Station was not included in the LPA.

The Wilshire/Crenshaw Station would be located in the Park Mile section of Wilshire
Boulevard, adjacent to lower density land uses that are not planned for future growth in the
adopted Community Plan and Park Mile Specific Plan. This site is only 0.5 mile from the
existing Wilshire/Western Station and does not serve a major north south intersection, as
Crenshaw Boulevard terminates at Wilshire Boulevard and does not extend to the north.
Because this is a comparatively lower ridership station with a cost of $153 million,
eliminating this station from the LPA improves the cost-effectiveness of Alternative 2.
Furthermore, future connections from the Westside subway stations along Wilshire
Boulevard to the planned Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail Transit project to the south have been
recommended to take place at La Brea, La Cienega, or San Vicente rather than at
Wilshire/Crenshaw.

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/Crenshaw Station 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.
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Comment from

First Name: Bijan
Last Name: Parvinpour

Email: parvinbij238@yahoo.com
Phone:
URL:
45-1 no station is needed at Crenshaw. use the money to extend the subway further west

and add the West Hollywood segment.

45-2 Century City station should be at Constellation - this location makes the most
sense. A station at Santa Monica Blvd would be at the extreme northern edge of
Century City and would probably have only half the riders of a Constellation
station, which would be much more convenient to thousands of workers (and
residents) in the area.

Westside Subway Extension
Final Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report

Appendix H - Response to Comments

45-1
Your comment on the Wilshire/Crenshaw Station has been noted. In October 2010, the

Metro Board approved Alternative 2 (Westwood/VA Extension) as the Locally Preferred
Alternative (LPA). A Wilshire/Crenshaw Station was not included in the LPA.

The Wilshire/Crenshaw Station would be located in the Park Mile section of Wilshire
Boulevard, adjacent to lower density land uses that are not planned for future growth in the
adopted Community Plan and Park Mile Specific Plan. This site is only 0.5 mile from the
existing Wilshire/Western Station and does not serve a major north south intersection, as
Crenshaw Boulevard terminates at Wilshire Boulevard and does not extend to the north.
Because this is a comparatively lower ridership station with a cost of $153 million,
eliminating this station from the LPA improves the cost-effectiveness of Alternative 2.
Furthermore, future connections from the Westside subway stations along Wilshire
Boulevard to the planned Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail Transit project to the south have been
recommended to take place at La Brea, La Cienega, or San Vicente rather than at
Wilshire/Crenshaw.

Cost savings achieved by deleting this station are insufficient to pay for a further westward
extension of the subway to Santa Monica or the connection through West Hollywood.
Deleting the Crenshaw Station reduced the overall project costs by approximately $153
million. However, the construction of Alternative 3 would have cost an estimated $1.8
billion more than Alternative 2 and the West Hollywood alignment would have cost an
estimated $2.6 billion dollars more than Alternative 2.

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/Crenshaw Station 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.

452

Your comment in support of the Century City Constellation Station 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). As part of the LPA selection,
the Metro Board of Directors decided to continue to study both station location options in
Century City (Santa Monica Boulevard and Constellation Boulevard) to address concerns
raised by the community regarding locating a station directly on a seismic fault and the
safety of tunneling under homes and schools.

In response to the Metro Board of Director’s request for more information, further analysis
was undertaken to focus on the engineering and environmental aspects of the two options
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during the preparation of the Final EIS/EIR to expand on the studies conducted in
preparation of the Draft EIS/EIR. It should be noted that prior to conducting the comparative
study, the Santa Monica Boulevard Station location was shifted slightly to the east from the
location in the Draft EIS/EIR to avoid the Santa Monica Fault zone.

The geotechnical studies conducted during preparation of the Final EIS/EIR concluded that
tunneling can be safely carried out beneath the Beverly Hills High School campus and the
West Beverly Hills, Century City, and Westwood neighborhoods. However, these studies
also determined that the Century City Santa Monica Station would cross the West Beverly
Hills Lineament, a northern extension of the active Newport-Inglewood Fault, which poses a
significant safety risk to passengers at this station location. No evidence of faulting was
found at the proposed Century City Constellation Station site.

In addition, the Century City Constellation Boulevard Station has the best pedestrian
environment, can be expected to attract the most transit riders, and is centrally located to
help shape the redevelopment of Century City as an important transit-oriented destination
on the Westside Subway Extension. Further refinements to the ridership analysis
concluded that the Century City Constellation Station would result in 3,350 more boardings
along new Westside Subway Extension stations than the Century City Santa Monica
Station due to proximity to jobs and residences within the critical 600-foot and 1/4-mile
walksheds.

Based on all of these factors, the Century City Station Location Report concluded by
recommending that the Century City Station be located along Constellation Boulevard due
to seismic safety concerns at the Santa Monica Boulevard Station and higher ridership
projections with Constellation Boulevard Station.

Please refer to Section 8.8.2 and 8.8.3 of the Final EIS/EIR for more detailed responses to
concerns related to the Century City Station. Refer to Section 7.3 of the Final EIS/EIR and
the Westside Subway Extension Century City Station Location Report for a comparison of
the two Century City Station locations. The results of further geotechnical investigations in
the Century City vicinity can be found in the Westside Subway Extension Century City Area
Fault Investigation Report and the Westside Subway Extension Century City Area
Tunneling Safety Report. The results of further ridership studies can be found in the
Westside Subway Extension Technical Report Summarizing the Results of the Forecasted
Alternatives and the Westside Subway Extension Century City TOD and Walk Access
Study. All reports are available on the Metro Westside Subway Extension Project website:
www.metro.net/projects/westside/westside-reports.
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Comment from

First Name: Randy
Last Name: Paskal

Email: randy@moviola.com
Phone: (323) 467-3107
URL:

As the President of a established Los Angeles (Hollywood) entertainment company
40-1 (est 1924) I would like make the following comment. Alternatives that include
the Santa Monica/La Brea stop are are important to keeping the entertainment
business in this historic district of Los Angeles. Without adding this line,
Metro subway is missing out on a significant business district. As the best that
I can see the Hollywood Media District is completely missing without the line
extension. Several large facilities are located within close walking distance
from this stop. The Lot (old Goldwyn/Warner Hollywood studio), Jim Henson Studio
(old Charlie Chaplin/United Artist/A&M Records), Mole Richardson, Kodak to name a
few. The idea that studios from NBC/Universal thru the Hollywood Media district
all the way to the Fox lot in Century City would be missed if the extension did
not continue from Hollywood/Highland down Santa Monica Blvd. The future LA
zoning map has been spelled and as part of that zoning recommendation includes
keeping the Hollywood Media district commercial. A big hole in the Metro plan
will be created by ignoring the Media core in Hollywood. Many media companies
have already moved out to Burbank and Glendale. It only makes sense to have an a
subway stop that works to continue to foster the rebirth of Hollywood.

Westside Subway Extension
Final Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report
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Your comment has been noted. The Santa Monica/La Brea station area was part of
Alternative 4 (Westwood/VA Hospital Extension plus West Hollywood Extension) or
Alternative 5 (Santa Monica Extension plus West Hollywood Extension). 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 1-405 more effectively. There
is not adequate funding available in Measure R or other sources to construct Alternatives 4
or 5 at this time.

However, 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 and the LPA selection process.
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87-1

COMMENT DEADLINE: OCTOBER 18, 2010

WESTSIDE SUBWAY EXTENSION
Draft EIS/EIR — Public Hearings

Bt . Written Comment Form
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Public comments on the Draft EIS/EIR will be accepted through October 18, 2010. You
may submit your comments by:
SIONQEE

Email to: westsideexte etro.net

U5 Mail to: David Mieger, Project Manager, One Gateway Plaza, 99-22-2 Los Angeles,
CA, 90012

Visiting our website metro.net/westside and clicking on "contact us’

Attending one of the public hearings listed above and verbally providing your
comments, which will be captured by a court reporter,

> Submit written comments at a public hearing

Westside Subway Extension
Final Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report
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871

Your support for Alternative 4 (Westwood/VA Hospital Extension plus West Hollywood
Extension) or Alternative 5 (Santa Monica plus West Hollywood 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 1-405 more effectively. There is not adequate funding available in
Measure R or other sources to construct Alternative 4 at this time.

However, 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 and the LPA selection process.
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RECORD #334 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date :

Submission Date :

First Name :

Last Name :

Group Affiliation :
334-1 Submission Content :

Westside Subway Extension

Submission Summarized
10/8/2010

10/8/2010

Guthrie

Paterson

| am writing in favor of the West Hollywood spur option for the proposed
Westside Subway Extension. In short, this option would (i) reduce
already congested street traffic in the Hollywood-West Hollywood
corridor, (i) tie West Hollywood (and area that is largely isolated from
the rest of the city due to its distance from major highways) with the rest
of Los Angeles, (iii) is logical given the degree of density in the
Hollywood-West Hollywood corridor and the equal mix of commerical
and residential use, and (iv) would make greater use of the proposed
Wilshire line extension by tying West Hollywood-Hollywood into the
overall system. An extension of the subway system only along Wilshire
is truly problematci given that large sections of the Wilshire cooridor
have little to no density or commercial use (i.e., Wilton to Highland). By
linking the system to vibrant and growing neighborhoods such as West
Hollywood and Hollywood - the system would achieve the true
transportation goal of linking the diaspora of Los Angeles.

Final Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report

Appendix H - Response to Comments

3341
Your support for the West Hollywood 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 1-405 more effectively. There is
not adequate funding available in Measure R or other sources to construct Alternative 4 at
this time.

However, 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 and the LPA selection process.
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7201
Your preference for the TSM Alternative 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). Alternative 2 was selected as the LPA because the analysis in
the Draft EIS/EIR demonstrated that the Build Alternatives would be more effective than the
TSM Alternative in terms of enhancing mobility, serving development opportunities, and
addressing other aspects of the Purpose and Need for the Project. Please refer to Chapter
7 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Section 2.5 of the Final EIS/EIR for information on this analysis.

Furthermore, the Project would not eliminate bus service along Wilshire Boulevard but
rather would supplement it with rail. As explained in Chapter 2, Metro Local, Limited, Rapid,
and Express bus service along Wilshire Boulevard will continue to operate in conjunction
with the rail system, if approved and implemented. The Wilshire Boulevard Bus Rapid
Transit project is also assumed to be in place. Maintenance of local bus service levels is an
important component of the transit system serving the Westside Corridor. With the
extension the Purple Line subway service to the Westwood/VA Hospital Station, it is
estimated that one-third of demand would involve local bus access. Metro continues to
seek to improve the region's transit needs and continually evaluates various transit
corridors to achieve a more interconnected transportation system. To help guide design of
subway stations, potential enhanced local bus service at stations was assessed and is

discussed in Chapter 3 of the Final EIS/EIR.

The Project will be funded primarily through a combination of Measure R local funds and
Federal New Starts funds, with some other local, State, and Federal funds. Metro will
continue to use a combination of local, State, and Federal funding sources to operate and
maintain the system. In addition to these funding sources, Metro relies on fare revenues to
fund about one-third of its operating costs. Bus operating funds will not be used to construct
the Project, and no fare increases or service reductions are proposed to cover the Project's
costs. The selection of the TSM Alternative would not have resulted in lower

fares.The Metro Board of Directors establishes fares. Currently, the Base Fare for each
boarding is $1.50 and the Metro Day Pass is $5.00. A transfer is the same as the Base

Fare - $1.50.

Furthermore, 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. Transit service is meant to serve where the
demand is greatest, and these areas are often within neighborhoods that have
Environmental Justice (EJ) populations and communities of concern. Four of the seven
stations are located in, or adjacent to the Environmental Justice populations identified in
Section 4.2.6 of the Final EIS/EIR. Therefore, people living in EJ populations will have the
same opportunity to access the transit and mobility improvements provided by the subway.

The increased connectivity would also reduce the number of transfers which would have a
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720-1

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. The transit
benefits associated with the LPA are further detailed in Section 3.4 of the Final EIS/EIR.

Westside Subway Extension March 2012
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Comment from

First Name: Ruth
Last Name: Peeples

Email: ruth.peeples@macerich.com
Phone: (310) 899-6325
URL:
84-1 I just want to say that I had high hopes that this project would be completed

sooner than 2035. We need it now. I believe people will use the subway,
especially to Santa Monica, and do not believe studies that show the opposite.
If you build it, they will come! Personally, I have parked my car at home and am
now taking the Santa Monica Blue Bus line to work every day. PLEASE PUSH THIS
PROJECT THROUGH SOONER THAN 2035!

Thank you for listening.

Ruth Peeples
Westside resident since 1969

Westside Subway Extension
Final Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report

Appendix H - Response to Comments

84-1

Your comment about the project schedule has been noted. In April 2010, the Metro Board
of Directors adopted the America Fast Forward 30/10 Initiative that directs that the
Westside Subway Extension Project to seek accelerated federal funding to deliver the
Project in a single phase to Westwood. Based on this accelerated funding schedule, the
parallel construction of portions of the alignment and stations would allow the entire LPA to
be open and operational to the Westwood/VA Hospital Station in 2022 as a single phase.

In the event that accelerated federal funding cannot be secured, the LPA would be
constructed in three sequential phases in accordance with the Metro Long Range
Transportation Plan. The first phase to the Wilshire/La Cienega Station would open in
2020, the second phase to the Century City Station would open in 2026, and the final
phase to the Westwood/VA Hospital Station would open in 2036.

Please refer to Section 2.6.11 of the Final EIS/EIR for further information on the
construction schedule.
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From: Allon G. Percus

To: Westside Extension

CC:

Subject: comment on VA Hospital station location

53-1 | was very surprised to see, in 7.3.6 of the Draft EIS/EIR, that the Westwood/V A Hospital station
locations appear to be evaluated based on the assumption that the station will exclusively serve
the hospital. For instance, it is noted that “the south option offers much better pedestrian access
to the VA Hospital for employees, patients, and visitors,” but nowhere is the quality of
pedestrian access to Brentwood and West LA discussed.

Given the amount of high-density housing and businesses immediately to the west of the VA,
this seems outrageously short-sighted. Barrington Ave. is less than half a mile from the VA
station, and the surrounding area represents a tremendous potential market for the VVA station if
pedestrian access were facilitated. | would very much encourage you to take this broader
community into account, and discard your implicit assumption of a station predominantly
dedicated to the hospital.

I wish | could attend tomorrow night’s meeting, where this point may be discussed.
Unfortunately | will be teaching at that time. | very much hope this comment will nevertheless
receive serious consideration.

Best wishes,
Allon Percus

Allon G. Percus
Associate Professor, School of Mathematical Sciences
Claremont Graduate University

E-mail: allon.percus@cgu.edu Phone: 909-607-0744 Fax: 909-607-8261

Westside Subway Extension
Final Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report

Appendix H - Response to Comments

53-1
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 1-405 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 1-405 more
effectively. In response, five proposed stations west of 1-405 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,
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
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53-1

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.

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
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53-1
(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/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.

Westside Subway Extension March 2012
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RECORD #819 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date :

Submission Date :

First Name :

Last Name :

Group Affiliation :
819-1 Submission Content :

Attachments :

Westside Subway Extension

Submission Summarized

11/1/2010

11/1/2010

Maria

Perez

BRU

As a daily rider bus rider on the Wilshire corridor, | am looking forward to
the public health and mobility benefits that the Transportation System
Management (TSM) Alternative in the Westside Subway Extension Draft
Environmental Impact Report could have for Wilshire Blvd. If chose, this
option could create a more robust bus system by improving “upon the
existing Metro Rapid Bus service and local bus service in the Westside
Extension Transit Corridor study area.”

| as a passenger suggest increasing bus service on Wilshire as it's the
easiest form of transit.

maria perez.pdf (483 kb)

Final Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report
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8191
Your preference for the TSM Alternative 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). Alternative 2 was selected as the LPA because the analysis in
the Draft EIS/EIR demonstrated that the Build Alternatives would be more effective than the
TSM Alternative in terms of enhancing mobility, serving development opportunities, and
addressing other aspects of the Purpose and Need for the Project. Please refer to Chapter
7 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Section 2.5 of the Final EIS/EIR for information on this analysis.

Furthermore, the Project would not eliminate bus service along Wilshire Boulevard but
rather would supplement it with rail. As explained in Chapter 2, Metro Local, Limited, Rapid,
and Express bus service along Wilshire Boulevard will continue to operate in conjunction
with the rail system, if approved and implemented. The Wilshire Boulevard Bus Rapid
Transit project is also assumed to be in place. Maintenance of local bus service levels is an
important component of the transit system serving the Westside Corridor. With the
extension the Purple Line subway service to the Westwood/VA Hospital Station, it is
estimated that one-third of demand would involve local bus access. Metro continues to
seek to improve the region's transit needs and continually evaluates various transit
corridors to achieve a more interconnected transportation system. To help guide design of
subway stations, potential enhanced local bus service at stations was assessed and is
discussed in Chapter 3 of the Final EIS/EIR.

The Project will be funded primarily through a combination of Measure R local funds and
Federal New Starts funds, with some other local, State, and Federal funds. Metro will
continue to use a combination of local, State, and Federal funding sources to operate and
maintain the system. In addition to these funding sources, Metro relies on fare revenues to
fund about one-third of its operating costs. Bus operating funds will not be used to construct
the Project, and no fare increases or service reductions are proposed to cover the Project's
costs. The selection of the TSM Alternative would not have resulted in lower

fares.The Metro Board of Directors establishes fares. Currently, the Base Fare for each
boarding is $1.50 and the Metro Day Pass is $5.00. A transfer is the same as the Base
Fare - $1.50.

Furthermore, 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. Transit service is meant to serve where the
demand is greatest, and these areas are often within neighborhoods that have
Environmental Justice (EJ) populations and communities of concern. Four of the seven
stations are located in, or adjacent to the Environmental Justice populations identified in
Section 4.2.6 of the Final EIS/EIR. Therefore, people living in EJ populations will have the
same opportunity to access the transit and mobility improvements provided by the subway.

The increased connectivity would also reduce the number of transfers which would have a
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beneficial economic impact to elderly and low-income communities. The Project would also

819-1

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. The transit
benefits associated with the LPA are further detailed in Section 3.4 of the Final EIS/EIR.
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RECORD #581 DETAIL
Status :

Record Date :
Submission Date :
First Name :

Last Name :

Group Affiliation :
Submission Content :

581-1

581-2 |

Westside Subway Extension

Submission Summarized
10/19/2010

10/19/2010

JP

Perry

| support the Westside Subway! But please:
1) Find a way to connect this line to Hollywood/Highland. Many people
would benefit from this connection, especially commuters taking the Red

Line from the Valley.

2) Find a way to get this done before we are all old. | am not willing to
wait three decades.

Final Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report

Appendix H - Response to Comments

581-1
Your support for the Westside Subway Extension Project and the West Hollywood
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 1-405 more effectively. There is not adequate funding available in
Measure R or other sources to construct Alternative 4 at this time.

However, 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 and the LPA selection process.

581-2
Your comment about the project schedule has been noted. In April 2010, the Metro Board
of Directors adopted the America Fast Forward 30/10 Initiative that directs that the
Westside Subway Extension Project to seek accelerated federal funding to deliver the
Project in a single phase to Westwood. Based on this accelerated funding schedule, the
parallel construction of portions of the alignment and stations would allow the entire LPA to
be open and operational to the Westwood/VA Hospital Station in 2022 as a single phase.

In the event that accelerated federal funding cannot be secured, the LPA would be
constructed in three sequential phases in accordance with the Metro Long Range
Transportation Plan. The first phase to the Wilshire/La Cienega Station would open in
2020, the second phase to the Century City Station would open in 2026, and the final
phase to the Westwood/VA Hospital Station would open in 2036.

Please refer to Section 2.6.11 of the Final EIS/EIR for further information on the
construction schedule.
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7091
Your preference for the TSM Alternative 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). Alternative 2 was selected as the LPA because the analysis in
the Draft EIS/EIR demonstrated that the Build Alternatives would be more effective than the
TSM Alternative in terms of enhancing mobility, serving development opportunities, and
addressing other aspects of the Purpose and Need for the Project. Please refer to Chapter
7 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Section 2.5 of the Final EIS/EIR for information on this analysis.

Furthermore, the Project would not eliminate bus service along Wilshire Boulevard but
rather would supplement it with rail. As explained in Chapter 2, Metro Local, Limited, Rapid,
and Express bus service along Wilshire Boulevard will continue to operate in conjunction
with the rail system, if approved and implemented. The Wilshire Boulevard Bus Rapid
Transit project is also assumed to be in place. Maintenance of local bus service levels is an
important component of the transit system serving the Westside Corridor. With the
extension the Purple Line subway service to the Westwood/VA Hospital Station, it is
estimated that one-third of demand would involve local bus access. Metro continues to
seek to improve the region's transit needs and continually evaluates various transit
corridors to achieve a more interconnected transportation system. To help guide design of
subway stations, potential enhanced local bus service at stations was assessed and is
discussed in Chapter 3 of the Final EIS/EIR.

The Project will be funded primarily through a combination of Measure R local funds and
Federal New Starts funds, with some other local, State, and Federal funds. Metro will
continue to use a combination of local, State, and Federal funding sources to operate and
maintain the system. In addition to these funding sources, Metro relies on fare revenues to
fund about one-third of its operating costs. Bus operating funds will not be used to construct
the Project, and no fare increases or service reductions are proposed to cover the Project's
costs. The selection of the TSM Alternative would not have resulted in lower fares.The
Metro Board of Directors establishes fares. Currently, the Base Fare for each boarding is
$1.50 and the Metro Day Pass is $5.00. A transfer is the same as the Base Fare - $1.50.

Furthermore, 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. Transit service is meant to serve where the
demand is greatest, and these areas are often within neighborhoods that have
Environmental Justice (EJ) populations and communities of concern. Four of the seven
stations are located in, or adjacent to the Environmental Justice populations identified in
Section 4.2.6 of the Final EIS/EIR. Therefore, people living in EJ populations will have the
same opportunity to access the transit and mobility improvements provided by the subway.

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
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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. The transit
benefits associated with the LPA are further detailed in Section 3.4 of the Final EIS/EIR.

Your comment regarding methane gas and other subsurface hazardous gases has been
noted.

Safety, both during construction and eventual operations, is one of Metro's highest
priorities. It was also one of the key evaluation criteria during the Draft EIS/EIR, and has
been further considered in the Final EIS/EIR phase. In 2005, an American Public
Transportation Association Peer Review Panel determined that "It is possible to tunnel and
operate a subway along the Wilshire Corridor safely." This conclusion was reached given
the newer technology now used for tunneling, including pressurized face tunnel boring
machines.

Subsurface gas is present throughout much of the Los Angeles area and is often a factor in
foundation design and construction of underground structures. While tunneling for
transportation has special considerations, other projects have been constructed in
subsurface gas zones within the Los Angeles region, including buildings with deep parking
garages and basements, storm drains, sewer projects and other utility projects along the
Wilshire Corridor. In addition, Metro has safely operated the existing Metro Red/Purple Line
subway for over 15 years and has successfully constructed subway tunnels where
subsurface gas has been present.

Methane and hydrogen sulfide are present in high concentrations along about a 1.1 mile
stretch of the Westside Subway Extension alignment along Wilshire Boulevard from about
Burnside Avenue on the east to about La Jolla Avenue on the west. However, the entire
LPA alignment passes through an area characterized by oil and gas fields and is within the
City's Methane Zone. Therefore, the possibility of encountering gaseous subsurface
conditions can be expected for any portion of the alignment, and hazardous subsurface
gases pose a significant hazard for construction of the LPA.

During construction, the pressurized face tunnel boring machines isolate gas from workers
and the public, while gassy soil and tar sands are handled and disposed of appropriately.
Robust underground ventilation and gas monitoring systems provide additional warning and
protection. In addition, the state of California's division of Occupational Safety and Health
(Cal/lOSHA) maintains strict safety orders for tunneling where ground is classified as
"Gassy" or "Potentially Gassy." Safety measures include continuous monitoring of the
environment, "spark-proof" equipment, and other means to reduce risks to workers and the
surroundings. The following mitigation measures will be implemented during construction of
the LPA to reduce risks related to the presence of hazardous subsurface gases:
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* CON-51-Techniques to Lower the Risk of Exposure to Hydrogen Sulfide
* CON-52-Measures to Reduce Gas Inflows

« CON-53-Further Research on Oil Well Locations

* CON-54-Worker Safety for Gassy Tunnels

The design and operation for tunnels and stations will provide a redundant protection
system against gas intrusion. This will include: physical barriers to keep gas out of the
tunnels and stations; high volume ventilation systems to dilute gases to safe levels; gas
detection and monitoring systems with alarms; emergency ventilation triggered by the gas
detection systems; additional training of personnel to respond to alarms. The following
mitigation measures will be implemented during operation of the LPA to minimize risks
related to subsurface hazardous gases:

* GEO-5 - Hazardous Subsurface Gas Operations
* GEO-6-Hazardous Subsurface Gas Structural Design
¢ GEO-7 - Tunnel Advisory Panel Design Review

With implementation of these mitigation measures, risks associated with hazardous
subsurface gases will be reduced to less than significant levels during both construction
and operation of the LPA.

Please refer to Section 4.8 (operations) and Section 4.15 (construction) of the Final
EIS/EIR for more detailed discussion of methane gas and other subsurface hazardous
gases. 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.
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Status :

Record Date :

Submission Date :

First Name :

Last Name :

Group Affiliation :
471-1 Submission Content :

Westside Subway Extension

Submission Summarized
10/15/2010

10/15/2010

Richard

Pfefferman

| vote for the Century City subway station to be on Constellation Blvd. |
agree with Metro that the station should be in the center of Century City
at Constellation and Avenue of the Stars where the thousands of
employees need to get to work.
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Your comment in support of the Century City Constellation Station 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). As part of the LPA selection,
the Metro Board of Directors decided to continue to study both station location options in
Century City (Santa Monica Boulevard and Constellation Boulevard) to address concerns
raised by the community regarding locating a station directly on a seismic fault and the
safety of tunneling under homes and schools.

In response to the Metro Board of Director’s request for more information, further analysis
was undertaken to focus on the engineering and environmental aspects of the two options
during the preparation of the Final EIS/EIR to expand on the studies conducted in
preparation of the Draft EIS/EIR. It should be noted that prior to conducting the comparative
study, the Santa Monica Boulevard Station location was shifted slightly to the east from the
location in the Draft EIS/EIR to avoid the Santa Monica Fault zone.

The geotechnical studies conducted during preparation of the Final EIS/EIR concluded that
tunneling can be safely carried out beneath the Beverly Hills High School campus and the
West Beverly Hills, Century City, and Westwood neighborhoods. However, these studies
also determined that the Century City Santa Monica Station would cross the West Beverly
Hills Lineament, a northern extension of the active Newport-Inglewood Fault, which poses a
significant safety risk to passengers at this station location. No evidence of faulting was
found at the proposed Century City Constellation Station site.

In addition, the Century City Constellation Boulevard Station has the best pedestrian
environment, can be expected to attract the most transit riders, and is centrally located to
help shape the redevelopment of Century City as an important transit-oriented destination
on the Westside Subway Extension. Further refinements to the ridership analysis
concluded that the Century City Constellation Station would result in 3,350 more boardings
along new Westside Subway Extension stations than the Century City Santa Monica
Station due to proximity to jobs and residences within the critical 600-foot and 1/4-mile
walksheds.

Based on all of these factors, the Century City Station Location Report concluded by
recommending that the Century City Station be located along Constellation Boulevard due
to seismic safety concerns at the Santa Monica Boulevard Station and higher ridership
projections with Constellation Boulevard Station.

Please refer to Section 8.8.2 and 8.8.3 of the Final EIS/EIR for more detailed responses to
concerns related to the Century City Station. Refer to Section 7.3 of the Final EIS/EIR and
the Westside Subway Extension Century City Station Location Report for a comparison of
the two Century City Station locations. The results of further geotechnical investigations in
the Century City vicinity can be found in the Westside Subway Extension Century City Area
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Fault Investigation Report and the Westside Subway Extension Century City Area
Tunneling Safety Report. The results of further ridership studies can be found in the
Westside Subway Extension Technical Report Summarizing the Results of the Forecasted
Alternatives and the Westside Subway Extension Century City TOD and Walk Access
Study. All reports are available on the Metro Westside Subway Extension Project website:
www.metro.net/projects/westside/westside-reports.
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Status :

Record Date :

Submission Date :

First Name :

Last Name :

Group Affiliation :
368-1 Submission Content :

Westside Subway Extension

Submission Summarized
10/12/2010

10/12/2010

Paul

Philley

Current staff recomendation for the LPA (given before the closure of
public comment) recommends that the Constellation north alignment
would be further studied, while the Constellation south alignment would
not. The Constellation south allignment would provide for a faster,
smoother ride with less construction costs than the winding Constellation
north alignment. Metro, willing to tunnel under people in Downtown,
Hollywood and the Eastside, should not shy away from the findings of
their Environmental Impact Report and should build the project that will
serve the most people with the best level of service. The project
involves the Constellation south alignment. To do otherwise is an insult
to environmental justice and to all future riders who must endure slower
trains further from their intended destinations.
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Appendix H - Response to Comments

368-1

Your comment in support of the Constellation South alignment between Beverly Hills and
Century City has been noted. Of the two alignments that serve the Constellation Station,
the Constellation North Alignment was selected by the Metro Board of Directors for further
study as part of the Locally Preferred Alternative (LPA) and the Constellation South
Alignment was removed from further consideration as part of the LPA. The Constellation
North Alignment would pass beneath 4 residential properties while the Constellation South
Alignment would pass beneath 23 residential properties. Both Constellation North and
South alignments would have similar initial costs. The Santa Monica Boulevard alignment
that follows Wilshire Boulevard and Santa Monica Boulevard was also recommended to be
carried forward for further study as part of the LPA so that a route serving the station on
Santa Monica Boulevard is also provided. In selecting a route, Metro considers several
factors, including ridership, user benefits, travel time, capital costs, performance
characteristics, and environmental impacts. Generally, the least expensive, most direct,
and highest ridership route is the preferred route, but a combination or balancing of the
factors identified above are used in making a selection.

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 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 alignments in
the Century City vicinity 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.
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Status :

Record Date :
Submission Date :
First Name :

Last Name :

Group Affiliation :
Submission Content :

473-1

Westside Subway Extension

Submission Summarized

10/15/2010

10/15/2010

Eric

Pisarro-Grant

n/a

Having lived and worked on the westside, | still need/like to travel there.
| cannot easily take the bus and subway to work downtown, as | do, then
meet others on the westside without driving. | would very much like to
see an exention all the way down Wilshire Blvd. It only makes sense.
Another across Olympic and one down Washington/Venice would be
excellent improvements, but the Wilshire corridor is of primary

importance to connect the westside and Santa Monica to
Hollywood/downtown/East LA/Pasadena.
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Your support for Alternative 3 (Santa Monica Extension) has 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 1-405 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.

Your support of other routes along Olympic and Washington/Venice have also been noted.
However, these corridors were not part of the focus of the Westside 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.
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Status :

Record Date :

Submission Date :

First Name :

Last Name :

Group Affiliation :
476-1 Submission Content :

Westside Subway Extension

Submission Summarized

10/15/2010

10/15/2010

Dr. Barbara

Polland

Comstock Hills

To The Attention of METRO Draft EIS/EIR - please add my METRO vote
location - Century City Station to be located at Constellation Blvd/Ave
Stars and the Central route into Westwood - my rationale: it will not be
directly over the Santa Monica fault, there will be minimal noise and
vibrations for the residences, the Central Route is deeper than the East
Route and | believe it will be more user friendly, serving the most people.
Respectfully, Dr. Barbara Polland
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Your comment in support of the Century City Constellation Station and the Central route
between Century City and Westwood/UCLA 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). As part of the LPA selection, the Metro Board of
Directors decided to continue to study both station location options in Century City (Santa
Monica Boulevard and Constellation Boulevard) to address concerns raised by the
community regarding locating a station directly on a seismic fault and the safety of
tunneling under homes and schools. In addition, the Metro Board of Directors decided to
not include the West or Central alignments between Century City and Westwood/UCLA as
part of the LPA, but to continue to study the East alignment because the East alignment is
the most direct and least expensive route between the two stations.

In response to the Metro Board of Director's request for more information, further analysis
was undertaken to focus on the engineering and environmental aspects of the two options
during the preparation of the Final EIS/EIR to expand on the studies conducted in
preparation of the Draft EIS/EIR. It should be noted that prior to conducting the comparative
study, the Santa Monica Boulevard Station location was shifted slightly to the east from the
location in the Draft EIS/EIR to avoid the Santa Monica Fault zone.

The geotechnical studies conducted during preparation of the Final EIS/EIR concluded that
tunneling can be safely carried out beneath the Beverly Hills High School campus and the
West Beverly Hills, Century City, and Westwood neighborhoods. However, these studies
also determined that the Century City Santa Monica Station would cross the West Beverly
Hills Lineament, a northern extension of the active Newport-Inglewood Fault, which poses a
significant safety risk to passengers at this station location. No evidence of faulting was
found at the proposed Century City Constellation Station site.

In addition, the Century City Constellation Boulevard Station has the best pedestrian
environment, can be expected to attract the most transit riders, and is centrally located to
help shape the redevelopment of Century City as an important transit-oriented destination
on the Westside Subway Extension. Further refinements to the ridership analysis
concluded that the Century City Constellation Station would result in 3,350 more boardings
along new Westside Subway Extension stations than the Century City Santa Monica
Station due to proximity to jobs and residences within the critical 600-foot and 1/4-mile
walksheds.

Subway tunnels are typically at least 50 to 70 feet below the surface to the track depth. As
a result, noise and vibration are not typically noticeable at the surface. In the Beverly Hills,
Century City, and Westwood areas, the proposed subway tunnels would generally be
deeper than this in the areas where it would pass beneath homes and schools. For
example, at Beverly Hills High School, the track depth would be 75-80 feet below the first
floor of the school buildings. In Westwood, the track depth is more than 100 feet deep in
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most places. Since the first segment of the subway opened in 1993, Metro has received no
complaints about noise or vibration due to subway operations.

Additional detailed geotechnical studies were conducted during the Final EIS/EIR phase to
assess soil conditions and determine the potential for noise or vibration impacts on the
surface along the refined alignments. This included measurements at the Beverly Hills High
School site and in its buildings, as well as in the residential area between the Century City
and Westwood/UCLA Stations.

These studies concluded that the predicted vibration and noise levels are within the FTA
requirements, and tunnel operation is not anticipated to have adverse impacts with the
implementation of mitigation. Noise from operation of the LPA from such sources as station
ventilation system fans, emergency ventilation fans, traction power substations, and
emergency generators will be designed to meet the noise-level limits specified in Metro Rail
Design Criteria and will not result in any noise impacts. There are no vibration-sensitive
receivers along the LPA that are predicted to exceed the FTA ground-borne vibration
criteria.

Three locations along the LPA were identified where exceedance of the FTA ground-borne
noise criteria will occur due to train operations along tangent track or through crossovers, if
mitigation measures are not implemented. These locations are the Wilshire Ebell Theatre,
an apartment building on Wilshire Boulevard at Orange Drive, and the Saban Theatre. To
mitigate the potential for ground-borne noise impacts at these three locations, the following
mitigation measures will be implemented:

« VIB-1—High compliance direct-fixation resilient rail fasteners will be incorporated into the
design of the trackwork at the Wilshire Ebell Theatre and the Saban Theatre, which will
reduce ground-borne noise by 5 to 7 dBA.

« VIB-2—A low impact crossover such as a moveable point frog or a spring-loaded frog will
be used in the design of Wilshire/La Brea No. 10 double crossover for the apartments,
which will reduce ground-borne noise by 5 to 6 dBA.

With these mitigation measures, there are no vibration-sensitive receivers that are
predicted to exceed the FTA ground-borne vibration criteria during operation. Mitigation
measure VIB-2 was added subsequent to the Draft EIS/EIR due to the additional studies
conducted during preparation of this Final EIS/EIR.

Based on all of these factors, the Century City Station Location Report concluded by
recommending that the Century City Station be located along Constellation Boulevard due
to seismic safety concerns at the Santa Monica Boulevard Station and higher ridership
projections with Constellation Boulevard Station.

Please refer to Section 8.8.2 and 8.8.3 of the Final EIS/EIR for more detailed responses to
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concerns related to the Century City Station. Refer to Section 7.3 of the Final EIS/EIR and
the Westside Subway Extension Century City Station Location Report for a comparison of
the two Century City Station locations. The results of further geotechnical investigations in
the Century City vicinity can be found in the Westside Subway Extension Century City Area
Fault Investigation Report and theWestside Subway Extension Century City Area Tunneling
Safety Report. The results of further ridership studies can be found in the Westside Subway
Extension Technical Report Summarizing the Results of the Forecasted Alternatives and
the Westside Subway Extension Century City TOD and Walk Access Study. Results of
these additional noise and vibration analyses and mitigation measures can be found in
Section 4.6 of this Final EIS/EIR and the Westside Subway Extension Noise and Vibration
Study.All reports are available on the Metro Westside Subway Extension Project website:
www.metro.net/projects/westside/westside-reports.

March 2012
Page H-6.3-97



RECORD #759 DETAIL
Status :
Record Date :
Submission Date :
First Name :
Last Name :
Group Affiliation :
Title :

759-1 Submission Content :

Westside Subway Extension

Submission Summarized
11/1/2010

11/1/2010

Carmen

Portillo

BRU

As a daily rider bus rider on the Wilshire corridor, | am looking forward to
the public health and mobility benefits that the Transportation System
Management (TSM) Alternative in the Westside Subway Extension Draft
Environmental Impact Report could have for Wilshire Blvd. If chose, this
option could create a more robust bus system by improving “upon the
existing Metro Rapid Bus service and local bus service in the Westside
Extension Transit Corridor study area.”

Final Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report

Appendix H - Response to Comments

7591
Your preference for the TSM Alternative 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). Alternative 2 was selected as the LPA because the analysis in
the Draft EIS/EIR demonstrated that the Build Alternatives would be more effective than the
TSM Alternative in terms of enhancing mobility, serving development opportunities, and
addressing other aspects of the Purpose and Need for the Project. Please refer to Chapter
7 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Section 2.5 of the Final EIS/EIR for information on this analysis.

Furthermore, the Project would not eliminate bus service along Wilshire Boulevard but
rather would supplement it with rail. As explained in Chapter 2, Metro Local, Limited, Rapid,
and Express bus service along Wilshire Boulevard will continue to operate in conjunction
with the rail system, if approved and implemented. The Wilshire Boulevard Bus Rapid
Transit project is also assumed to be in place. Maintenance of local bus service levels is an
important component of the transit system serving the Westside Corridor. With the
extension the Purple Line subway service to the Westwood/VA Hospital Station, it is
estimated that one-third of demand would involve local bus access. Metro continues to
seek to improve the region's transit needs and continually evaluates various transit
corridors to achieve a more interconnected transportation system. To help guide design of
subway stations, potential enhanced local bus service at stations was assessed and is
discussed in Chapter 3 of the Final EIS/EIR.

The Project will be funded primarily through a combination of Measure R local funds and
Federal New Starts funds, with some other local, State, and Federal funds. Metro will
continue to use a combination of local, State, and Federal funding sources to operate and
maintain the system. In addition to these funding sources, Metro relies on fare revenues to
fund about one-third of its operating costs. Bus operating funds will not be used to construct
the Project, and no fare increases or service reductions are proposed to cover the Project's
costs. The selection of the TSM Alternative would not have resulted in lower

fares.The Metro Board of Directors establishes fares. Currently, the Base Fare for each
boarding is $1.50 and the Metro Day Pass is $5.00. A transfer is the same as the Base
Fare - $1.50.

Furthermore, 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. Transit service is meant to serve where the
demand is greatest, and these areas are often within neighborhoods that have
Environmental Justice (EJ) populations and communities of concern. Four of the seven
stations are located in, or adjacent to the Environmental Justice populations identified in
Section 4.2.6 of the Final EIS/EIR. Therefore, people living in EJ populations will have the
same opportunity to access the transit and mobility improvements provided by the subway.

The increased connectivity would also reduce the number of transfers which would have a
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beneficial economic impact to elderly and low-income communities. The Project would also

759-1

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. The transit
benefits associated with the LPA are further detailed in Section 3.4 of the Final EIS/EIR.
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Date October 19, 2010

Honorable Don Knabe, Chalr

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
One Gateway Plaza

Los Angeles, CA S0012-2952

Dear Chairman Knabe:

| wholeheartedly support the Westside extension of the subway and continue to be a strong
advocate for the creation of new public transit options for the community. We are
encouraged by the progress Metro Is making towards achieving this goal and want to
contribute our comments to the Draft Environmental Review (DEIR) document now in
circulation.

In order to serve this community with the most ridership, we believe that the Constellation
Boulevard and Avenue of the Stars station alignment should be adopted for several reasons:

= It will bring passengers to the heart of Century City, providing both convenience to
travelers, as well as increased ridership which will benefit everyone.

« With nearly 40,000 employees within Century City clusterad around this intersection,
they are more likely to use the subway for both commuting and for trips during the day if
the portal is conveniently locaied.

Thank you for your attention to our views. We look forward to the subway reaching Century
City at the comers of Constellation Boulevard and Avenue of the Stars.

Sincerely,

Donna Preece
Participations Accountant

Ce: Mayor Antonio Villaralgosa Honorable Zev Yaroslavsky
City Hall L.A. County Supervisor
200 No. Spring Strest 821 Kenneth Hahn Hall of Administration
Los Angeles, CA 90012 500 W, Templs Strest
Los Angeles, CA 80012

Councilman Paul Koretz, Council District 5
City Hall

200 North Spring Street

Room 440

Los Angeles, CA 90012
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Your comment in support of the Westside Subway Extension has been noted.

Your comment in support of the Century City Constellation Station 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). As part of the LPA selection,
the Metro Board of Directors decided to continue to study both station location options in
Century City (Santa Monica Boulevard and Constellation Boulevard) to address concerns
raised by the community regarding locating a station directly on a seismic fault and the
safety of tunneling under homes and schools.

In response to the Metro Board of Director's request for more information, further analysis
was undertaken to focus on the engineering and environmental aspects of the two options
during the preparation of the Final EIS/EIR to expand on the studies conducted in
preparation of the Draft EIS/EIR. It should be noted that prior to conducting the comparative
study, the Santa Monica Boulevard Station location was shifted slightly to the east from the
location in the Draft EIS/EIR to avoid the Santa Monica Fault zone.

The geotechnical studies conducted during preparation of the Final EIS/EIR concluded that
tunneling can be safely carried out beneath the Beverly Hills High School campus and the
West Beverly Hills, Century City, and Westwood neighborhoods. However, these studies
also determined that the Century City Santa Monica Station would cross the West Beverly
Hills Lineament, a northern extension of the active Newport-Inglewood Fault, which poses a
significant safety risk to passengers at this station location. No evidence of faulting was
found at the proposed Century City Constellation Station site.

In addition, the Century City Constellation Boulevard Station has the best pedestrian
environment, can be expected to attract the most transit riders, and is centrally located to
help shape the redevelopment of Century City as an important transit-oriented destination
on the Westside Subway Extension. Further refinements to the ridership analysis
concluded that the Century City Constellation Station would result in 3,350 more boardings
along new Westside Subway Extension stations than the Century City Santa Monica
Station due to proximity to jobs and residences within the critical 600-foot and 1/4-mile
walksheds.

Based on all of these factors, the Century City Station Location Report concluded by
recommending that the Century City Station be located along Constellation Boulevard due
to seismic safety concerns at the Santa Monica Boulevard Station and higher ridership
projections with Constellation Boulevard Station.

Please refer to Section 8.8.2 and 8.8.3 of the Final EIS/EIR for more detailed responses to
concerns related to the Century City Station. Refer to Section 7.3 of the Final EIS/EIR and
the Westside Subway Extension Century City Station Location Report for a comparison of
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the two Century City Station locations. The results of further geotechnical investigations in
the Century City vicinity can be found in the Westside Subway Extension Century City Area
Fault Investigation Report and the Westside Subway Extension Century City Area
Tunneling Safety Report. The results of further ridership studies can be found in the
Westside Subway Extension Technical Report Summarizing the Results of the Forecasted
Alternatives and the Westside Subway Extension Century City TOD and Walk Access
Study. All reports are available on the Metro Westside Subway Extension Project website:
www.metro.net/projects/westside/westside-reports.
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salud puablica y la movilidad que la Altenativa llamada Manejo de Sistemas de Transportacion (TSM)

en el borrador del Reporte de Impacto Ambiental de la Extension del Tren Subterraneo al Oeste podria

tener para Wilshire Blvd. Si seleccionan esta opcién podria crear un sistema de autobuses mas solido
mediante la mejora “en el estado actual de servicio Rapido y servicio de autobuses locales en la area

Como un pasajera/o del autobus en el corredor de Wilshire, estoy anticipando los beneficios de la
de estudio del bulevar de transito extension al oeste.”

Comentario publico para el borrador del reporte del impacto ambiental para la extension del tren subterraneou

al oeste del 2010
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Your preference for the TSM Alternative 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). Alternative 2 was selected as the LPA because the analysis in
the Draft EIS/EIR demonstrated that the Build Alternatives would be more effective than the
TSM Alternative in terms of enhancing mobility, serving development opportunities, and
addressing other aspects of the Purpose and Need for the Project. Please refer to Chapter
7 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Section 2.5 of the Final EIS/EIR for information on this analysis.

Furthermore, the Project would not eliminate bus service along Wilshire Boulevard but
rather would supplement it with rail. As explained in Chapter 2, Metro Local, Limited, Rapid,
and Express bus service along Wilshire Boulevard will continue to operate in conjunction
with the rail system, if approved and implemented. The Wilshire Boulevard Bus Rapid
Transit project is also assumed to be in place. Maintenance of local bus service levels is an
important component of the transit system serving the Westside Corridor. With the
extension the Purple Line subway service to the Westwood/VA Hospital Station, it is
estimated that one-third of demand would involve local bus access. Metro continues to
seek to improve the region's transit needs and continually evaluates various transit
corridors to achieve a more interconnected transportation system. To help guide design of
subway stations, potential enhanced local bus service at stations was assessed and is
discussed in Chapter 3 of the Final EIS/EIR.

The Project will be funded primarily through a combination of Measure R local funds and
Federal New Starts funds, with some other local, State, and Federal funds. Metro will
continue to use a combination of local, State, and Federal funding sources to operate and
maintain the system. In addition to these funding sources, Metro relies on fare revenues to
fund about one-third of its operating costs. Bus operating funds will not be used to construct
the Project, and no fare increases or service reductions are proposed to cover the Project's
costs. The selection of the TSM Alternative would not have resulted in lower

fares.The Metro Board of Directors establishes fares. Currently, the Base Fare for each
boarding is $1.50 and the Metro Day Pass is $5.00. A transfer is the same as the Base
Fare - $1.50.

Furthermore, 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. Transit service is meant to serve where the
demand is greatest, and these areas are often within neighborhoods that have
Environmental Justice (EJ) populations and communities of concern. Four of the seven
stations are located in, or adjacent to the Environmental Justice populations identified in
Section 4.2.6 of the Final EIS/EIR. Therefore, people living in EJ populations will have the
same opportunity to access the transit and mobility improvements provided by the subway.

The increased connectivity would also reduce the number of transfers which would have a
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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. The transit
benefits associated with the LPA are further detailed in Section 3.4 of the Final EIS/EIR.
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From: erabin

To: Westside Extension

Subject: Westside Subway Expansion - Santa Monica Blvd. Option
Date: Friday, October 01, 2010 11:20:30 AM

Dear MTA Board,

2ort We are not in favor of the Constellation Station in Century City, as

drilling and construction would run under Beverly Hills High School.

The MTA board should approve the original plan that incorporats
Santa Monica Blvd for the Westside expansion of the subway (the
"Santa Monica" option).

Thank you,

Edward and Melissa Rabin
3300 Barbydell Dr.

Los Angles 90064
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Your comment in support of the Century City Santa Monica Station location and concerns
about tunneling beneath homes and schools as well as the development of the Century
City station and alignment options has been noted.

Metro followed FTA's New Starts project planning and development process and carefully
considered public input in developing the location of the Century City Station. The process
of determining the location of the Century City Station began with the Westside Transit
Corridor Alternatives Analysis Study in 2007. At the beginning of the Alternatives Analysis
(AA) Study, two general corridors—one along Wilshire Boulevard and the other along
Santa Monica Boulevard—were presented to the public at Early Scoping meetings. Some
people who spoke at the Early Scoping meetings generally supported the proposed station
locations that were presented (Santa Monica Boulevard in Century City being one of them).
However, some attendees also suggested additional or alternate station locations, with
some commenting that the station in Century City should be south of Santa Monica
Boulevard, closer to the center of Century City, which Metro took into consideration.

During scoping for the Draft EIS/EIR in 2009, Metro sought additional public comment on
the alignment and station options in the Beverly Hills to Westwood area, including the
Century City Station location. During preparation of the Draft EIS/EIR, the alignment and
station locations were refined to avoid impacts to the natural and built environments where
feasible, provide a cost-effective solution to increase east/west mobility in the Study Area,
and respond to public and agency input. The analysis and refinement of the station and
alignment locations, including the Century City Station location, are described in the
Westside Subway Extension Alternatives Screening and Refinement Following Scoping
Report. Ultimately, the Century City Santa Monica Station and the Century City
Constellation Station were carried forward for analysis in the Draft EIS/EIR.

Following public circulation of the Draft EIS/EIR, on October 28, 2010, the Metro Board of
Directors identified Alternative 2 (Westwood/VA Hospital Extension) as the Locally
Preferred Alternative (LPA). As part of the LPA selection, the Metro Board of Directors
decided to continue to study both station location options in Century City (Santa Monica
Boulevard and Constellation Boulevard) to address concerns raised by the community
regarding locating a station directly on a seismic fault and the safety of tunneling under
homes and schools. The Metro Board of Directors also decided to not include the
Constellation South alignment between the Wilshire/Rodeo and Century City Stations as
part of the LPA, but to continue to study the Constellation North and the Santa Monica
Boulevard alignments. The Constellation South alignment passed beneath more residential
properties than the Constellation North or Santa Monica Boulevard alignments. In addition,
the Metro Board of Directors decided to not include the West or Central alignments
between Century City and Westwood/UCLA as part of the LPA, but to continue to study the
East alignment because the East alignment is the most direct and least expensive route
between the two stations.
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Safety, both during construction and eventual operations, is one of Metro’s highest priorities
and is one of the key evaluation criteria in selection of the Locally Preferred Alternative
(LPA). In response to the Metro Board of Director’s request for more information, further
analysis was undertaken to focus on the engineering and environmental aspects of the two
options during the preparation of the Final EIS/EIR to expand on the studies conducted in
preparation of the Draft EIS/EIR. It should be noted that prior to conducting the comparative
study, the Santa Monica Boulevard Station location was shifted slightly to the east from the
location in the Draft EIS/EIR to avoid the Santa Monica Fault zone.

On most transit tunnel projects, significant portions of the alignment are constructed
adjacent to or beneath buildings. The LPA passes beneath homes and schools in these
neighborhoods because the curve radius required for subway tunnels is much wider than
that required at a typical surface street intersection. The current alignment minimizes
tunneling under buildings to the east and west of both the Century City Stations. The
station position on Constellation Boulevard requires the tunnel alignment to be under the
south portion of Beverly Hills High School Building B in order to reach the station location.
There is no reasonable tunnel alignment that does not pass under homes or structures
within the Beverly Hills High School campus.

The geotechnical studies conducted during preparation of the Final EIS/EIR concluded that
tunneling can be safely carried out beneath the Beverly Hills High School campus and the
West Beverly Hills, Century City, and Westwood neighborhoods. The use of state-of-the-art
pressurized closed-face TBMs for soft-ground tunneling has greatly improved the control of
ground movements such that tunneling can be done with minimal surface settlements. The
presence of the tunnels will neither affect the risk to buildings above them during an
earthquake nor change the severity of shaking. Finally, tunnels can be constructed and
operated safely in gassy grounds and oil wells do not pose an unmitigatible risk to
tunneling.

The additional detailed geotechnical studies also assessed soil conditions and determine
the potential for noise or vibration impacts on the surface along the refined alignments.
These studies concluded that the predicted vibration and noise levels are within the FTA
requirements and operation of the subway is not anticipated to have adverse impacts with
the implementation of mitigation, including areas where the tunnels pass beneath homes
and schools. During construction, low levels of noise and vibration may be experienced for
a day or two as each of the two TBMs pass under a given location. In addition, as the
tunnels are driven, construction trains bring supplies to and from the tunnel heading.
However, these underground construction noises will also be controlled to be within Metro
criteria.

The Westside Subway Extension will not reduce the availability of BHHS for use as an
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emergency shelter or impact the operations of its use as an emergency shelter.
Furthermore, tunneling would not prevent future development of the BHHS campus. The
vertical alignment of the tunnel would be 55 to 70 feet below the ground surface (to the top
of the tunnel), which would allow for construction of an underground structure over the
tunnel at a later date.

These geotechnical studies also determined that the Century City Santa Monica Station
would cross the West Beverly Hills Lineament, a northern extension of the active Newport-
Inglewood Fault, which poses a significant safety risk to passengers at this station location.
No evidence of faulting was found at the proposed Century City Constellation Station site.
Tunnels to the east and west of Century City pass through at least two active faults.
However, there are numerous tools, designs, and construction means and methods that
have been used elsewhere that can be used to safely tunnel through these fault zones.

In addition, the Century City Constellation Boulevard Station has the best pedestrian
environment, can be expected to attract the most transit riders, and is centrally located to
help shape the redevelopment of Century City as an important transit-oriented destination
on the Westside Subway Extension. Further refinements to the ridership analysis
concluded that the Century City Constellation Station would result in 3,350 more boardings
along new Westside Subway Extension stations than the Century City Santa Monica
Station due to proximity to jobs and residences within the critical 600-foot and 1/4-mile
walksheds.

Based on all of these factors, the Century City Station Location Report concluded by
recommending that the Century City Station be located along Constellation Boulevard due
to seismic safety concerns at the Santa Monica Boulevard Station and higher ridership
projections with Constellation Boulevard Station.

Please refer to Section 8.8.2 and 8.8.3 of the Final EIS/EIR for more detailed responses to
concerns related to the Century City Station and alignments and Section 8.8.4 of the Final
EIS/EIR for a more detailed response to geotechnical concerns. Refer to Section 7.3 of the
Final EIS/EIR and the Westside Subway Extension Century City Station Location Report for
a comparison of the two Century City Station locations. The results of further geotechnical
investigations in the Century City vicinity can be found in the Westside Subway Extension
Century City Area Fault Investigation Report and the Westside Subway Extension Century
City Area Tunneling Safety Report. The results of further ridership studies can be found in
the Westside Subway Extension Technical Report Summarizing the Results of the
Forecasted Alternatives and the Westside Subway Extension Century City TOD and Walk
Access Study. All reports are available on the Metro Westside Subway Extension Project
website: www.metro.net/projects/westside/westside-reports.
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Westside Subway Extension

Submission Summarized

10/17/2010

10/17/2010

Mary Lou Rane

Rane

Comstock Hills

| am a homeowner in Comstock Hills. | urgently encourage you to select
the Constellation Blvd. subway station as the best location in Century
City for the subway. It will serve the businesses in Century City the best
and our neighborhood. Because our neighborhood borders on Century
City - the mall and the buildings, we are already overwhelmed with
pedestrian and automobile traffic. Constellation Blvd. allows all to be

served without adding to more congestion in our neighborhood.
Thank you!!
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Your comment in support of the Century City Constellation Station and concerns about
congestion related to the Century City Santa Monica Station 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). As part of the LPA selection, the
Metro Board of Directors decided to continue to study both station location options in
Century City (Santa Monica Boulevard and Constellation Boulevard) to address concerns
raised by the community regarding locating a station directly on a seismic fault and the
safety of tunneling under homes and schools.

In response to the Metro Board of Director's request for more information, further analysis
was undertaken to focus on the engineering and environmental aspects of the two options
during the preparation of the Final EIS/EIR to expand on the studies conducted in
preparation of the Draft EIS/EIR. It should be noted that prior to conducting the comparative
study, the Santa Monica Boulevard Station location was shifted slightly to the east from the
location in the Draft EIS/EIR to avoid the Santa Monica Fault zone.

The geotechnical studies conducted during preparation of the Final EIS/EIR concluded that
tunneling can be safely carried out beneath the Beverly Hills High School campus and the
West Beverly Hills, Century City, and Westwood neighborhoods. However, these studies
also determined that the Century City Santa Monica Station would cross the West Beverly
Hills Lineament, a northern extension of the active Newport-Inglewood Fault, which poses a
significant safety risk to passengers at this station location. No evidence of faulting was
found at the proposed Century City Constellation Station site.

In addition, the Century City Constellation Boulevard Station has the best pedestrian
environment, can be expected to attract the most transit riders, and is centrally located to
help shape the redevelopment of Century City as an important transit-oriented destination
on the Westside Subway Extension. Further refinements to the ridership analysis
concluded that the Century City Constellation Station would result in 3,350 more boardings
along new Westside Subway Extension stations than the Century City Santa Monica
Station due to proximity to jobs and residences within the critical 600-foot and 1/4-mile
walksheds.

Based on all of these factors, the Century City Station Location Report concluded by
recommending that the Century City Station be located along Constellation Boulevard due
to seismic safety concerns at the Santa Monica Boulevard Station and higher ridership
projections with Constellation Boulevard Station.

Your concerns about congestion along Santa Monica Boulevard during operation have also
been noted. A comprehensive station access circulation study was conducted for all
stations, including the Century City Santa Monica Station, due to feedback from the public.
The recommendations resulting from this study are available in the Westside Subway
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Extension Station Circulation Report. The report considered pedestrian access, bicycle
access, bus access, and auto access to the station.

Metro Rail Design Criteria identifies auto access at stations as a lower priority than
pedestrian, bicycle, and bus access. By prioritizing the modes, the Design Criteria indicate
that it is more important to minimize trade-offs that will negatively affect pedestrian and
bicycle modes than to minimize trade-offs that will affect auto modes. However, using a
more managed approach to station access that balances all modes could help to minimize
the overall right-of-way needed because non-automobile modes (bus, pedestrian, and
bicycle) can transport more people in less space than will be required if the same number
of people traveled via automobile. As described in Section 2.6 of this Final EIS/EIR, public
parking will not be provided at any stations.

Section 3.5 of this Final EIS/EIR includes an intersection-level traffic analysis to determine
whether the LPA will result in additional traffic congestion at the local level, including in the
vicinity of the Century City Santa Monica Station, due to passengers accessing the station.
This analysis concluded that the LPA, including the Century City Santa Monica Station, will
not negatively impact any analyzed Study Area intersections in the immediate vicinity of the
Century City Santa Monica Station.

Please refer to Section 8.8.2 and 8.8.3 of the Final EIS/EIR for more detailed responses to
concerns related to the Century City Station. Refer to Section 7.3 of the Final EIS/EIR and
the Westside Subway Extension Century City Station Location Report for a comparison of
the two Century City Station locations. The results of further geotechnical investigations in
the Century City vicinity can be found in the Westside Subway Extension Century City Area
Fault Investigation Report and the Westside Subway Extension Century City Area
Tunneling Safety Report. The results of further ridership studies can be found in the
Westside Subway Extension Technical Report Summarizing the Results of the Forecasted
Alternatives and the Westside Subway Extension Century City TOD and Walk Access
Study. All reports are available on the Metro Westside Subway Extension Project website:
www.metro.net/projects/westside/westside-reports.
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***Typed version of original for clarity***

September 5, 2010

To: Mr. Ray Tellus, Team Leader
Los Angeles, Metropolitan Office
Federal Transit Administration, Region iX
888 South Figueroa Street, Suite 1850
tos Angeles, CA 90017

From: Just. Linda Ransom, M8A and
Land Management, Director of Operations
331 W. Wilson Ave #103
Glendale, CA 91203

Re: Oraft Environmental Impact Statement and Oraft Environmental
Impact Report {DEIS/DEIR) for the Westside Subway
Extension Transit Corridor

| am very interested in the final resolution of this Metro extension because | see the value in this
improvement of coverage in the service area where time is money.

Please send a Compact Disc of the completed Draft EIS/EIR to the above address for further review of
total impact in this region.

In addition, please forward a printed copy to include MAPS of the effected area PRE and POST
operations to my temporary regional address below for review of the environment impact especiaily
construction, water resources and geological hazards to include all alternatives to date.

Thank you in advance for your time and consideration.
Sincerely,

Linda E Ransom
Linda E. Ransom

Temporary Regional address:

Ms.

Linda Ranson, Advisor
CROF#2159230 Unit-M-3300 Rm 384
11705 S. Alameda St.

tynwood, CA 90262

Please include a copy of this letter with your documents.
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- n Your comment in support of the Westside Subway Extension Project has been noted. On
Sep* S 2010 October 28, 2010, the Metro Board of Directors identified 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, and between them,
Alternative 2 provides higher ridership and improved cost effectiveness. Additionally,

- - Alternative 2 serves the VA Hospital and other communities west of the 1-405 more
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Your support for the West Hollywood Extension (Alternative 4 or 5) has been noted. On
October 28, 2010, the Metro Board of Directors identified Alternative 2 (Westwood/VA

From: Manfred Rantner

To: Westside Extension Hospital Extension) as the Locally Preferred Alternative (LPA). Only Alternatives 1 and 2

Subject: subway extension to the westside via westhollywood a must o .

Date: Monday, October 11, 2010 3:36:17 PM are affordable within the adopted Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP), and between

them, Alternative 2 provides significantly higher ridership and better cost effectiveness.

Hi, 1 have been to several meetings regarding the subway extension to the Additionally, Alternative 2 serves the VA Hospital and other communities west of the 1-405
402-1 westside. | really want to make it known that for example | work at Childrens more effectively. There is not adequate funding available in Measure R or other sources to

Hospital of Los Angeles and we have numerous employees that commute from the

west hollywood area. Already there is a subway stop right at Childrens Hospital, construct the West Hollywood Extension at this time.

unfortunately we can't use it because no connections is available into the city
of west hollywood. Childrens Hospital alone has thousands of employees, it would
be great to have a direct line to the westside via westhollywood. We certainly

would make use of it. However, 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
Thanks, Manfred 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 and the LPA selection process.
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COMMENT DEADLINE: OCTOBER 18, 2010

WESTSIDE SUBWAY EXTENSION
Draft EIS/EIR — Public Hearings

Written Comment Form

Name/Nombre:
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Public comments on the Draft EIS/EIR will be accepted through October 18, 2010. You
may submit your comments by:

Email to: westsideextension@ metro.net

US Mail to: David Mieger, Project Manager, One Gateway Plaza, 99-22-2 Los Angeles,
CA, 90012

Visiting our website metro.net/westside and clicking on "contact us”

Attending one of the public hearings listed above and verbally providing your
comments, which will be captured by a court reporter.

Submit written comments at a public hearing
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Your comment regarding the Century City alignment has been noted. Most of the Westside
Subway Extension is being planned to operate under city streets and public rights-of-way.
However, there are several areas where the Metro Red/Purple Lines would operate under
private properties including business, commercial, single-family, and multi-family residential
properties. This would occur where the subway has to make turns, because the curve
radius for subway trains is much wider than a turn at a typical surface street intersection.

In selecting a route, Metro considers several factors, including ridership, user benefits,
travel time, capital costs, performance characteristics, and environmental impacts.
Generally, the least expensive, most direct, and highest ridership route is the preferred
route, but a combination or balancing of the factors identified above are used in making a
selection. Between Beverly Hills and Century City, two route options - Santa Monica and
Constellation North - were carried forward for further analysis in the Final EIS/EIR as part of
the Locally Preferred Alternative (LPA). These route options reflect the two station location
options remaining in Century City. In the case of the route options between Century City
and Westwood, the East Alignment was selected as part of the LPA, as it is shorter and
less costly than the West Alignment and has fewer environmental impacts than the Central
Alignment.

As part of the LPA selection, the Metro Board of Directors requested further analysis of the
safety of tunneling under homes and schools. The geotechnical studies conducted during
preparation of the Final EIS/EIR concluded that tunneling can be safely carried out beneath
the Beverly Hills High School campus and the West Beverly Hills, Century City, and
Westwood neighborhoods.

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 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 alignments in
the Century City vicinity following Draft EIS/EIR scoping in response to community
comments and engineering requirements. The results of further geotechnical investigations
in the Century City vicinity can be found in the Westside Subway Extension Century City
Area Fault Investigation Report and the Westside Subway Extension Century City Area
Tunneling Safety Report. This report is available on the Metro Westside Subway Extension
Project website: www.metro.net/projects/westside/westside-reports.
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Jan

Reichmann

Comstock Hills Homeowners Assoc

1, along with my Westwood neighbors east of Bev. Glen Blvd. strongly
support the CONSTELLATION STATION along with the CENTRAL
ROUTE SEGMENT. Constellation is in the midst of a commercial
development that will attract the max. ridership. SM Blvd will disrupt the
lives of our neighborhood by messing with traffic, utillity lines and years
of construction. The Central Route appears deeper near stations and

has fewer potention problem issues. | strongly urge Constellation as a
choice of location.
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Your comment in support of the Century City Constellation Station and Central Route and
concerns about traffic and construction impacts of the Century City Santa Monica Station
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). As part of
the LPA selection, the Metro Board of Directors decided to continue to study both station
location options in Century City (Santa Monica Boulevard and Constellation Boulevard) to
address concerns raised by the community regarding locating a station directly on a
seismic fault and the safety of tunneling under homes and schools. In addition, the Metro
Board of Directors decided to not include the West or Central alignments between Century
City and Westwood/UCLA as part of the LPA, but to continue to study the East alignment
because the East alignment is the most direct and least expensive route between the two
stations.

In response to the Metro Board of Director’s request for more information, further analysis
was undertaken to focus on the engineering and environmental aspects of the two options
during the preparation of the Final EIS/EIR to expand on the studies conducted in
preparation of the Draft EIS/EIR. It should be noted that prior to conducting the comparative
study, the Santa Monica Boulevard Station location was shifted slightly to the east from the
location in the Draft EIS/EIR to avoid the Santa Monica Fault zone.

On most transit tunnel projects, significant portions of the alignment are constructed
adjacent to or beneath buildings. The LPA passes beneath homes and schools in these
neighborhoods because the curve radius required for subway tunnels is much wider than
that required at a typical surface street intersection. The current alignment minimizes
tunneling under buildings to the east and west of both the Century City Stations.

The geotechnical studies conducted during preparation of the Final EIS/EIR concluded that
tunneling can be safely carried out beneath the Beverly Hills High School campus and the
West Beverly Hills, Century City, and Westwood neighborhoods. The use of state-of-the-art
pressurized closed-face TBMs for soft-ground tunneling has greatly improved the control of
ground movements such that tunneling can be done with minimal surface settlements. The
presence of the tunnels will neither affect the risk to buildings above them during an
earthquake nor change the severity of shaking. Finally, tunnels can be constructed and
operated safely in gassy grounds and oil wells do not pose an unmitigatible risk to
tunneling.

The additional detailed geotechnical studies also assessed soil conditions and determine
the potential for noise or vibration impacts on the surface along the refined alignments.
These studies concluded that the predicted vibration and noise levels are within the FTA
requirements and operation of the subway is not anticipated to have adverse impacts with
the implementation of mitigation, including areas where the tunnels pass beneath homes
and schools. During construction, low levels of noise and vibration may be experienced for
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a day or two as each of the two TBMs pass under a given location. In addition, as the
tunnels are driven, construction trains bring supplies to and from the tunnel heading.
However, these underground construction noises will also be controlled to be within Metro
criteria.

However, these geotechnical studies also determined that the Century City Santa Monica
Station would cross the West Beverly Hills Lineament, a northern extension of the active
Newport-Inglewood Fault, which poses a significant safety risk to passengers at this station
location. No evidence of faulting was found at the proposed Century City Constellation
Station site.

In addition, the Century City Constellation Boulevard Station has the best pedestrian
environment, can be expected to attract the most transit riders, and is centrally located to
help shape the redevelopment of Century City as an important transit-oriented destination
on the Westside Subway Extension. Further refinements to the ridership analysis
concluded that the Century City Constellation Station would result in 3,350 more boardings
along new Westside Subway Extension stations than the Century City Santa Monica
Station due to proximity to jobs and residences within the critical 600-foot and 1/4-mile
walksheds.

Based on all of these factors, the Century City Station Location Report concluded by
recommending that the Century City Station be located along Constellation Boulevard due
to seismic safety concerns at the Santa Monica Boulevard Station and higher ridership
projections with Constellation Boulevard Station.

Construction impacts of the Project will be temporary and limited in areas as construction
proceeds along the length of the Locally Preferred Alternative. Metro will coordinate with
affected residents and businesses prior to construction. A detailed survey of community
stakeholders and businesses will be conducted. A construction safety campaign will be
developed and community response protocols (notification of construction activities, hot
lines, etc.) will be produced. A public involvement plan will be developed prior to each
construction phase and will be tailored to the construction phase. Metro will maintain the
Project website, which will provide information to the public regarding construction
phasing. Metro will develop a program tailored for different locations and needs. The
program will involve signage and marketing to assistance to businesses, identification of
parking alternatives, and other measures.

Metro also considers the cumulative impact of multiple projects in the Study Area under
construction at the same time as the subway extension. Careful coordination will occur
with local jurisdictions to ensure that potential impacts from the simultaneous construction
of multiple projects are addressed and mitigated to the extent feasible.
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Traffic impacts associated with LPA construction include reduced roadway traffic lanes and
temporary street closures that could result in major traffic disruptions and bottlenecks.
These impacts are associated with contractor work and storage areas, stations, crossovers,
mining entry/exit locations, TBM operations and support activities, truck haul routes,
transportation of oversized construction materials, station entrances, station appendages,
grout injection, and drop holes for the LPA and are detailed in Section 3.8.2 of this Final
EIS/EIR.

Subway stations are built by excavating the site for the station box and then building the
station below ground. If the station is built under a street, it is covered over with concrete
decking during construction to allow traffic to continue to flow overhead. Traffic will be
disrupted at the beginning of station construction to allow for initial excavation and
installation of the concrete decking, and again at the end to remove the decking and
reconstruct the street. Section 3.8 details the traffic-control activities during station
construction and the duration of each activity.

Street closures will be coordinated with local jurisdictions and the maintenance of traffic
lanes during construction will follow local agency requirements and standards with respect
to minimum lane widths, the number of available travel lanes, and the duration of temporary
lane closures. Specific street closure locations will be identified in close coordination with
local agencies during the final design phase.

To minimize impacts to traffic circulation, the following mitigation measures will be
implemented during construction:

* TCON-1—Traffic Control Plans

* TCON-2—Designated Haul Routes

*« TCON-3—Emergency Vehicle Access

* TCON-4—Transportation Management Plan

* TCON-5—Coordination with Planned Roadway Improvements

T-CON-2, TCON-3, TCON-4, TCON-5 were added during this Final EIS/EIR phase based
on additional analysis of construction impacts on traffic circulation and concerns raised by
the public. With implementation of the mitigation, construction-related adverse effects on
traffic circulation will be reduced for adjacent commercial areas and residential
neighborhoods. Although the construction impacts on traffic circulation identified will be
temporary, impacts and/or residual impacts after mitigation will remain significant and
unavoidable during the construction period.

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
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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

* 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
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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.

Your concerns about congestion along Santa Monica Boulevard during operation have also
been noted. A comprehensive station access circulation study was conducted for all
stations, including the Century City Santa Monica Station, due to feedback from 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 station.

Metro Rail Design Criteria identifies auto access at stations as a lower priority than
pedestrian, bicycle, and bus access. By prioritizing the modes, the Design Criteria indicate
that it is more important to minimize trade-offs that will negatively affect pedestrian and
bicycle modes than to minimize trade-offs that will affect auto modes. However, using a
more managed approach to station access that balances all modes could help to minimize
the overall right-of-way needed because non-automobile modes (bus, pedestrian, and
bicycle) can transport more people in less space than will be required if the same number

March 2012
Page H-6.3-118



Westside Subway Extension
Final Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report

Appendix H - Response to Comments

435-1

of people traveled via automobile. As described in Section 2.6 of this Final EIS/EIR, public
parking will not be provided at any stations.

Section 3.5 of this Final EIS/EIR includes an intersection-level traffic analysis to determine
whether the LPA will result in additional traffic congestion at the local level, including in the
vicinity of the Century City Santa Monica Station, due to passengers accessing the station.
This analysis concluded that the LPA, including the Century City Santa Monica Station, will
not negatively impact any analyzed Study Area intersections in the immediate vicinity of the
Century City Santa Monica Station.

Please refer to Section 8.8.2 and 8.8.3 of the Final EIS/EIR for more detailed responses to
concerns related to the Century City Station and alignments and Section 8.8.4 of the Final
EIS/EIR for a more detailed response to geotechnical concerns. Refer to Section 7.3 of the
Final EIS/EIR and the Westside Subway Extension Century City Station Location Report for
a comparison of the two Century City Station locations. The results of further geotechnical
investigations in the Century City vicinity can be found in the Westside Subway Extension
Century City Area Fault Investigation Report and the Westside Subway Extension Century
City Area Tunneling Safety Report. The results of further ridership studies can be found in
the Westside Subway Extension Technical Report Summarizing the Results of the
Forecasted Alternatives and the Westside Subway Extension Century City TOD and Walk
Access Study. Refer to Section 4.15 of the Final EIS/EIR for more detailed information on
construction noise and vibration impacts. Refer to Section 3.8.2 of the Final EIS/EIR and
the Westside Subway Extension Construction Traffic Analysis Report for more information
on street closures and traffic congestion during construction and Section 3.5 of the Final
EIS/EIR for an analysis of congestion during operation. All reports are available on the
Metro Westside Subway Extension Project website:
www.metro.net/projects/westside/westside-reports.
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Joseph

Reichmann

Comstock Hills HOA

| strongly urge the subway to be located at Constellation/Ave of the
Stars. It is the center of commerce and will get the highest ridership. |
strongly OPPOSE placing a station at Santa Monica Blvd. as it will
impact my community which abutts SMB. Years of construction,
rezoning possibilities on the frontage road because it is suddenly a
transit center, will kill the neighborhood. No traffic mitigation is being

offered and it simply doesn't make sense. | also favor the Central route.
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Your comment in support of the Century City Constellation Station and Central Route as well as concerns
about traffic and construction impacts of the Century City Santa Monica Station 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). As part of the LPA selection, the Metro Board of Directors decided to
continue to study both station location options in Century City (Santa Monica Boulevard and Constellation
Boulevard) to address concerns raised by the community regarding locating a station directly on a seismic
fault and the safety of tunneling under homes and schools. In addition, the Metro Board of Directors decided
to not include the West or Central alignments between Century City and Westwood/UCLA as part of the LPA,
but to continue to study the East alignment because the East alignment is the most direct and least expensive
route between the two stations.

In response to the Metro Board of Director’s request for more information, further analysis was undertaken to
focus on the engineering and environmental aspects of the two options during the preparation of the Final
EIS/EIR to expand on the studies conducted in preparation of the Draft EIS/EIR. It should be noted that prior
to conducting the comparative study, the Santa Monica Boulevard Station location was shifted slightly to the
east from the location in the Draft EIS/EIR to avoid the Santa Monica Fault zone.

On most transit tunnel projects, significant portions of the alignment are constructed adjacent to or beneath
buildings. The LPA passes beneath homes and schools in these neighborhoods because the curve radius
required for subway tunnels is much wider than that required at a typical surface street intersection. The
current alignment minimizes tunneling under buildings to the east and west of both the Century City Stations.

The geotechnical studies conducted during preparation of the Final EIS/EIR concluded that tunneling can be
safely carried out beneath the Beverly Hills High School campus and the West Beverly Hills, Century City,
and Westwood neighborhoods. The use of state-of-the-art pressurized closed-face TBMs for soft-ground
tunneling has greatly improved the control of ground movements such that tunneling can be done with
minimal surface settlements. The presence of the tunnels will neither affect the risk to buildings above them
during an earthquake nor change the severity of shaking. Finally, tunnels can be constructed and operated
safely in gassy grounds and oil wells do not pose an unmitigatible risk to tunneling.

The additional detailed geotechnical studies also assessed soil conditions and determine the potential for
noise or vibration impacts on the surface along the refined alignments. These studies concluded that the
predicted vibration and noise levels are within the FTA requirements and operation of the subway is not
anticipated to have adverse impacts with the implementation of mitigation, including areas where the tunnels
pass beneath homes and schools. During construction, low levels of noise and vibration may be experienced
for a day or two as each of the two TBMs pass under a given location. In addition, as the tunnels are driven,
construction trains bring supplies to and from the tunnel heading. However, these underground construction
noises will also be controlled to be within Metro criteria.

However, these geotechnical studies also determined that the Century City Santa Monica Station would cross
the West Beverly Hills Lineament, a northern extension of the active Newport-Inglewood Fault, which poses a
significant safety risk to passengers at this station location. No evidence of faulting was found at the proposed
Century City Constellation Station site.

In addition, the Century City Constellation Boulevard Station has the best pedestrian environment, can be
expected to attract the most transit riders, and is centrally located to help shape the redevelopment of
Century City as an important transit-oriented destination on the Westside Subway Extension. Further
refinements to the ridership analysis concluded that the Century City Constellation Station would result in
3,350 more boardings along new Westside Subway Extension stations than the Century City Santa Monica
Station due to proximity to jobs and residences within the critical 600-foot and 1/4-mile walksheds.
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Based on all of these factors, the Century City Station Location Report concluded by recommending that the
Century City Station be located along Constellation Boulevard due to seismic safety concerns at the Santa
Monica Boulevard Station and higher ridership projections with Constellation Boulevard Station.

Construction impacts of the Project will be temporary and limited in areas as construction proceeds along the
length of the Locally Preferred Alternative. Metro will coordinate with affected residents and businesses prior
to construction. A detailed survey of community stakeholders and businesses will be conducted. A
construction safety campaign will be developed and community response protocols (notification of
construction activities, hot lines, etc.) will be produced. A public involvement plan will be developed prior to
each construction phase and will be tailored to the construction phase. Metro will maintain the Project
website, which will provide information to the public regarding construction phasing. Metro will develop a
program tailored for different locations and needs. The program will involve signage and marketing to
assistance to businesses, identification of parking alternatives, and other measures.

Metro also considers the cumulative impact of multiple projects in the Study Area under construction at the
same time as the subway extension. Careful coordination will occur with local jurisdictions to ensure that
potential impacts from the simultaneous construction of multiple projects are addressed and mitigated to the
extent feasible.

Traffic impacts associated with LPA construction include reduced roadway traffic lanes and temporary street
closures that could result in major traffic disruptions and bottlenecks. These impacts are associated with
contractor work and storage areas, stations, crossovers, mining entry/exit locations, TBM operations and
support activities, truck haul routes, transportation of oversized construction materials, station entrances,
station appendages, grout injection, and drop holes for the LPA and are detailed in Section 3.8.2 of this Final
EIS/EIR.

Subway stations are built by excavating the site for the station box and then building the station below
ground. If the station is built under a street, it is covered over with concrete decking during construction to
allow traffic to continue to flow overhead. Traffic will be disrupted at the beginning of station construction to
allow for initial excavation and installation of the concrete decking, and again at the end to remove the
decking and reconstruct the street. Section 3.8 details the traffic-control activities during station construction
and the duration of each activity.

Street closures will be coordinated with local jurisdictions and the maintenance of traffic lanes during
construction will follow local agency requirements and standards with respect to minimum lane widths, the
number of available travel lanes, and the duration of temporary lane closures. Specific street closure locations
will be identified in close coordination with local agencies during the final design phase.

To minimize impacts to traffic circulation, the following mitigation measures will be implemented during
construction:

« TCON-1—Traffic Control Plans

* TCON-2—Designated Haul Routes

* TCON-3—Emergency Vehicle Access

« TCON-4—Transportation Management Plan

* TCON-5—Coordination with Planned Roadway Improvements

T-CON-2, TCON-3, TCON-4, TCON-5 were added during this Final EIS/EIR phase based on additional
analysis of construction impacts on traffic circulation and concerns raised by the public. With implementation
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of the mitigation, construction-related adverse effects on traffic circulation will be reduced for adjacent
commercial areas and residential neighborhoods. Although the construction impacts on traffic circulation
identified will be temporary, impacts and/or residual impacts after mitigation will remain significant and
unavoidable during the construction period.

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

« 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.
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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.

Your concerns about congestion along Santa Monica Boulevard during operation have also been noted. A
comprehensive station access circulation study was conducted for all stations, including the Century City
Santa Monica Station, due to feedback from 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 station.

Metro Rail Design Criteria identifies auto access at stations as a lower priority than pedestrian, bicycle, and
bus access. By prioritizing the modes, the Design Criteria indicate that it is more important to minimize trade-
offs that will negatively affect pedestrian and bicycle modes than to minimize trade-offs that will affect auto
modes. However, using a more managed approach to station access that balances all modes could help to
minimize the overall right-of-way needed because non-automobile modes (bus, pedestrian, and bicycle) can
transport more people in less space than will be required if the same number of people traveled via
automobile. As described in Section 2.6 of this Final EIS/EIR, public parking will not be provided at any
stations.
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Section 3.5 of this Final EIS/EIR includes an intersection-level traffic analysis to determine whether the LPA
will result in additional traffic congestion at the local level, including in the vicinity of the Century City Santa
Monica Station, due to passengers accessing the station. This analysis concluded that the LPA, including the
Century City Santa Monica Station, will not negatively impact any analyzed Study Area intersections in the
immediate vicinity of the Century City Santa Monica Station.

Please refer to Section 8.8.2 and 8.8.3 of the Final EIS/EIR for more detailed responses to concerns related
to the Century City Station and alignments and Section 8.8.4 of the Final EIS/EIR for a more detailed
response to geotechnical concerns. Refer to Section 7.3 of the Final EIS/EIR and the Westside Subway
Extension Century City Station Location Report for a comparison of the two Century City Station locations.
The results of further geotechnical investigations in the Century City vicinity can be found in the Westside
Subway Extension Century City Area Fault Investigation Report and the Westside Subway Extension Century
City Area Tunneling Safety Report. The results of further ridership studies can be found in the Westside
Subway Extension Technical Report Summarizing the Results of the Forecasted Alternatives and the
Westside Subway Extension Century City TOD and Walk Access Study. Refer to Section 4.15 of the Final
EIS/EIR for more detailed information on construction noise and vibration impacts. Refer to Section 3.8.2 of
the Final EIS/EIR and the Westside Subway Extension Construction Traffic Analysis Report for more
information on street closures and traffic congestion during construction and Section 3.5 of the Final EIS/EIR
for an analysis of congestion during operation. All reports are available on the Metro Westside Subway
Extension Project website: www.metro.net/projects/westside/westside-reports.
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Status :

Record Date :

Submission Date :

First Name :

Last Name :

Group Affiliation :
485-1 Submission Content :

Westside Subway Extension

Submission Summarized

10/16/2010

10/16/2010

Bill

Reilly

| think the subway stop should be located at Constellation and Avenue of

the Stars. Most of those using the subway will be working in Century
City and this stops makes more sense.

Final Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report

Appendix H - Response to Comments

4851
Your comment in support of the Century City Constellation Station 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). As part of the LPA selection,
the Metro Board of Directors decided to continue to study both station location options in
Century City (Santa Monica Boulevard and Constellation Boulevard) to address concerns
raised by the community regarding locating a station directly on a seismic fault and the
safety of tunneling under homes and schools.

In response to the Metro Board of Director’s request for more information, further analysis
was undertaken to focus on the engineering and environmental aspects of the two options
during the preparation of the Final EIS/EIR to expand on the studies conducted in
preparation of the Draft EIS/EIR. It should be noted that prior to conducting the comparative
study, the Santa Monica Boulevard Station location was shifted slightly to the east from the
location in the Draft EIS/EIR to avoid the Santa Monica Fault zone.

The geotechnical studies conducted during preparation of the Final EIS/EIR concluded that
tunneling can be safely carried out beneath the Beverly Hills High School campus and the
West Beverly Hills, Century City, and Westwood neighborhoods. However, these studies
also determined that the Century City Santa Monica Station would cross the West Beverly
Hills Lineament, a northern extension of the active Newport-Inglewood Fault, which poses a
significant safety risk to passengers at this station location. No evidence of faulting was
found at the proposed Century City Constellation Station site.

In addition, the Century City Constellation Boulevard Station has the best pedestrian
environment, can be expected to attract the most transit riders, and is centrally located to
help shape the redevelopment of Century City as an important transit-oriented destination
on the Westside Subway Extension. Further refinements to the ridership analysis
concluded that the Century City Constellation Station would result in 3,350 more boardings
along new Westside Subway Extension stations than the Century City Santa Monica
Station due to proximity to jobs and residences within the critical 600-foot and 1/4-mile
walksheds.

Based on all of these factors, the Century City Station Location Report concluded by
recommending that the Century City Station be located along Constellation Boulevard due
to seismic safety concerns at the Santa Monica Boulevard Station and higher ridership
projections with Constellation Boulevard Station.

Please refer to Section 8.8.2 and 8.8.3 of the Final EIS/EIR for more detailed responses to
concerns related to the Century City Station. Refer to Section 7.3 of the Final EIS/EIR and
the Westside Subway Extension Century City Station Location Report for a comparison of
the two Century City Station locations. The results of further geotechnical investigations in
the Century City vicinity can be found in the Westside Subway Extension Century City Area
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Fault Investigation Report and the Westside Subway Extension Century City Area
Tunneling Safety Report. The results of further ridership studies can be found in the
Westside Subway Extension Technical Report Summarizing the Results of the Forecasted
Alternatives and the Westside Subway Extension Century City TOD and Walk Access
Study. All reports are available on the Metro Westside Subway Extension Project website:
www.metro.net/projects/westside/westside-reports.
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Status :

Record Date :

Submission Date :

First Name :

Last Name :

Group Affiliation :
790-1 Submission Content :

Attachments :

Westside Subway Extension

Submission Summarized
11/1/2010

11/1/2010

Maria

Reyes

BRU

As a daily rider bus rider on the Wilshire corridor, | am looking forward to
the public health and mobility benefits that the Transportation System
Management (TSM) Alternative in the Westside Subway Extension Draft
Environmental Impact Report could have for Wilshire Blvd. If chose, this
option could create a more robust bus system by improving “upon the
existing Metro Rapid Bus service and local bus service in the Westside
Extension Transit Corridor study area.”

In support of TSM.
maria reyes.pdf (452 kb)

Final Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report

Appendix H - Response to Comments

7901
Your preference for the TSM Alternative 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). Alternative 2 was selected as the LPA because the analysis in
the Draft EIS/EIR demonstrated that the Build Alternatives would be more effective than the
TSM Alternative in terms of enhancing mobility, serving development opportunities, and
addressing other aspects of the Purpose and Need for the Project. Please refer to Chapter
7 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Section 2.5 of the Final EIS/EIR for information on this analysis.

Furthermore, the Project would not eliminate bus service along Wilshire Boulevard but
rather would supplement it with rail. As explained in Chapter 2, Metro Local, Limited, Rapid,
and Express bus service along Wilshire Boulevard will continue to operate in conjunction
with the rail system, if approved and implemented. The Wilshire Boulevard Bus Rapid
Transit project is also assumed to be in place. Maintenance of local bus service levels is an
important component of the transit system serving the Westside Corridor. With the
extension the Purple Line subway service to the Westwood/VA Hospital Station, it is
estimated that one-third of demand would involve local bus access. Metro continues to
seek to improve the region's transit needs and continually evaluates various transit
corridors to achieve a more interconnected transportation system. To help guide design of
subway stations, potential enhanced local bus service at stations was assessed and is
discussed in Chapter 3 of the Final EIS/EIR.

The Project will be funded primarily through a combination of Measure R local funds and
Federal New Starts funds, with some other local, State, and Federal funds. Metro will
continue to use a combination of local, State, and Federal funding sources to operate and
maintain the system. In addition to these funding sources, Metro relies on fare revenues to
fund about one-third of its operating costs. Bus operating funds will not be used to construct
the Project, and no fare increases or service reductions are proposed to cover the Project's
costs. The selection of the TSM Alternative would not have resulted in lower

fares.The Metro Board of Directors establishes fares. Currently, the Base Fare for each
boarding is $1.50 and the Metro Day Pass is $5.00. A transfer is the same as the Base
Fare - $1.50.

Furthermore, 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. Transit service is meant to serve where the
demand is greatest, and these areas are often within neighborhoods that have
Environmental Justice (EJ) populations and communities of concern. Four of the seven
stations are located in, or adjacent to the Environmental Justice populations identified in
Section 4.2.6 of the Final EIS/EIR. Therefore, people living in EJ populations will have the
same opportunity to access the transit and mobility improvements provided by the subway.

The increased connectivity would also reduce the number of transfers which would have a
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790-1

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. The transit
benefits associated with the LPA are further detailed in Section 3.4 of the Final EIS/EIR.
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Business or organization:
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714-1

Your preference for the TSM Alternative 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). Alternative 2 was selected as the LPA because the analysis in
the Draft EIS/EIR demonstrated that the Build Alternatives would be more effective than the
TSM Alternative in terms of enhancing mobility, serving development opportunities, and
addressing other aspects of the Purpose and Need for the Project. Please refer to Chapter
7 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Section 2.5 of the Final EIS/EIR for information on this analysis.

Furthermore, the Project would not eliminate bus service along Wilshire Boulevard but
rather would supplement it with rail. As explained in Chapter 2, Metro Local, Limited, Rapid,
and Express bus service along Wilshire Boulevard will continue to operate in conjunction
with the rail system, if approved and implemented. The Wilshire Boulevard Bus Rapid
Transit project is also assumed to be in place. Maintenance of local bus service levels is an
important component of the transit system serving the Westside Corridor. With the
extension the Purple Line subway service to the Westwood/VA Hospital Station, it is
estimated that one-third of demand would involve local bus access. Metro continues to
seek to improve the region's transit needs and continually evaluates various transit
corridors to achieve a more interconnected transportation system. To help guide design of
subway stations, potential enhanced local bus service at stations was assessed and is

discussed in Chapter 3 of the Final EIS/EIR.

The Project will be funded primarily through a combination of Measure R local funds and
Federal New Starts funds, with some other local, State, and Federal funds. Metro will
continue to use a combination of local, State, and Federal funding sources to operate and
maintain the system. In addition to these funding sources, Metro relies on fare revenues to
fund about one-third of its operating costs. Bus operating funds will not be used to construct
the Project, and no fare increases or service reductions are proposed to cover the Project's
costs. The selection of the TSM Alternative would not have resulted in lower

fares.The Metro Board of Directors establishes fares. Currently, the Base Fare for each
boarding is $1.50 and the Metro Day Pass is $5.00. A transfer is the same as the Base

Fare - $1.50.

Furthermore, 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. Transit service is meant to serve where the
demand is greatest, and these areas are often within neighborhoods that have
Environmental Justice (EJ) populations and communities of concern. Four of the seven
stations are located in, or adjacent to the Environmental Justice populations identified in
Section 4.2.6 of the Final EIS/EIR. Therefore, people living in EJ populations will have the
same opportunity to access the transit and mobility improvements provided by the subway.

The increased connectivity would also reduce the number of transfers which would have a
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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. The transit
benefits associated with the LPA are further detailed in Section 3.4 of the Final EIS/EIR.
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Your preference for the TSM Alternative has been noted. On October 28, 2010, the Metro
Board of Directors identified Alternative 2 (Westwood/VA Hospital Extension) as the Locally

g‘ 'En % g ! | ]:' = "r? | ' Preferred Alternative (LPA). Alternative 2 was selected as the LPA because the analysis in
EgE § | | | 33‘ qu‘*,‘ | | the Draft EIS/EIR demonstrated that the Build Alternatives would be more effective than the
g % = § . ij i‘ﬁo [ ;E TSM Alternative in terms of enhancing mobility, serving development opportunities, and
% é § § (5] ' b&,,z | l: addressing other aspects of the Purpose and Need for the Project. Please refer to Chapter
% g % % 1 [ I ET#QSI% | ;’S_: 7 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Section 2.5 of the Final EIS/EIR for information on this analysis.
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3 g -% o -§. | Q C“:"[j | ._,)f with the rail system, if approved and implemented. The Wilshire Boulevard Bus Rapid
.§ ﬁ g E % [ | = %J, 3 Transit project is also assumed to be in place. Maintenance of local bus service levels is an
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731-1 i <S80 EE =) @ NE boarding is $1.50 and the Metro Day Pass is $5.00. A transfer is the same as the Base
Fare - $1.50.

Furthermore, 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. Transit service is meant to serve where the
demand is greatest, and these areas are often within neighborhoods that have
Environmental Justice (EJ) populations and communities of concern. Four of the seven
stations are located in, or adjacent to the Environmental Justice populations identified in
Section 4.2.6 of the Final EIS/EIR. Therefore, people living in EJ populations will have the
same opportunity to access the transit and mobility improvements provided by the subway.

The increased connectivity would also reduce the number of transfers which would have a
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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. The transit
benefits associated with the LPA are further detailed in Section 3.4 of the Final EIS/EIR.
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From: nritter @dslextreme.com
To: Westside Extension
Subject: Comments
Date: Saturday, October 02, 2010 7:19:06 AM
288-1 After attending the most recent public forum discussion on the Westside subway

extension, we have concluded that the project should be built. We support the
option, Alternative 3, which would extend the line from Western Ave. station to the

288-2 Santa Monica city terminus. Additionally, we support the public comment which
recommended joining of the Santa Monica Expo line terminus with the Purple Line
288-3 extension. As regards the Century City station, the shortest and most cost efficient

route should be taken, and that appears to be the station adjacent to Santa Monica
Blvd. All best wishes to MTA staff for a job well done.
Eric and Nancy Ritter

Westside Subway Extension
Final Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report

Appendix H - Response to Comments

2881

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 1-405
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 ralil 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.

288-2

Your comment on developing a connection to the Expo Line at Wilshire/4th Street has been
noted.Since the Project will terminate at the Westwood/VA Hospital Station as part of the
LPA, a connection to the Expo line at the Wilshire/4th Street Station is beyond the scope of
this Project if the LPA is approved for implementation. However, if additional funding is
identified and secured in the future for further study of a westward extension, a connection
to the Expo Line could be considered at this time.

288-3

Your comment in support of the Century City Santa Monica Station 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). As part of the LPA selection,
the Metro Board of Directors decided to continue to study both station location options in
Century City (Santa Monica Boulevard and Constellation Boulevard) to address concerns
raised by the community regarding locating a station directly on a seismic fault and the
safety of tunneling under homes and schools.

In response to the Metro Board of Director’s request for more information, further analysis
was undertaken to focus on the engineering and environmental aspects of the two options
during the preparation of the Final EIS/EIR to expand on the studies conducted in
preparation of the Draft EIS/EIR. It should be noted that prior to conducting the comparative
study, the Santa Monica Boulevard Station location was shifted slightly to the east from the
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288-3

location in the Draft EIS/EIR to avoid the Santa Monica Fault zone.

The geotechnical studies conducted during preparation of the Final EIS/EIR concluded that
tunneling can be safely carried out beneath the Beverly Hills High School campus and the
West Beverly Hills, Century City, and Westwood neighborhoods. However, these studies
also determined that the Century City Santa Monica Station would cross the West Beverly
Hills Lineament, a northern extension of the active Newport-Inglewood Fault, which poses a
significant safety risk to passengers at this station location. No evidence of faulting was
found at the proposed Century City Constellation Station site.

In addition, the Century City Constellation Boulevard Station has the best pedestrian
environment, can be expected to attract the most transit riders, and is centrally located to
help shape the redevelopment of Century City as an important transit-oriented destination
on the Westside Subway Extension. Further refinements to the ridership analysis
concluded that the Century City Constellation Station would result in 3,350 more boardings
along new Westside Subway Extension stations than the Century City Santa Monica
Station due to proximity to jobs and residences within the critical 600-foot and 1/4-mile
walksheds.

Based on all of these factors, the Century City Station Location Report concluded by
recommending that the Century City Station be located along Constellation Boulevard due
to seismic safety concerns at the Santa Monica Boulevard Station and higher ridership
projections with Constellation Boulevard Station.

Please refer to Section 8.8.2 and 8.8.3 of the Final EIS/EIR for more detailed responses to
concerns related to the Century City Station. Refer to Section 7.3 of the Final EIS/EIR and
the Westside Subway Extension Century City Station Location Report for a comparison of
the two Century City Station locations. The results of further geotechnical investigations in
the Century City vicinity can be found in the Westside Subway Extension Century City Area
Fault Investigation Report and the Westside Subway Extension Century City Area
Tunneling Safety Report. The results of further ridership studies can be found in the
Westside Subway Extension Technical Report Summarizing the Results of the Forecasted
Alternatives and the Westside Subway Extension Century City TOD and Walk Access
Study. All reports are available on the Metro Westside Subway Extension Project website:
www.metro.net/projects/westside/westside-reports.

Westside Subway Extension March 2012
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732-1

g forward to the public health and mobility
ternative in the Westside Subway Extension

ave for Wilshire Blvd. If chosen, this option could create a
upon the existing Metro Rapid Bus service and local bus service
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7321
Your preference for the TSM Alternative 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). Alternative 2 was selected as the LPA because the analysis in
the Draft EIS/EIR demonstrated that the Build Alternatives would be more effective than the
TSM Alternative in terms of enhancing mobility, serving development opportunities, and
addressing other aspects of the Purpose and Need for the Project. Please refer to Chapter
7 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Section 2.5 of the Final EIS/EIR for information on this analysis.

Furthermore, the Project would not eliminate bus service along Wilshire Boulevard but
rather would supplement it with rail. As explained in Chapter 2, Metro Local, Limited, Rapid,
and Express bus service along Wilshire Boulevard will continue to operate in conjunction
with the rail system, if approved and implemented. The Wilshire Boulevard Bus Rapid
Transit project is also assumed to be in place. Maintenance of local bus service levels is an
important component of the transit system serving the Westside Corridor. With the
extension the Purple Line subway service to the Westwood/VA Hospital Station, it is
estimated that one-third of demand would involve local bus access. Metro continues to
seek to improve the region's transit needs and continually evaluates various transit
corridors to achieve a more interconnected transportation system. To help guide design of
subway stations, potential enhanced local bus service at stations was assessed and is

discussed in Chapter 3 of the Final EIS/EIR.

The Project will be funded primarily through a combination of Measure R local funds and
Federal New Starts funds, with some other local, State, and Federal funds. Metro will
continue to use a combination of local, State, and Federal funding sources to operate and
maintain the system. In addition to these funding sources, Metro relies on fare revenues to
fund about one-third of its operating costs. Bus operating funds will not be used to construct
the Project, and no fare increases or service reductions are proposed to cover the Project's
costs. The selection of the TSM Alternative would not have resulted in lower

fares.The Metro Board of Directors establishes fares. Currently, the Base Fare for each
boarding is $1.50 and the Metro Day Pass is $5.00. A transfer is the same as the Base

Fare - $1.50.

Furthermore, 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. Transit service is meant to serve where the
demand is greatest, and these areas are often within neighborhoods that have
Environmental Justice (EJ) populations and communities of concern. Four of the seven
stations are located in, or adjacent to the Environmental Justice populations identified in
Section 4.2.6 of the Final EIS/EIR. Therefore, people living in EJ populations will have the
same opportunity to access the transit and mobility improvements provided by the subway.

The increased connectivity would also reduce the number of transfers which would have a
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732-1

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. The transit
benefits associated with the LPA are further detailed in Section 3.4 of the Final EIS/EIR.

Westside Subway Extension March 2012
Final Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report Page H-6.3-136



RECORD #809 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date :

Submission Date :

First Name :

Last Name :

Group Affiliation :
809-1 Submission Content :

Attachments :

Westside Subway Extension

Submission Summarized
11/1/2010

11/1/2010

Ruben

Rivera

BRU

As a daily rider bus rider on the Wilshire corridor, | am looking forward to
the public health and mobility benefits that the Transportation System
Management (TSM) Alternative in the Westside Subway Extension Draft
Environmental Impact Report could have for Wilshire Blvd. If chose, this
option could create a more robust bus system by improving “upon the
existing Metro Rapid Bus service and local bus service in the Westside
Extension Transit Corridor study area.”

| support TSM with the fastest possible implementation.
ruben rivera.pdf (480 kb)

Final Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report

Appendix H - Response to Comments

809-1
Your preference for the TSM Alternative 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). Alternative 2 was selected as the LPA because the analysis in
the Draft EIS/EIR demonstrated that the Build Alternatives would be more effective than the
TSM Alternative in terms of enhancing mobility, serving development opportunities, and
addressing other aspects of the Purpose and Need for the Project. Please refer to Chapter
7 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Section 2.5 of the Final EIS/EIR for information on this analysis.

Furthermore, the Project would not eliminate bus service along Wilshire Boulevard but
rather would supplement it with rail. As explained in Chapter 2, Metro Local, Limited, Rapid,
and Express bus service along Wilshire Boulevard will continue to operate in conjunction
with the rail system, if approved and implemented. The Wilshire Boulevard Bus Rapid
Transit project is also assumed to be in place. Maintenance of local bus service levels is an
important component of the transit system serving the Westside Corridor. With the
extension the Purple Line subway service to the Westwood/VA Hospital Station, it is
estimated that one-third of demand would involve local bus access. Metro continues to
seek to improve the region's transit needs and continually evaluates various transit
corridors to achieve a more interconnected transportation system. To help guide design of
subway stations, potential enhanced local bus service at stations was assessed and is
discussed in Chapter 3 of the Final EIS/EIR.

The Project will be funded primarily through a combination of Measure R local funds and
Federal New Starts funds, with some other local, State, and Federal funds. Metro will
continue to use a combination of local, State, and Federal funding sources to operate and
maintain the system. In addition to these funding sources, Metro relies on fare revenues to
fund about one-third of its operating costs. Bus operating funds will not be used to construct
the Project, and no fare increases or service reductions are proposed to cover the Project's
costs. The selection of the TSM Alternative would not have resulted in lower

fares.The Metro Board of Directors establishes fares. Currently, the Base Fare for each
boarding is $1.50 and the Metro Day Pass is $5.00. A transfer is the same as the Base
Fare - $1.50.

Furthermore, 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. Transit service is meant to serve where the
demand is greatest, and these areas are often within neighborhoods that have
Environmental Justice (EJ) populations and communities of concern. Four of the seven
stations are located in, or adjacent to the Environmental Justice populations identified in
Section 4.2.6 of the Final EIS/EIR. Therefore, people living in EJ populations will have the
same opportunity to access the transit and mobility improvements provided by the subway.

The increased connectivity would also reduce the number of transfers which would have a
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beneficial economic impact to elderly and low-income communities. The Project would also

809-1

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. The transit
benefits associated with the LPA are further detailed in Section 3.4 of the Final EIS/EIR.
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83-1

Metro staff has added you to the email distribution list for the Westside Subway Extension

From: Nancy Rodriguez [nancyr@patch.com] Project.

To: Westside Extension
CC:
Subject: Media Distribution List

83-1 Hi, my name is Nancy and I'm a local editor for West Hollywood Patch.

Can you please add me to your future media distribution lists?

Thanks,

Nancy C. Rodriguez

Patch.com

Local Editor || West Hollywood

Direct: (323) 377-5352

Email: nancyr@patch.com

Follow Us www.twitter.com/@WehoPatch

Like Us www.facebook.com/WestHollywoodPatch

WestHollywoodPatch

Westside Subway Extension March 2012
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RECORD #387 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date :

Submission Date :

First Name :

Last Name :

Group Affiliation :
387-1 Submission Content :

387-2

Westside Subway Extension

Submission Summarized
10/13/2010

10/13/2010

Harold

Rodriguez

Although I'm disappointed that the West Hollywood branch of the
subway is seemingly DOA, | firmly that a light rail subway branch of the
Crenshaw Line could be a reasonable cost-effective alternative. It is a
high density area that badly needs rail transportation. In lieu of heavy
rail, we really should push for this!

On the rest of the dradt-EIR, | agree with the general outlines of the
report and urge you to start building as soon as possible.

Final Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report

Appendix H - Response to Comments

387-1
Your support for Alternative 4 (Westwood/VA Hospital Extension plus West Hollywood
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 1-405 more effectively. There is not adequate funding available in
Measure R or other sources to construct Alternative 4 at this time.

However, 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,
including a potential extension to the Crenshaw/LAX Line as described below.

In November 2009, the Metro Board voted to approve the Locally Preferred Alternative
(LPA) for the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor. The Crenshaw/LAX LPA includes an 8.5-mile
light-rail line that would connect the Metro Green Line and the Expo Line along Crenshaw
Boulevard. The Crenshaw/LAX LPA would not connect the line to Wilshire Boulevard.

A potential connection to Wilshire Boulevard was studied in a May 2009 Metro feasibility
report. Although beyond the available project funding, this report determined that a
connection at Wilshire/La Brea instead of Wilshire/Crenshaw would be more cost-effective
and more compatible with existing land uses. Please refer to the Crenshaw Transit Corridor
Project: Final Feasibility Study - Wilshire/La Brea Light Rail Transit Extension, available on
the Crenshaw Transit Corridor Project page on the Metro website.

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.

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.

387-2

Your support of the Westside Subway Extension Project has been noted. Please see the
response to comment number 387-1 above regarding the selection of the LPA.
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ternative in the Westside Subway Extension

ave for Wilshire Blvd.-If chosen, this option could create a

g forward to the public health and mobility
upon the existing Metro Rapid Bus service and local bus service
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Business or organization:

Westside Subway Extension
Final Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report

Appendix H - Response to Comments

747-1

Your preference for the TSM Alternative 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). Alternative 2 was selected as the LPA because the analysis in
the Draft EIS/EIR demonstrated that the Build Alternatives would be more effective than the
TSM Alternative in terms of enhancing mobility, serving development opportunities, and
addressing other aspects of the Purpose and Need for the Project. Please refer to Chapter
7 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Section 2.5 of the Final EIS/EIR for information on this analysis.

Furthermore, the Project would not eliminate bus service along Wilshire Boulevard but
rather would supplement it with rail. As explained in Chapter 2, Metro Local, Limited, Rapid,
and Express bus service along Wilshire Boulevard will continue to operate in conjunction
with the rail system, if approved and implemented. The Wilshire Boulevard Bus Rapid
Transit project is also assumed to be in place. Maintenance of local bus service levels is an
important component of the transit system serving the Westside Corridor. With the
extension the Purple Line subway service to the Westwood/VA Hospital Station, it is
estimated that one-third of demand would involve local bus access. Metro continues to
seek to improve the region's transit needs and continually evaluates various transit
corridors to achieve a more interconnected transportation system. To help guide design of
subway stations, potential enhanced local bus service at stations was assessed and is

discussed in Chapter 3 of the Final EIS/EIR.

The Project will be funded primarily through a combination of Measure R local funds and
Federal New Starts funds, with some other local, State, and Federal funds. Metro will
continue to use a combination of local, State, and Federal funding sources to operate and
maintain the system. In addition to these funding sources, Metro relies on fare revenues to
fund about one-third of its operating costs. Bus operating funds will not be used to construct
the Project, and no fare increases or service reductions are proposed to cover the Project's
costs. The selection of the TSM Alternative would not have resulted in lower

fares.The Metro Board of Directors establishes fares. Currently, the Base Fare for each
boarding is $1.50 and the Metro Day Pass is $5.00. A transfer is the same as the Base

Fare - $1.50.

Furthermore, 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. Transit service is meant to serve where the
demand is greatest, and these areas are often within neighborhoods that have
Environmental Justice (EJ) populations and communities of concern. Four of the seven
stations are located in, or adjacent to the Environmental Justice populations identified in
Section 4.2.6 of the Final EIS/EIR. Therefore, people living in EJ populations will have the
same opportunity to access the transit and mobility improvements provided by the subway.

The increased connectivity would also reduce the number of transfers which would have a
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747-1

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. The transit
benefits associated with the LPA are further detailed in Section 3.4 of the Final EIS/EIR.
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RECORD #784 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date :

Submission Date :

First Name :

Last Name :

Group Affiliation :
784-1 Submission Content :

Attachments :

Westside Subway Extension

Submission Summarized
11/1/2010

11/1/2010

Maria

Rodriguez

BRU

As a daily rider bus rider on the Wilshire corridor, | am looking forward to
the public health and mobility benefits that the Transportation System
Management (TSM) Alternative in the Westside Subway Extension Draft
Environmental Impact Report could have for Wilshire Blvd. If chose, this
option could create a more robust bus system by improving “upon the
existing Metro Rapid Bus service and local bus service in the Westside
Extension Transit Corridor study area.”

I don't think the project will benefit us uses as it will not stop at the all the
locations we need.

maria rodriguez.pdf (489 kb)

Final Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report

Appendix H - Response to Comments

7841
Your preference for the TSM Alternative 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). Alternative 2 was selected as the LPA because the analysis in
the Draft EIS/EIR demonstrated that the Build Alternatives would be more effective than the
TSM Alternative in terms of enhancing mobility, serving development opportunities, and
addressing other aspects of the Purpose and Need for the Project. Please refer to Chapter
7 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Section 2.5 of the Final EIS/EIR for information on this analysis.

Furthermore, the Project would not eliminate bus service along Wilshire Boulevard but
rather would supplement it with rail. As explained in Chapter 2, Metro Local, Limited, Rapid,
and Express bus service along Wilshire Boulevard will continue to operate in conjunction
with the rail system, if approved and implemented. The Wilshire Boulevard Bus Rapid
Transit project is also assumed to be in place. Maintenance of local bus service levels is an
important component of the transit system serving the Westside Corridor. With the
extension the Purple Line subway service to the Westwood/VA Hospital Station, it is
estimated that one-third of demand would involve local bus access. Metro continues to
seek to improve the region's transit needs and continually evaluates various transit
corridors to achieve a more interconnected transportation system. To help guide design of
subway stations, potential enhanced local bus service at stations was assessed and is
discussed in Chapter 3 of the Final EIS/EIR.

The Project will be funded primarily through a combination of Measure R local funds and
Federal New Starts funds, with some other local, State, and Federal funds. Metro will
continue to use a combination of local, State, and Federal funding sources to operate and
maintain the system. In addition to these funding sources, Metro relies on fare revenues to
fund about one-third of its operating costs. Bus operating funds will not be used to construct
the Project, and no fare increases or service reductions are proposed to cover the Project's
costs. The selection of the TSM Alternative would not have resulted in lower

fares.The Metro Board of Directors establishes fares. Currently, the Base Fare for each
boarding is $1.50 and the Metro Day Pass is $5.00. A transfer is the same as the Base
Fare - $1.50.

Furthermore, 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. Transit service is meant to serve where the
demand is greatest, and these areas are often within neighborhoods that have
Environmental Justice (EJ) populations and communities of concern. Four of the seven
stations are located in, or adjacent to the Environmental Justice populations identified in
Section 4.2.6 of the Final EIS/EIR. Therefore, people living in EJ populations will have the
same opportunity to access the transit and mobility improvements provided by the subway.

The increased connectivity would also reduce the number of transfers which would have a
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beneficial economic impact to elderly and low-income communities. The Project would also

784-1

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. The transit
benefits associated with the LPA are further detailed in Section 3.4 of the Final EIS/EIR.
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g forward to the public health and mobility
ternative in the Westside Subway Extension

ave for Wilshire Blvd. If chosen, this option could create a

Upon the existing Metro Rapid Bus service and local bus service
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2010 Draft Environmental Impact Report for Westside Extension Comment

As a daily rider bus rider on the Wilshire corridor, | am lookin

benefits that the Transportation System Mana
Draft Environmental Impact Report could h

more robust bus system by improving *
in the Westside Extension Transit Corridor study area.”

Sincerely,

Business or organization:

Westside Subway Extension
Final Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report

Appendix H - Response to Comments

744-1

Your preference for the TSM Alternative 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). Alternative 2 was selected as the LPA because the analysis in
the Draft EIS/EIR demonstrated that the Build Alternatives would be more effective than the
TSM Alternative in terms of enhancing mobility, serving development opportunities, and
addressing other aspects of the Purpose and Need for the Project. Please refer to Chapter
7 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Section 2.5 of the Final EIS/EIR for information on this analysis.

Furthermore, the Project would not eliminate bus service along Wilshire Boulevard but
rather would supplement it with rail. As explained in Chapter 2, Metro Local, Limited, Rapid,
and Express bus service along Wilshire Boulevard will continue to operate in conjunction
with the rail system, if approved and implemented. The Wilshire Boulevard Bus Rapid
Transit project is also assumed to be in place. Maintenance of local bus service levels is an
important component of the transit system serving the Westside Corridor. With the
extension the Purple Line subway service to the Westwood/VA Hospital Station, it is
estimated that one-third of demand would involve local bus access. Metro continues to
seek to improve the region's transit needs and continually evaluates various transit
corridors to achieve a more interconnected transportation system. To help guide design of
subway stations, potential enhanced local bus service at stations was assessed and is

discussed in Chapter 3 of the Final EIS/EIR.

The Project will be funded primarily through a combination of Measure R local funds and
Federal New Starts funds, with some other local, State, and Federal funds. Metro will
continue to use a combination of local, State, and Federal funding sources to operate and
maintain the system. In addition to these funding sources, Metro relies on fare revenues to
fund about one-third of its operating costs. Bus operating funds will not be used to construct
the Project, and no fare increases or service reductions are proposed to cover the Project's
costs. The selection of the TSM Alternative would not have resulted in lower

fares.The Metro Board of Directors establishes fares. Currently, the Base Fare for each
boarding is $1.50 and the Metro Day Pass is $5.00. A transfer is the same as the Base

Fare - $1.50.

Furthermore, 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. Transit service is meant to serve where the
demand is greatest, and these areas are often within neighborhoods that have
Environmental Justice (EJ) populations and communities of concern. Four of the seven
stations are located in, or adjacent to the Environmental Justice populations identified in
Section 4.2.6 of the Final EIS/EIR. Therefore, people living in EJ populations will have the
same opportunity to access the transit and mobility improvements provided by the subway.

The increased connectivity would also reduce the number of transfers which would have a
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744-1

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. The transit
benefits associated with the LPA are further detailed in Section 3.4 of the Final EIS/EIR.
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Public comments on the Draft EIS/EIR will be accepted through October 18, 2010. You
may submit your comments by:

> Email to: we e
> U5 Mail to: David Mieger, Project Manager, One Gateway Plaza, 99-22-2 Los Angeles,
t CA, 90012

> Visiting our website metro.net/westside and clicking on "contact us"”
Attending one of the public hearings listed above and verbally providing your

ts, which will be captured by a court reporter

written comments at a public hearing

comm:

> Submit

Westside Subway Extension
Final Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report
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1591
Your comment in support of the Westside Subway Extension Project has been noted. On
October 28, 2010, the Metro Board of Directors identified 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, and between them,
Alternative 2 provides higher ridership and improved cost effectiveness. Additionally,
Alternative 2 serves the VA Hospital and other communities west of the 1-405 more
effectively.

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.

159-2

Your comment in support of the Century City Santa Monica Station and concerns about
tunneling beneath homes and schools 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). As part of the LPA selection, the Metro Board of Directors
decided to continue to study both station location options in Century City (Santa Monica
Boulevard and Constellation Boulevard) to address concerns raised by the community
regarding locating a station directly on a seismic fault and the safety of tunneling under
homes and schools. The Metro Board of Directors also decided to not include the
Constellation South alignment between the Wilshire/Rodeo and Century City Stations as
part of the LPA, but to continue to study the Constellation North and the Santa Monica
Boulevard alignments. The Constellation South alignment passed beneath more residential
properties than the Constellation North or Santa Monica Boulevard alignments. In addition,
the Metro Board of Directors decided to not include the West or Central alignments
between Century City and Westwood/UCLA as part of the LPA, but to continue to study the
East alignment because the East alignment is the most direct and least expensive route
between the two stations.

Safety, both during construction and eventual operations, is one of Metro's highest priorities
and is one of the key evaluation criteria in selection of the Locally Preferred Alternative
(LPA). In response to the Metro Board of Director's request for more information, further
analysis was undertaken to focus on the engineering and environmental aspects of the two
options during the preparation of the Final EIS/EIR to expand on the studies conducted in
preparation of the Draft EIS/EIR. It should be noted that prior to conducting the comparative
study, the Santa Monica Boulevard Station location was shifted slightly to the east from the
location in the Draft EIS/EIR to avoid the Santa Monica Fault zone.

On most transit tunnel projects, significant portions of the alignment are constructed
adjacent to or beneath buildings. The LPA passes beneath homes and schools in these
neighborhoods because the curve radius required for subway tunnels is much wider than
that required at a typical surface street intersection. The current alignment minimizes
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1592
tunneling under buildings to the east and west of both the Century City Stations. The
station position on Constellation Boulevard requires the tunnel alignment to be under the
south portion of Beverly Hills High School Building B in order to reach the station location.
There is no reasonable tunnel alignment that does not pass under homes or structures
within the Beverly Hills High School campus.

The geotechnical studies conducted during preparation of the Final EIS/EIR concluded that
tunneling can be safely carried out beneath the Beverly Hills High School campus and the
West Beverly Hills, Century City, and Westwood neighborhoods. The use of state-of-the-art
pressurized closed-face TBMs for soft-ground tunneling has greatly improved the control of
ground movements such that tunneling can be done with minimal surface settlements. The
presence of the tunnels will neither affect the risk to buildings above them during an
earthquake nor change the severity of shaking. Finally, tunnels can be constructed and
operated safely in gassy grounds and oil wells do not pose an unmitigatible risk to
tunneling.

The additional detailed geotechnical studies also assessed soil conditions and determine
the potential for noise or vibration impacts on the surface along the refined alignments.
These studies concluded that the predicted vibration and noise levels are within the FTA
requirements and operation of the subway is not anticipated to have adverse impacts with
the implementation of mitigation, including areas where the tunnels pass beneath homes
and schools. During construction, low levels of noise and vibration may be experienced for
a day or two as each of the two TBMs pass under a given location. In addition, as the
tunnels are driven, construction trains bring supplies to and from the tunnel heading.
However, these underground construction noises will also be controlled to be within Metro
criteria.

The Westside Subway Extension will not reduce the availability of BHHS for use as an
emergency shelter or impact the operations of its use as an emergency shelter.
Furthermore, tunneling would not prevent future development of the BHHS campus. The
vertical alignment of the tunnel would be 55 to 70 feet below the ground surface (to the top
of the tunnel), which would allow for construction of an underground structure over the
tunnel at a later date.

These geotechnical studies also determined that the Century City Santa Monica Station
would cross the West Beverly Hills Lineament, a northern extension of the active Newport-
Inglewood Fault, which poses a significant safety risk to passengers at this station location.
No evidence of faulting was found at the proposed Century City Constellation Station site.
Tunnels to the east and west of Century City pass through at least two active faults.
However, there are numerous tools, designs, and construction means and methods that
have been used elsewhere that can be used to safely tunnel through these fault zones.
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In addition, the Century City Constellation Boulevard Station has the best pedestrian
environment, can be expected to attract the most transit riders, and is centrally located to
help shape the redevelopment of Century City as an important transit-oriented destination
on the Westside Subway Extension. Further refinements to the ridership analysis
concluded that the Century City Constellation Station would result in 3,350 more boardings
along new Westside Subway Extension stations than the Century City Santa Monica
Station due to proximity to jobs and residences within the critical 600-foot and 1/4-mile
walksheds.

Based on all of these factors, the Century City Station Location Report concluded by
recommending that the Century City Station be located along Constellation Boulevard due
to seismic safety concerns at the Santa Monica Boulevard Station and higher ridership
projections with Constellation Boulevard Station.

Please refer to Section 8.8.2 and 8.8.3 of the Final EIS/EIR for more detailed responses to
concerns related to the Century City Station and alignments and Section 8.8.4 of the Final
EIS/EIR for a more detailed response to geotechnical concerns. Refer to Section 7.3 of the
Final EIS/EIR and the Westside Subway Extension Century City Station Location Report for
a comparison of the two Century City Station locations. The results of further geotechnical
investigations in the Century City vicinity can be found in the Westside Subway Extension
Century City Area Fault Investigation Report and the Westside Subway Extension Century
City Area Tunneling Safety Report. The results of further ridership studies can be found in
the Westside Subway Extension Technical Report Summarizing the Results of the
Forecasted Alternatives and the Westside Subway Extension Century City TOD and Walk
Access Study. All reports are available on the Metro Westside Subway Extension Project
website: www.metro.net/projects/westside/westside-reports.

March 2012
Page H-6.3-149



Appendix H - Response to Comments

268-1

Your comment regarding the safety of tunneling has been noted. On October 28, 2010, the
RECORD #268 DETAIL Metro Board of Directors identified Alternative 2 (Westwood/VA Hospital Extension) as the
"""""""""""""" Locally Preferred Alternative (LPA). As part of the LPA selection, the Metro Board of
Directors requested the further study of the safety of tunneling.

Record Date : 10/1/2010
Submission Date : 10/1/2010
First Name : Ellie Safety, both during construction and eventual operations, is one of Metro's highest priorities
é?;h':i":f?”:anon : S;fse” and is one of the key evaluation criteria in selection of the Locally Preferred Alternative
268-1 Submission Content : Everything Was_fine with BP oil drilling until it wasn't. Putting in o (LPA)- In response to the Metro Board of Director's request for more information, further
ﬁﬂﬁfégrnﬁg?h‘fnrg'ia?ésﬁirgé éﬂs?reﬁ ltga}ts a(r:eR%eZoYl?gll'(\:/ae"%le Il:?ts}?obrf tﬁ Efme analysis was undertaken to focus on the engineering and environmental aspects of the two
beginning but, now that I'm literally on top of the subway plan extension, options during the preparation of the Final EIS/EIR to expand on the studies conducted in
| finally motivated to say something. I'm sure I'm not alone. In fact, | .
suspect that most people agree with me but are part of the great silent preparation of the Draft EIS/EIR.
majority that you count on.
268-2 Why not put in a light - j};sgsée%zggighﬁﬁﬁ% and Ssigesrt'enﬁotg'?n";kgf On most transit tunnel projects, significant portions of the alignment are constructed
smooth operation for the entire city and surrounding community. We adjacent to or beneath buildings. The LPA passes beneath homes and schools in these
always take the light rail line from the airport all the way out to Beaverton i i . . X
whenever we visit our daughter. neighborhoods because the curve radius required for subway tunnels is much wider than
Forget the matching funds and do what makes sense. that required at a typical surface street intersection. The current alignment minimizes
Sincerely, tunneling under buildings to the east and west of both the Century City Stations.
Ellie Rosen
The geotechnical studies conducted during preparation of the Final EIS/EIR concluded that
tunneling can be safely carried out beneath the Beverly Hills High School campus and the
West Beverly Hills, Century City, and Westwood neighborhoods. The use of state-of-the-art
pressurized closed-face TBMs for soft-ground tunneling has greatly improved the control of
ground movements such that tunneling can be done with minimal surface settlements. The
presence of the tunnels will neither affect the risk to buildings above them during an
earthquake nor change the severity of shaking. Finally, tunnels can be constructed and
operated safely in gassy grounds and oil wells do not pose an unmitigatible risk to
tunneling.
The additional detailed geotechnical studies also assessed soil conditions and determine
the potential for noise or vibration impacts on the surface along the refined alignments.
These studies concluded that the predicted vibration and noise levels are within the FTA
requirements and operation of the subway is not anticipated to have adverse impacts with
the implementation of mitigation, including areas where the tunnels pass beneath homes
and schools. During construction, low levels of noise and vibration may be experienced for
a day or two as each of the two TBMs pass under a given location. In addition, as the
tunnels are driven, construction trains bring supplies to and from the tunnel heading.
However, these underground construction noises will also be controlled to be within Metro
criteria.
These geotechnical studies also determined that the Century City Santa Monica Station
would cross the West Beverly Hills Lineament, a northern extension of the active Newport-
Inglewood Fault, which poses a significant safety risk to passengers at this station location.
Westside Subway Extension March 2012
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No evidence of faulting was found at the proposed Century City Constellation Station site.
Tunnels to the east and west of Century City pass through at least two active faults.
However, there are numerous tools, designs, and construction means and methods that
have been used elsewhere that can be used to safely tunnel through these fault zones.

Please refer to Section 8.8.4 of the Final EIS/EIR for a more detailed response to
geotechnical concerns. The results of further geotechnical investigations in the Century City
vicinity can be found in the Westside Subway Extension Century City Area Fault
Investigation Report and 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.

268-2

Your comment about alternative routes and technologies for the subway has been noted.
Between 2007 and 2009, Metro conducted an Alternatives Analysis (AA) Study for the
Westside Corridor. The AA Study considered the need for transit improvements in the
corridor and evaluated various transit technologies and alignments. During Early Scoping
meetings, Metro presented the public with technology options that included Heavy Rail
Transit (HRT), Light Rail Transit (LRT), and Bus Rapid Transit (BRT). In response to
comments received, Metro added monorail to those other technologies to be analyzed in
the AA Study. As a result of these analyses, the Metro Board decided to carry five subway
alternatives into the Draft EIS/EIR. An underground alignment was recommended because
it has fewer land use, traffic, visual, historic, and noise impacts than an elevated alignment.
This is due to the impacts an elevated alignment would have on adjacent buildings (some
historic), visual quality, shadow, noise, land acquisitions and traffic, as well as the
mitigations needed. The AA Study also identified HRT as the preferred mode for further
study because it has the capacity to meet the anticipated ridership demand and would
minimize the number of transfers.

Please refer to Section 2.3 of the Final EIS/EIR and the Westside Transit Corridor
Alternatives Analysis Study, available on the Metro Westside Subway Extension Project
website: www.metro.net/projects/westside/westside-reports.

Westside Subway Extension March 2012
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Status :

Record Date :

Submission Date :

First Name :

Last Name :

Group Affiliation :
506-1 Submission Content :

Westside Subway Extension

Submission Summarized
10/17/2010

10/17/2010

strawn and richard
rosenthal

Prefer subway stop at AVE OF STARS and CONSTELLATION -- far
better, especially giving thought to future development.

Prefer subway route via WEST ROUTE. If cost is primary consideration,

then would choose Central Route. Likely damage to surface and
buildings (especially older ones) should be key consideration.

Final Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report
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506-1

Your comment in support of the Century City Constellation Station and the West or Central
route between Century City and Westwood/UCLA 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). As part of the LPA selection, the Metro Board of
Directors decided to continue to study both station location options in Century City (Santa
Monica Boulevard and Constellation Boulevard) to address concerns raised by the
community regarding locating a station directly on a seismic fault and the safety of
tunneling under homes and schools. In addition, the Metro Board of Directors decided to
not include the West or Central alignments between Century City and Westwood/UCLA as
part of the LPA, but to continue to study the East alignment because the East alignment is
the most direct and least expensive route between the two stations. In response to the
Metro Board of Director's request for more information, further analysis was undertaken to
focus on the engineering and environmental aspects of the two options during the
preparation of the Final EIS/EIR to expand on the studies conducted in preparation of the
Draft EIS/EIR. It should be noted that prior to conducting the comparative study, the Santa
Monica Boulevard Station location was shifted slightly to the east from the location in the
Draft EIS/EIR to avoid the Santa Monica Fault zone.

The geotechnical studies conducted during preparation of the Final EIS/EIR concluded that
tunneling can be safely carried out beneath the Beverly Hills High School campus and the
West Beverly Hills, Century City, and Westwood neighborhoods. However, these studies
also determined that the Century City Santa Monica Station would cross the West Beverly
Hills Lineament, a northern extension of the active Newport-Inglewood Fault, which poses a
significant safety risk to passengers at this station location. No evidence of faulting was
found at the proposed Century City Constellation Station site.

In addition, the Century City Constellation Boulevard Station has the best pedestrian
environment, can be expected to attract the most transit riders, and is centrally located to
help shape the redevelopment of Century City as an important transit-oriented destination
on the Westside Subway Extension. Further refinements to the ridership analysis
concluded that the Century City Constellation Station would result in 3,350 more boardings
along new Westside Subway Extension stations than the Century City Santa Monica
Station due to proximity to jobs and residences within the critical 600-foot and 1/4-mile
walksheds.

Based on all of these factors, the Century City Station Location Reportconcluded by
recommending that the Century City Station be located along Constellation Boulevard due
to seismic safety concerns at the Santa Monica Boulevard Station and higher ridership
projections with Constellation Boulevard Station.

Please refer to Section 8.8.2 and 8.8.3 of the Final EIS/EIR for more detailed responses to

concerns related to the Century City Station. Refer to Section 7.3 of the Final EIS/EIR and
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the Westside Subway Extension Century City Station Location Report for a comparison of
the two Century City Station locations. The results of further geotechnical investigations in
the Century City vicinity can be found in the Westside Subway Extension Century City Area
Fault Investigation Report and theWestside Subway Extension Century City Area Tunneling
Safety Report. The results of further ridership studies can be found in the Westside Subway
Extension Technical Report Summarizing the Results of the Forecasted Alternativesand
the Westside Subway Extension Century City TOD and Walk Access Study. All reports are
available on the Metro Westside Subway Extension Project website:
www.metro.net/projects/westside/westside-reports.

March 2012
Page H-6.3-153



COMMENT DEADLINE: OCTOBER 18, 2010

WESTSIDE SUBWAY EXTENSION
Draft EIS/EIR — Public Hearings

Written Comment Form

AN
. 2= - . . |
Organrtatton,rorga)‘n zacmn |

§-L :—rr R
| Address,‘Dwecclgg y

)
— I/

[ Email: =

L1624 @ 110435 0221 1 Lerne

Meeting Venue: O LACMA O WeHo O Santa Monica m’é\«erly Hills O Westwood

161-1

.-‘I? m — / / / P
7 /z fa) g2, T TR Wl ol JAla
A nr _— 7 / = f
/7 /,r Ve //V / AT ;_’/,"—r{;’- _fl/‘.’:z S POprr 2L

= : 7

o L e a2 /0 i
[T ;/7?.//5'/ 2 p- Yl sl N flane &0 flate

Lesg—
— 7 oy £ 2> T e s 4
p S A T Geas L Safpe

_._v.._,-f /J/—"'P“vz? /d"lf ek “f"-’

7 i -f..?ﬂ}./:f, Zﬁ; ‘/ »/‘-f’) / i
' S r T
P ne oV Dol !',-;.'.z L‘ y _«»( / /(_ / / (212 —
7 iy .
N X /‘,‘- J/ -,_’_/5’;‘ ( /{/ < :.‘l"-;" , Z‘\{_ _/a_ ol 5 -"../j/ it zé” 2 -_f

o _/L///L .ﬂ,,/ o v _{,L('.'-, ..—_,}V{/__ Doyl = Lt v
Hy linnitoey sl BH#s. Pleckd Ao 1 jp
¢ =1 y ¥ J
S sy SH At ot le ;L},/ﬁ-f"}f__;;(-(/ Bl prrarte) rmde
i i
Public comﬁvfélnr.s on the Dfaft E!S;ém will be accepted through October 18, 2010. You
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Your comment in support of the Century City Santa Monica Station location and concerns

about tunneling beneath homes and schools as well as the development of the Century
City station and alignment options has been noted.

Metro followed FTA's New Starts project planning and development process and carefully
considered public input in developing the location of the Century City Station. The process
of determining the location of the Century City Station began with the Westside Transit
Corridor Alternatives Analysis Study in 2007. At the beginning of the Alternatives Analysis
(AA) Study, two general corridors—one along Wilshire Boulevard and the other along
Santa Monica Boulevard—were presented to the public at Early Scoping meetings. Some
people who spoke at the Early Scoping meetings generally supported the proposed station
locations that were presented (Santa Monica Boulevard in Century City being one of them).
However, some attendees also suggested additional or alternate station locations, with
some commenting that the station in Century City should be south of Santa Monica
Boulevard, closer to the center of Century City, which Metro took into consideration.

During scoping for the Draft EIS/EIR in 2009, Metro sought additional public comment on
the alignment and station options in the Beverly Hills to Westwood area, including the
Century City Station location. During preparation of the Draft EIS/EIR, the alignment and
station locations were refined to avoid impacts to the natural and built environments where
feasible, provide a cost-effective solution to increase east/west mobility in the Study Area,
and respond to public and agency input. The analysis and refinement of the station and
alignment locations, including the Century City Station location, are described in the
Westside Subway Extension Alternatives Screening and Refinement Following Scoping
Report. Ultimately, the Century City Santa Monica Station and the Century City
Constellation Station were carried forward for analysis in the Draft EIS/EIR.

Following public circulation of the Draft EIS/EIR, on October 28, 2010, the Metro Board of
Directors identified Alternative 2 (Westwood/VA Hospital Extension) as the Locally
Preferred Alternative (LPA). As part of the LPA selection, the Metro Board of Directors
decided to continue to study both station location options in Century City (Santa Monica
Boulevard and Constellation Boulevard) to address concerns raised by the community
regarding locating a station directly on a seismic fault and the safety of tunneling under
homes and schools. The Metro Board of Directors also decided to not include the
Constellation South alignment between the Wilshire/Rodeo and Century City Stations as
part of the LPA, but to continue to study the Constellation North and the Santa Monica
Boulevard alignments. The Constellation South alignment passed beneath more residential
properties than the Constellation North or Santa Monica Boulevard alignments. In addition,
the Metro Board of Directors decided to not include the West or Central alignments
between Century City and Westwood/UCLA as part of the LPA, but to continue to study the
East alignment because the East alignment is the most direct and least expensive route
between the two stations.
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Safety, both during construction and eventual operations, is one of Metro’s highest priorities
and is one of the key evaluation criteria in selection of the Locally Preferred Alternative
(LPA). In response to the Metro Board of Director’s request for more information, further
analysis was undertaken to focus on the engineering and environmental aspects of the two
options during the preparation of the Final EIS/EIR to expand on the studies conducted in
preparation of the Draft EIS/EIR. It should be noted that prior to conducting the comparative
study, the Santa Monica Boulevard Station location was shifted slightly to the east from the
location in the Draft EIS/EIR to avoid the Santa Monica Fault zone.

On most transit tunnel projects, significant portions of the alignment are constructed
adjacent to or beneath buildings. The LPA passes beneath homes and schools in these
neighborhoods because the curve radius required for subway tunnels is much wider than
that required at a typical surface street intersection. The current alignment minimizes
tunneling under buildings to the east and west of both the Century City Stations. The
station position on Constellation Boulevard requires the tunnel alignment to be under the
south portion of Beverly Hills High School Building B in order to reach the station location.
There is no reasonable tunnel alignment that does not pass under homes or structures
within the Beverly Hills High School campus.

The geotechnical studies conducted during preparation of the Final EIS/EIR concluded that
tunneling can be safely carried out beneath the Beverly Hills High School campus and the
West Beverly Hills, Century City, and Westwood neighborhoods. The use of state-of-the-art
pressurized closed-face TBMs for soft-ground tunneling has greatly improved the control of
ground movements such that tunneling can be done with minimal surface settlements. The
presence of the tunnels will neither affect the risk to buildings above them during an
earthquake nor change the severity of shaking. Finally, tunnels can be constructed and
operated safely in gassy grounds and oil wells do not pose an unmitigatible risk to
tunneling.

The additional detailed geotechnical studies also assessed soil conditions and determine
the potential for noise or vibration impacts on the surface along the refined alignments.
These studies concluded that the predicted vibration and noise levels are within the FTA
requirements and operation of the subway is not anticipated to have adverse impacts with
the implementation of mitigation, including areas where the tunnels pass beneath homes
and schools. During construction, low levels of noise and vibration may be experienced for
a day or two as each of the two TBMs pass under a given location. In addition, as the
tunnels are driven, construction trains bring supplies to and from the tunnel heading.
However, these underground construction noises will also be controlled to be within Metro
criteria.

The Westside Subway Extension will not reduce the availability of BHHS for use as an
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emergency shelter or impact the operations of its use as an emergency shelter.
Furthermore, tunneling would not prevent future development of the BHHS campus. The
vertical alignment of the tunnel would be 55 to 70 feet below the ground surface (to the top
of the tunnel), which would allow for construction of an underground structure over the
tunnel at a later date.

These geotechnical studies also determined that the Century City Santa Monica Station
would cross the West Beverly Hills Lineament, a northern extension of the active Newport-
Inglewood Fault, which poses a significant safety risk to passengers at this station location.
No evidence of faulting was found at the proposed Century City Constellation Station site.
Tunnels to the east and west of Century City pass through at least two active faults.
However, there are numerous tools, designs, and construction means and methods that
have been used elsewhere that can be used to safely tunnel through these fault zones.

In addition, the Century City Constellation Boulevard Station has the best pedestrian
environment, can be expected to attract the most transit riders, and is centrally located to
help shape the redevelopment of Century City as an important transit-oriented destination
on the Westside Subway Extension. Further refinements to the ridership analysis
concluded that the Century City Constellation Station would result in 3,350 more boardings
along new Westside Subway Extension stations than the Century City Santa Monica
Station due to proximity to jobs and residences within the critical 600-foot and 1/4-mile
walksheds.

Based on all of these factors, the Century City Station Location Report concluded by
recommending that the Century City Station be located along Constellation Boulevard due
to seismic safety concerns at the Santa Monica Boulevard Station and higher ridership
projections with Constellation Boulevard Station.

Please refer to Section 8.8.2 and 8.8.3 of the Final EIS/EIR for more detailed responses to
concerns related to the Century City Station and alignments and Section 8.8.4 of the Final
EIS/EIR for a more detailed response to geotechnical concerns. Refer to Section 7.3 of the
Final EIS/EIR and the Westside Subway Extension Century City Station Location Report for
a comparison of the two Century City Station locations. The results of further geotechnical
investigations in the Century City vicinity can be found in the Westside Subway Extension
Century City Area Fault Investigation Report and the Westside Subway Extension Century
City Area Tunneling Safety Report. The results of further ridership studies can be found in
the Westside Subway Extension Technical Report Summarizing the Results of the
Forecasted Alternatives and the Westside Subway Extension Century City TOD and Walk
Access Study. All reports are available on the Metro Westside Subway Extension Project
website: www.metro.net/projects/westside/westside-reports.
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Submission Date :

First Name :

Last Name :

Group Affiliation :
524-1 Submission Content :

Westside Subway Extension

Submission Summarized
10/17/2010

10/17/2010

Mark

Ross

| urge you to put the station in heart of the BUSINESS DISTRICT, on
Constellation Ave. And NOT on Santa Monica Blvd (which is already
over burdened with traffic) Thousand's can get to work from a
Constellation Station, without disrupting the residential tranquility of
Comstock Hills.
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Your comment in support of the Century City Constellation Station 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). As part of the LPA selection,
the Metro Board of Directors decided to continue to study both station location options in
Century City (Santa Monica Boulevard and Constellation Boulevard) to address concerns
raised by the community regarding locating a station directly on a seismic fault and the
safety of tunneling under homes and schools.

In response to the Metro Board of Director’s request for more information, further analysis
was undertaken to focus on the engineering and environmental aspects of the two options
during the preparation of the Final EIS/EIR to expand on the studies conducted in
preparation of the Draft EIS/EIR. It should be noted that prior to conducting the comparative
study, the Santa Monica Boulevard Station location was shifted slightly to the east from the
location in the Draft EIS/EIR to avoid the Santa Monica Fault zone.

The geotechnical studies conducted during preparation of the Final EIS/EIR concluded that
tunneling can be safely carried out beneath the Beverly Hills High School campus and the
West Beverly Hills, Century City, and Westwood neighborhoods. However, these studies
also determined that the Century City Santa Monica Station would cross the West Beverly
Hills Lineament, a northern extension of the active Newport-Inglewood Fault, which poses a
significant safety risk to passengers at this station location. No evidence of faulting was
found at the proposed Century City Constellation Station site.

In addition, the Century City Constellation Boulevard Station has the best pedestrian
environment, can be expected to attract the most transit riders, and is centrally located to
help shape the redevelopment of Century City as an important transit-oriented destination
on the Westside Subway Extension. Further refinements to the ridership analysis
concluded that the Century City Constellation Station would result in 3,350 more boardings
along new Westside Subway Extension stations than the Century City Santa Monica
Station due to proximity to jobs and residences within the critical 600-foot and 1/4-mile
walksheds.

Based on all of these factors, the Century City Station Location Report concluded by
recommending that the Century City Station be located along Constellation Boulevard due
to seismic safety concerns at the Santa Monica Boulevard Station and higher ridership
projections with Constellation Boulevard Station.

Please refer to Section 8.8.2 and 8.8.3 of the Final EIS/EIR for more detailed responses to
concerns related to the Century City Station. Refer to Section 7.3 of the Final EIS/EIR and
the Westside Subway Extension Century City Station Location Report for a comparison of
the two Century City Station locations. The results of further geotechnical investigations in
the Century City vicinity can be found in the Westside Subway Extension Century City Area
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Fault Investigation Report and the Westside Subway Extension Century City Area
Tunneling Safety Report. The results of further ridership studies can be found in the
Westside Subway Extension Technical Report Summarizing the Results of the Forecasted
Alternatives and the Westside Subway Extension Century City TOD and Walk Access
Study. All reports are available on the Metro Westside Subway Extension Project website:
www.metro.net/projects/westside/westside-reports.
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428-1

Your comment in support of the Westside Subway Extension Project and the Century City
Santa Monica Station location and concerns about tunneling beneath homes and schools
as well as the development of the Century City station and alignment options has been
noted.

Metro followed FTA's New Starts project planning and development process and carefully
considered public input in developing the location of the Century City Station. The process
of determining the location of the Century City Station began with the Westside Transit
Corridor Alternatives Analysis Study in 2007. At the beginning of the Alternatives Analysis
(AA) Study, two general corridors-one along Wilshire Boulevard and the other along Santa
Monica Boulevard-were presented to the public at Early Scoping meetings. Some people
who spoke at the Early Scoping meetings generally supported the proposed station
locations that were presented (Santa Monica Boulevard in Century City being one of them).
However, some attendees also suggested additional or alternate station locations, with
some commenting that the station in Century City should be south of Santa Monica
Boulevard, closer to the center of Century City, which Metro took into consideration.

During scoping for the Draft EIS/EIR in 2009, Metro sought additional public comment on
the alignment and station options in the Beverly Hills to Westwood area, including the
Century City Station location. During preparation of the Draft EIS/EIR, the alignment and
station locations were refined to avoid impacts to the natural and built environments where
feasible, provide a cost-effective solution to increase east/west mobility in the Study Area,
and respond to public and agency input. The analysis and refinement of the station and
alignment locations, including the Century City Station location, are described in the
Westside Subway Extension Alternatives Screening and Refinement Following Scoping
Report. Ultimately, the Century City Santa Monica Station and the Century City
Constellation Station were carried forward for analysis in the Draft EIS/EIR.

Following public circulation of the Draft EIS/EIR, on October 28, 2010, the Metro Board of
Directors identified Alternative 2 (Westwood/VA Hospital Extension) as the Locally
Preferred Alternative (LPA). As part of the LPA selection, the Metro Board of Directors
decided to continue to study both station location options in Century City (Santa Monica
Boulevard and Constellation Boulevard) to address concerns raised by the community
regarding locating a station directly on a seismic fault and the safety of tunneling under
homes and schools. The Metro Board of Directors also decided to not include the
Constellation South alignment between the Wilshire/Rodeo and Century City Stations as
part of the LPA, but to continue to study the Constellation North and the Santa Monica
Boulevard alignments. The Constellation South alignment passed beneath more residential
properties than the Constellation North or Santa Monica Boulevard alignments. In addition,
the Metro Board of Directors decided to not include the West or Central alignments
between Century City and Westwood/UCLA as part of the LPA, but to continue to study the
East alignment because the East alignment is the most direct and least expensive route
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between the two stations.

Safety, both during construction and eventual operations, is one of Metro's highest priorities
and is one of the key evaluation criteria in selection of the Locally Preferred Alternative
(LPA). In response to the Metro Board of Director's request for more information, further
analysis was undertaken to focus on the engineering and environmental aspects of the two
options during the preparation of the Final EIS/EIR to expand on the studies conducted in
preparation of the Draft EIS/EIR. It should be noted that prior to conducting the comparative
study, the Santa Monica Boulevard Station location was shifted slightly to the east from the
location in the Draft EIS/EIR to avoid the Santa Monica Fault zone.

On most transit tunnel projects, significant portions of the alignment are constructed
adjacent to or beneath buildings. The LPA passes beneath homes and schools in these
neighborhoods because the curve radius required for subway tunnels is much wider than
that required at a typical surface street intersection. The current alignment minimizes
tunneling under buildings to the east and west of both the Century City Stations. The
station position on Constellation Boulevard requires the tunnel alignment to be under the
south portion of Beverly Hills High School Building B in order to reach the station location.
There is no reasonable tunnel alignment that does not pass under homes or structures
within the Beverly Hills High School campus.

The geotechnical studies conducted during preparation of the Final EIS/EIR concluded that
tunneling can be safely carried out beneath the Beverly Hills High School campus and the
West Beverly Hills, Century City, and Westwood neighborhoods. The use of state-of-the-art
pressurized closed-face TBMs for soft-ground tunneling has greatly improved the control of
ground movements such that tunneling can be done with minimal surface settlements. The
presence of the tunnels will neither affect the risk to buildings above them during an
earthquake nor change the severity of shaking. Finally, tunnels can be constructed and
operated safely in gassy grounds and oil wells do not pose an unmitigatible risk to
tunneling.

The additional detailed geotechnical studies also assessed soil conditions and determine
the potential for noise or vibration impacts on the surface along the refined alignments.
These studies concluded that the predicted vibration and noise levels are within the FTA
requirements and operation of the subway is not anticipated to have adverse impacts with
the implementation of mitigation, including areas where the tunnels pass beneath homes
and schools. During construction, low levels of noise and vibration may be experienced for
a day or two as each of the two TBMs pass under a given location. In addition, as the
tunnels are driven, construction trains bring supplies to and from the tunnel heading.
However, these underground construction noises will also be controlled to be within Metro
criteria.
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The Westside Subway Extension will not reduce the availability of BHHS for use as an
emergency shelter or impact the operations of its use as an emergency shelter.
Furthermore, tunneling would not prevent future development of the BHHS campus. The
vertical alignment of the tunnel would be 55 to 70 feet below the ground surface (to the top
of the tunnel), which would allow for construction of an underground structure over the
tunnel at a later date.

These geotechnical studies also determined that the Century City Santa Monica Station
would cross the West Beverly Hills Lineament, a northern extension of the active Newport-
Inglewood Fault, which poses a significant safety risk to passengers at this station location.
No evidence of faulting was found at the proposed Century City Constellation Station site.
Tunnels to the east and west of Century City pass through at least two active faults.
However, there are numerous tools, designs, and construction means and methods that
have been used elsewhere that can be used to safely tunnel through these fault zones.

In addition, the Century City Constellation Boulevard Station has the best pedestrian
environment, can be expected to attract the most transit riders, and is centrally located to
help shape the redevelopment of Century City as an important transit-oriented destination
on the Westside Subway Extension. Further refinements to the ridership analysis
concluded that the Century City Constellation Station would result in 3,350 more boardings
along new Westside Subway Extension stations than the Century City Santa Monica
Station due to proximity to jobs and residences within the critical 600-foot and 1/4-mile
walksheds.

Based on all of these factors, the Century City Station Location Report concluded by
recommending that the Century City Station be located along Constellation Boulevard due
to seismic safety concerns at the Santa Monica Boulevard Station and higher ridership
projections with Constellation Boulevard Station.

Please refer to Section 8.8.2 and 8.8.3 of the Final EIS/EIR for more detailed responses to
concerns related to the Century City Station and alignments and Section 8.8.4 of the Final
EIS/EIR for a more detailed response to geotechnical concerns. Refer to Section 7.3 of the
Final EIS/EIR and the Westside Subway Extension Century City Station Location Report for
a comparison of the two Century City Station locations. The results of further geotechnical
investigations in the Century City vicinity can be found in the Westside Subway Extension
Century City Area Fault Investigation Report and the Westside Subway Extension Century
City Area Tunneling Safety Report. The results of further ridership studies can be found in
the Westside Subway Extension Technical Report Summarizing the Results of the
Forecasted Alternatives and the Westside Subway Extension Century City TOD and Walk
Access Study. All reports are available on the Metro Westside Subway Extension Project
website: www.metro.net/projects/westside/westside-reports.
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Your comment in support of the Century City Constellation Station 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). As part of the LPA selection,
the Metro Board of Directors decided to continue to study both station location options in
Century City (Santa Monica Boulevard and Constellation Boulevard) to address concerns
raised by the community regarding locating a station directly on a seismic fault and the
safety of tunneling under homes and schools.

In response to the Metro Board of Director’s request for more information, further analysis
was undertaken to focus on the engineering and environmental aspects of the two options
during the preparation of the Final EIS/EIR to expand on the studies conducted in
preparation of the Draft EIS/EIR. It should be noted that prior to conducting the comparative
study, the Santa Monica Boulevard Station location was shifted slightly to the east from the
location in the Draft EIS/EIR to avoid the Santa Monica Fault zone.

The geotechnical studies conducted during preparation of the Final EIS/EIR concluded that
tunneling can be safely carried out beneath the Beverly Hills High School campus and the
West Beverly Hills, Century City, and Westwood neighborhoods. However, these studies
also determined that the Century City Santa Monica Station would cross the West Beverly
Hills Lineament, a northern extension of the active Newport-Inglewood Fault, which poses a
significant safety risk to passengers at this station location. No evidence of faulting was
found at the proposed Century City Constellation Station site.

In addition, the Century City Constellation Boulevard Station has the best pedestrian
environment, can be expected to attract the most transit riders, and is centrally located to
help shape the redevelopment of Century City as an important transit-oriented destination
on the Westside Subway Extension. Further refinements to the ridership analysis
concluded that the Century City Constellation Station would result in 3,350 more boardings
along new Westside Subway Extension stations than the Century City Santa Monica
Station due to proximity to jobs and residences within the critical 600-foot and 1/4-mile
walksheds.

Based on all of these factors, the Century City Station Location Report concluded by
recommending that the Century City Station be located along Constellation Boulevard due
to seismic safety concerns at the Santa Monica Boulevard Station and higher ridership
projections with Constellation Boulevard Station.

Please refer to Section 8.8.2 and 8.8.3 of the Final EIS/EIR for more detailed responses to
concerns related to the Century City Station. Refer to Section 7.3 of the Final EIS/EIR and
the Westside Subway Extension Century City Station Location Report for a comparison of
the two Century City Station locations. The results of further geotechnical investigations in
the Century City vicinity can be found in the Westside Subway Extension Century City Area

March 2012
Page H-6.3-162



Appendix H - Response to Comments

5711
Fault Investigation Report and the Westside Subway Extension Century City Area
Tunneling Safety Report. The results of further ridership studies can be found in the
Westside Subway Extension Technical Report Summarizing the Results of the Forecasted
Alternatives and the Westside Subway Extension Century City TOD and Walk Access
Study. All reports are available on the Metro Westside Subway Extension Project website:
www.metro.net/projects/westside/westside-reports.
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October 12, 2010

Honorable Don Knabe, Chair

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
One Gateway Plaza

Los Angeles, CA 90012-2852

Dear Chairman Knabe:

t, Bonnie Rubin, wholeheartedly support the Westside extension of the subway and continue
to be a strong advocate for the creation of new public transit options for the community. We
are encouraged by the progress Metro is making towards achieving this goal and want to
contribute our comments to the Draft Environmental Review (DEIR) document now in
circulation.

in order to serve this community with the most ridership, we believe that the Constellation
Boulevard and Avenue of the Stars station alignment should be adopted for several reasons:

« itwill bring passengers to the heart of Century City, providing both convenience to
travelers, as well as increased ridership which will benefit everyone,

*  With nearly 40,000 employees within Century City clustered around this intersection,
they are more likely to use the subway for both commuting and for trips during the day if
the portal is conveniently located.

Thank you for your attention to our views. We look forward to the subway reaching Century
City at the corners of Constellation Boulevard and Avenue of the Stars.

Senior Vice President
1% Century Bank, N.A.

Cc: Mayor Anfonio Villaraigosa Honorable Zev Yaroslavsky
City Hall L..A. County Supervisor
200 No. Spring Street 821 Kenneth Hahn Hall of Administration
Los Angeles, CA 90012 500 W. Temple Street
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Councifiman Paul Koretz, Council District 5
City Hall

200 North Spring Street

Room 440

L.os Angeles, CA 80012

1ST CENTURY BANK, N.A.

1875 Century Park East, Suite 1400 - Los Angeles, CA 90067 -

MAIN: (310) 2709500 - FAX:(310) 270-9599 - www.Istcenturybank.com
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Your comment in support of the Westside Subway Extension Project has been noted.

Your comment in support of the Century City Constellation Station 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). As part of the LPA selection,
the Metro Board of Directors decided to continue to study both station location options in
Century City (Santa Monica Boulevard and Constellation Boulevard) to address concerns
raised by the community regarding locating a station directly on a seismic fault and the
safety of tunneling under homes and schools.

In response to the Metro Board of Director's request for more information, further analysis
was undertaken to focus on the engineering and environmental aspects of the two options
during the preparation of the Final EIS/EIR to expand on the studies conducted in
preparation of the Draft EIS/EIR. It should be noted that prior to conducting the comparative
study, the Santa Monica Boulevard Station location was shifted slightly to the east from the
location in the Draft EIS/EIR to avoid the Santa Monica Fault zone.

The geotechnical studies conducted during preparation of the Final EIS/EIR concluded that
tunneling can be safely carried out beneath the Beverly Hills High School campus and the
West Beverly Hills, Century City, and Westwood neighborhoods. However, these studies
also determined that the Century City Santa Monica Station would cross the West Beverly
Hills Lineament, a northern extension of the active Newport-Inglewood Fault, which poses a
significant safety risk to passengers at this station location. No evidence of faulting was
found at the proposed Century City Constellation Station site.

In addition, the Century City Constellation Boulevard Station has the best pedestrian
environment, can be expected to attract the most transit riders, and is centrally located to
help shape the redevelopment of Century City as an important transit-oriented destination
on the Westside Subway Extension. Further refinements to the ridership analysis
concluded that the Century City Constellation Station would result in 3,350 more boardings
along new Westside Subway Extension stations than the Century City Santa Monica
Station due to proximity to jobs and residences within the critical 600-foot and 1/4-mile
walksheds.

Based on all of these factors, the Century City Station Location Report concluded by
recommending that the Century City Station be located along Constellation Boulevard due
to seismic safety concerns at the Santa Monica Boulevard Station and higher ridership
projections with Constellation Boulevard Station.

Please refer to Section 8.8.2 and 8.8.3 of the Final EIS/EIR for more detailed responses to
concerns related to the Century City Station. Refer to Section 7.3 of the Final EIS/EIR and
the Westside Subway Extension Century City Station Location Report for a comparison of
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the two Century City Station locations. The results of further geotechnical investigations in
the Century City vicinity can be found in the Westside Subway Extension Century City Area
Fault Investigation Report and the Westside Subway Extension Century City Area
Tunneling Safety Report. The results of further ridership studies can be found in the
Westside Subway Extension Technical Report Summarizing the Results of the Forecasted
Alternatives and the Westside Subway Extension Century City TOD and Walk Access
Study. All reports are available on the Metro Westside Subway Extension Project website:
www.metro.net/projects/westside/westside-reports.
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Westside Subway Extension

Submission Summarized
10/16/2010

10/16/2010

Alfred

Ruess

Comstock Hills HOA

| strongly object to the subway station being located on Santa Monica
Blvd. The Constellation/Avenue of the Stars location would serve

Century City best and be less disruptive to the residential neighborhood.
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Your comment in support of the Century City Constellation Station 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). As part of the LPA selection,
the Metro Board of Directors decided to continue to study both station location options in
Century City (Santa Monica Boulevard and Constellation Boulevard) to address concerns
raised by the community regarding locating a station directly on a seismic fault and the
safety of tunneling under homes and schools.

In response to the Metro Board of Director’s request for more information, further analysis
was undertaken to focus on the engineering and environmental aspects of the two options
during the preparation of the Final EIS/EIR to expand on the studies conducted in
preparation of the Draft EIS/EIR. It should be noted that prior to conducting the comparative
study, the Santa Monica Boulevard Station location was shifted slightly to the east from the
location in the Draft EIS/EIR to avoid the Santa Monica Fault zone.

The geotechnical studies conducted during preparation of the Final EIS/EIR concluded that
tunneling can be safely carried out beneath the Beverly Hills High School campus and the
West Beverly Hills, Century City, and Westwood neighborhoods. However, these studies
also determined that the Century City Santa Monica Station would cross the West Beverly
Hills Lineament, a northern extension of the active Newport-Inglewood Fault, which poses a
significant safety risk to passengers at this station location. No evidence of faulting was
found at the proposed Century City Constellation Station site.

In addition, the Century City Constellation Boulevard Station has the best pedestrian
environment, can be expected to attract the most transit riders, and is centrally located to
help shape the redevelopment of Century City as an important transit-oriented destination
on the Westside Subway Extension. Further refinements to the ridership analysis
concluded that the Century City Constellation Station would result in 3,350 more boardings
along new Westside Subway Extension stations than the Century City Santa Monica
Station due to proximity to jobs and residences within the critical 600-foot and 1/4-mile
walksheds.

Based on all of these factors, the Century City Station Location Report concluded by
recommending that the Century City Station be located along Constellation Boulevard due
to seismic safety concerns at the Santa Monica Boulevard Station and higher ridership
projections with Constellation Boulevard Station.

Please refer to Section 8.8.2 and 8.8.3 of the Final EIS/EIR for more detailed responses to
concerns related to the Century City Station. Refer to Section 7.3 of the Final EIS/EIR and
the Westside Subway Extension Century City Station Location Report for a comparison of
the two Century City Station locations. The results of further geotechnical investigations in
the Century City vicinity can be found in the Westside Subway Extension Century City Area
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Fault Investigation Report and the Westside Subway Extension Century City Area
Tunneling Safety Report. The results of further ridership studies can be found in the
Westside Subway Extension Technical Report Summarizing the Results of the Forecasted
Alternatives and the Westside Subway Extension Century City TOD and Walk Access
Study. All reports are available on the Metro Westside Subway Extension Project website:
www.metro.net/projects/westside/westside-reports.
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Westside Subway Extension
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10/16/2010
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David

Russell

CHHOA

| support the Constellation station for the Century City subway stop.

This will generate the most ridership and support the largest population.

Peak density construction in the center of Century City will be best
served by this location, meaning this is the best choice for the stop.
Thanks.
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Your comment in support of the Century City Constellation Station 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). As part of the LPA selection,
the Metro Board of Directors decided to continue to study both station location options in
Century City (Santa Monica Boulevard and Constellation Boulevard) to address concerns
raised by the community regarding locating a station directly on a seismic fault and the
safety of tunneling under homes and schools.

In response to the Metro Board of Director’s request for more information, further analysis
was undertaken to focus on the engineering and environmental aspects of the two options
during the preparation of the Final EIS/EIR to expand on the studies conducted in
preparation of the Draft EIS/EIR. It should be noted that prior to conducting the comparative
study, the Santa Monica Boulevard Station location was shifted slightly to the east from the
location in the Draft EIS/EIR to avoid the Santa Monica Fault zone.

The geotechnical studies conducted during preparation of the Final EIS/EIR concluded that
tunneling can be safely carried out beneath the Beverly Hills High School campus and the
West Beverly Hills, Century City, and Westwood neighborhoods. However, these studies
also determined that the Century City Santa Monica Station would cross the West Beverly
Hills Lineament, a northern extension of the active Newport-Inglewood Fault, which poses a
significant safety risk to passengers at this station location. No evidence of faulting was
found at the proposed Century City Constellation Station site.

In addition, the Century City Constellation Boulevard Station has the best pedestrian
environment, can be expected to attract the most transit riders, and is centrally located to
help shape the redevelopment of Century City as an important transit-oriented destination
on the Westside Subway Extension. Further refinements to the ridership analysis
concluded that the Century City Constellation Station would result in 3,350 more boardings
along new Westside Subway Extension stations than the Century City Santa Monica
Station due to proximity to jobs and residences within the critical 600-foot and 1/4-mile
walksheds.

Based on all of these factors, the Century City Station Location Report concluded by
recommending that the Century City Station be located along Constellation Boulevard due
to seismic safety concerns at the Santa Monica Boulevard Station and higher ridership
projections with Constellation Boulevard Station.

Please refer to Section 8.8.2 and 8.8.3 of the Final EIS/EIR for more detailed responses to
concerns related to the Century City Station. Refer to Section 7.3 of the Final EIS/EIR and
the Westside Subway Extension Century City Station Location Report for a comparison of
the two Century City Station locations. The results of further geotechnical investigations in
the Century City vicinity can be found in the Westside Subway Extension Century City Area
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Fault Investigation Report and the Westside Subway Extension Century City Area
Tunneling Safety Report. The results of further ridership studies can be found in the
Westside Subway Extension Technical Report Summarizing the Results of the Forecasted
Alternatives and the Westside Subway Extension Century City TOD and Walk Access
Study. All reports are available on the Metro Westside Subway Extension Project website:
www.metro.net/projects/westside/westside-reports.
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October 15, 2010

Honorable Don Knabe, Chair

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
One Gateway Plaza

Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952

Dear Chairman Knabe:

I, Nicole Rustigian, wholeheartedly support the Westside extension of the subway and
continue to be a strong advocate for the creation of new public transit options for the
community. We are encouraged by the progress Metro is making towards achieving this goal
and want to contribute our comments to the Draft Environmental Review (DEIR) document
now in circulation.

In order to serve this community with the most ridership, we believe that the Constellation
Boulevard and Avenue of the Stars station alignment should be adopted for several reasons:

+ It will bring passengers to the heart of Century City, providing both convenience to
travelers, as well as increased ridership which will benefit everyone.

*  With nearly 40,000 employees within Century City clustered around this intersection,
they are more likely to use the subway for both commuting and for trips during the day if
the portal is convenientily located.

Thank you for your attention to our views. We lock forward to the subway reaching Century
City at the corners of Constellation Boulevard and Avenue of the Stars.

Cc: Mayor Antenio Villaraigosa Honorable Zev Yaroslavsky
City Hall L.A. County Supervisor
200 No. Spring Street 821 Kenneth Hahn Hall of Administration
Los Angeles, CA 90012 500 W. Temple Street
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Councilman Paul Koretz, Council District &
City Hall

200 North Spring Street

Room 440

Los Angeles, CA 90012

15T CENTURY BANK, N.A.

1875 Century Park East, Suite 1400 - Los Angeles, CA 90067 - MAIN: i310) 270-9500 - FAX: (310) 270-9599 - www.1stcenturybank.com
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Your comment in support of the Westside Subway Extension Project has been noted.

Your comment in support of the Century City Constellation Station 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). As part of the LPA selection,
the Metro Board of Directors decided to continue to study both station location options in
Century City (Santa Monica Boulevard and Constellation Boulevard) to address concerns
raised by the community regarding locating a station directly on a seismic fault and the
safety of tunneling under homes and schools.

In response to the Metro Board of Director's request for more information, further analysis
was undertaken to focus on the engineering and environmental aspects of the two options
during the preparation of the Final EIS/EIR to expand on the studies conducted in
preparation of the Draft EIS/EIR. It should be noted that prior to conducting the comparative
study, the Santa Monica Boulevard Station location was shifted slightly to the east from the
location in the Draft EIS/EIR to avoid the Santa Monica Fault zone.

The geotechnical studies conducted during preparation of the Final EIS/EIR concluded that
tunneling can be safely carried out beneath the Beverly Hills High School campus and the
West Beverly Hills, Century City, and Westwood neighborhoods. However, these studies
also determined that the Century City Santa Monica Station would cross the West Beverly
Hills Lineament, a northern extension of the active Newport-Inglewood Fault, which poses a
significant safety risk to passengers at this station location. No evidence of faulting was
found at the proposed Century City Constellation Station site.

In addition, the Century City Constellation Boulevard Station has the best pedestrian
environment, can be expected to attract the most transit riders, and is centrally located to
help shape the redevelopment of Century City as an important transit-oriented destination
on the Westside Subway Extension. Further refinements to the ridership analysis
concluded that the Century City Constellation Station would result in 3,350 more boardings
along new Westside Subway Extension stations than the Century City Santa Monica
Station due to proximity to jobs and residences within the critical 600-foot and 1/4-mile
walksheds.

Based on all of these factors, the Century City Station Location Report concluded by
recommending that the Century City Station be located along Constellation Boulevard due
to seismic safety concerns at the Santa Monica Boulevard Station and higher ridership
projections with Constellation Boulevard Station.

Please refer to Section 8.8.2 and 8.8.3 of the Final EIS/EIR for more detailed responses to
concerns related to the Century City Station. Refer to Section 7.3 of the Final EIS/EIR and
the Westside Subway Extension Century City Station Location Report for a comparison of
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the two Century City Station locations. The results of further geotechnical investigations in
the Century City vicinity can be found in the Westside Subway Extension Century City Area
Fault Investigation Report and the Westside Subway Extension Century City Area
Tunneling Safety Report. The results of further ridership studies can be found in the
Westside Subway Extension Technical Report Summarizing the Results of the Forecasted
Alternatives and the Westside Subway Extension Century City TOD and Walk Access
Study. All reports are available on the Metro Westside Subway Extension Project website:
www.metro.net/projects/westside/westside-reports.
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Your preference for the TSM Alternative 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). Alternative 2 was selected as the LPA because the analysis in
the Draft EIS/EIR demonstrated that the Build Alternatives would be more effective than the
TSM Alternative in terms of enhancing mobility, serving development opportunities, and
addressing other aspects of the Purpose and Need for the Project. Please refer to Chapter
7 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Section 2.5 of the Final EIS/EIR for information on this analysis.

Furthermore, the Project would not eliminate bus service along Wilshire Boulevard but
rather would supplement it with rail. As explained in Chapter 2, Metro Local, Limited, Rapid,
and Express bus service along Wilshire Boulevard will continue to operate in conjunction
with the rail system, if approved and implemented. The Wilshire Boulevard Bus Rapid
Transit project is also assumed to be in place. Maintenance of local bus service levels is an
important component of the transit system serving the Westside Corridor. With the
extension the Purple Line subway service to the Westwood/VA Hospital Station, it is
estimated that one-third of demand would involve local bus access. Metro continues to
seek to improve the region's transit needs and continually evaluates various transit
corridors to achieve a more interconnected transportation system. To help guide design of
subway stations, potential enhanced local bus service at stations was assessed and is

discussed in Chapter 3 of the Final EIS/EIR.

The Project will be funded primarily through a combination of Measure R local funds and
Federal New Starts funds, with some other local, State, and Federal funds. Metro will
continue to use a combination of local, State, and Federal funding sources to operate and
maintain the system. In addition to these funding sources, Metro relies on fare revenues to
fund about one-third of its operating costs. Bus operating funds will not be used to construct
the Project, and no fare increases or service reductions are proposed to cover the Project's
costs. The selection of the TSM Alternative would not have resulted in lower

fares.The Metro Board of Directors establishes fares. Currently, the Base Fare for each
boarding is $1.50 and the Metro Day Pass is $5.00. A transfer is the same as the Base

Fare - $1.50.

Furthermore, 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. Transit service is meant to serve where the
demand is greatest, and these areas are often within neighborhoods that have
Environmental Justice (EJ) populations and communities of concern. Four of the seven
stations are located in, or adjacent to the Environmental Justice populations identified in
Section 4.2.6 of the Final EIS/EIR. Therefore, people living in EJ populations will have the
same opportunity to access the transit and mobility improvements provided by the subway.

The increased connectivity would also reduce the number of transfers which would have a
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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. The transit
benefits associated with the LPA are further detailed in Section 3.4 of the Final EIS/EIR.
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Your preference for the TSM Alternative 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). Alternative 2 was selected as the LPA because the analysis in
the Draft EIS/EIR demonstrated that the Build Alternatives would be more effective than the
TSM Alternative in terms of enhancing mobility, serving development opportunities, and
addressing other aspects of the Purpose and Need for the Project. Please refer to Chapter
7 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Section 2.5 of the Final EIS/EIR for information on this analysis.

Furthermore, the Project would not eliminate bus service along Wilshire Boulevard but
rather would supplement it with rail. As explained in Chapter 2, Metro Local, Limited, Rapid,
and Express bus service along Wilshire Boulevard will continue to operate in conjunction
with the rail system, if approved and implemented. The Wilshire Boulevard Bus Rapid
Transit project is also assumed to be in place. Maintenance of local bus service levels is an
important component of the transit system serving the Westside Corridor. With the
extension the Purple Line subway service to the Westwood/VA Hospital Station, it is
estimated that one-third of demand would involve local bus access. Metro continues to
seek to improve the region's transit needs and continually evaluates various transit
corridors to achieve a more interconnected transportation system. To help guide design of
subway stations, potential enhanced local bus service at stations was assessed and is
discussed in Chapter 3 of the Final EIS/EIR.

The Project will be funded primarily through a combination of Measure R local funds and
Federal New Starts funds, with some other local, State, and Federal funds. Metro will
continue to use a combination of local, State, and Federal funding sources to operate and
maintain the system. In addition to these funding sources, Metro relies on fare revenues to
fund about one-third of its operating costs. Bus operating funds will not be used to construct
the Project, and no fare increases or service reductions are proposed to cover the Project's
costs. The selection of the TSM Alternative would not have resulted in lower

fares.The Metro Board of Directors establishes fares. Currently, the Base Fare for each
boarding is $1.50 and the Metro Day Pass is $5.00. A transfer is the same as the Base

Fare - $1.50.

Furthermore, 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. Transit service is meant to serve where the
demand is greatest, and these areas are often within neighborhoods that have
Environmental Justice (EJ) populations and communities of concern. Four of the seven
stations are located in, or adjacent to the Environmental Justice populations identified in
Section 4.2.6 of the Final EIS/EIR. Therefore, people living in EJ populations will have the
same opportunity to access the transit and mobility improvements provided by the subway.

The increased connectivity would also reduce the number of transfers which would have a
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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. The transit
benefits associated with the LPA are further detailed in Section 3.4 of the Final EIS/EIR.
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Your preference for the TSM Alternative has been noted. On October 28, 2010, the Metro
Board of Directors identified Alternative 2 (Westwood/VA Hospital Extension) as the Locally

z 5
g Preferred Alternative (LPA). Alternative 2 was selected as the LPA because the analysis in
Ej' the Draft EIS/EIR demonstrated that the Build Alternatives would be more effective than the
g TSM Alternative in terms of enhancing mobility, serving development opportunities, and

addressing other aspects of the Purpose and Need for the Project. Please refer to Chapter
7 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Section 2.5 of the Final EIS/EIR for information on this analysis.

Furthermore, the Project would not eliminate bus service along Wilshire Boulevard but
rather would supplement it with rail. As explained in Chapter 2, Metro Local, Limited, Rapid,
and Express bus service along Wilshire Boulevard will continue to operate in conjunction
with the rail system, if approved and implemented. The Wilshire Boulevard Bus Rapid
Transit project is also assumed to be in place. Maintenance of local bus service levels is an
important component of the transit system serving the Westside Corridor. With the
extension the Purple Line subway service to the Westwood/VA Hospital Station, it is
estimated that one-third of demand would involve local bus access. Metro continues to
seek to improve the region's transit needs and continually evaluates various transit
corridors to achieve a more interconnected transportation system. To help guide design of
subway stations, potential enhanced local bus service at stations was assessed and is
discussed in Chapter 3 of the Final EIS/EIR.
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Signature

more robust bus system by improving “upon the existing Metro Rapid Bus service and local bus service

As a daily rider bus rider on the Wilshire corridor, | am looking forward to the public health and mobili
in the Westside Extension Transit Corridor study area.”

benefits that the Transportation System Management (TSM)Alternative in the Westside Subwa
Draft Environmental Impact Report could have for

2010 Draft Environmental Impact Report for Westside Extension Comment

Sincerely,

741-1

Furthermore, 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. Transit service is meant to serve where the
demand is greatest, and these areas are often within neighborhoods that have
Environmental Justice (EJ) populations and communities of concern. Four of the seven
stations are located in, or adjacent to the Environmental Justice populations identified in
Section 4.2.6 of the Final EIS/EIR. Therefore, people living in EJ populations will have the
same opportunity to access the transit and mobility improvements provided by the subway.

The increased connectivity would also reduce the number of transfers which would have a
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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. The transit
benefits associated with the LPA are further detailed in Section 3.4 of the Final EIS/EIR.
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From: Patti |
To: Westside Extension
Subject: Westside Subway Expansion
Date: Monday, October 11, 2010 11:10:51 AM
403-1 | am writing to express my opposition to Metro’s proposed changing of its original plan for the extension

of the subway. It should NOT have a Century City station where drilling would be under the Beverly
Hills High School. Go back to your original plan.

Patti Sabel
Resident of Beverly Hills
Daughter starting Beverly Hills High School in 2011

Westside Subway Extension
Final Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report

Appendix H - Response to Comments

403-1
Your comment in support of the Century City Santa Monica Station location and concerns

about tunneling beneath homes and schools as well as the development of the Century
City station and alignment options has been noted.

Metro followed FTA's New Starts project planning and development process and carefully
considered public input in developing the location of the Century City Station. The process
of determining the location of the Century City Station began with the Westside Transit
Corridor Alternatives Analysis Study in 2007. At the beginning of the Alternatives Analysis
(AA) Study, two general corridors—one along Wilshire Boulevard and the other along
Santa Monica Boulevard—were presented to the public at Early Scoping meetings. Some
people who spoke at the Early Scoping meetings generally supported the proposed station
locations that were presented (Santa Monica Boulevard in Century City being one of them).
However, some attendees also suggested additional or alternate station locations, with
some commenting that the station in Century City should be south of Santa Monica
Boulevard, closer to the center of Century City, which Metro took into consideration.

During scoping for the Draft EIS/EIR in 2009, Metro sought additional public comment on
the alignment and station options in the Beverly Hills to Westwood area, including the
Century City Station location. During preparation of the Draft EIS/EIR, the alignment and
station locations were refined to avoid impacts to the natural and built environments where
feasible, provide a cost-effective solution to increase east/west mobility in the Study Area,
and respond to public and agency input. The analysis and refinement of the station and
alignment locations, including the Century City Station location, are described in the
Westside Subway Extension Alternatives Screening and Refinement Following Scoping
Report. Ultimately, the Century City Santa Monica Station and the Century City
Constellation Station were carried forward for analysis in the Draft EIS/EIR.

Following public circulation of the Draft EIS/EIR, on October 28, 2010, the Metro Board of
Directors identified Alternative 2 (Westwood/VA Hospital Extension) as the Locally
Preferred Alternative (LPA). As part of the LPA selection, the Metro Board of Directors
decided to continue to study both station location options in Century City (Santa Monica
Boulevard and Constellation Boulevard) to address concerns raised by the community
regarding locating a station directly on a seismic fault and the safety of tunneling under
homes and schools. The Metro Board of Directors also decided to not include the
Constellation South alignment between the Wilshire/Rodeo and Century City Stations as
part of the LPA, but to continue to study the Constellation North and the Santa Monica
Boulevard alignments. The Constellation South alignment passed beneath more residential
properties than the Constellation North or Santa Monica Boulevard alignments. In addition,
the Metro Board of Directors decided to not include the West or Central alignments
between Century City and Westwood/UCLA as part of the LPA, but to continue to study the
East alignment because the East alignment is the most direct and least expensive route
between the two stations.
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Safety, both during construction and eventual operations, is one of Metro’s highest priorities
and is one of the key evaluation criteria in selection of the Locally Preferred Alternative
(LPA). In response to the Metro Board of Director’s request for more information, further
analysis was undertaken to focus on the engineering and environmental aspects of the two
options during the preparation of the Final EIS/EIR to expand on the studies conducted in
preparation of the Draft EIS/EIR. It should be noted that prior to conducting the comparative
study, the Santa Monica Boulevard Station location was shifted slightly to the east from the
location in the Draft EIS/EIR to avoid the Santa Monica Fault zone.

On most transit tunnel projects, significant portions of the alignment are constructed
adjacent to or beneath buildings. The LPA passes beneath homes and schools in these
neighborhoods because the curve radius required for subway tunnels is much wider than
that required at a typical surface street intersection. The current alignment minimizes
tunneling under buildings to the east and west of both the Century City Stations. The
station position on Constellation Boulevard requires the tunnel alignment to be under the
south portion of Beverly Hills High School Building B in order to reach the station location.
There is no reasonable tunnel alignment that does not pass under homes or structures
within the Beverly Hills High School campus.

The geotechnical studies conducted during preparation of the Final EIS/EIR concluded that
tunneling can be safely carried out beneath the Beverly Hills High School campus and the
West Beverly Hills, Century City, and Westwood neighborhoods. The use of state-of-the-art
pressurized closed-face TBMs for soft-ground tunneling has greatly improved the control of
ground movements such that tunneling can be done with minimal surface settlements. The
presence of the tunnels will neither affect the risk to buildings above them during an
earthquake nor change the severity of shaking. Finally, tunnels can be constructed and
operated safely in gassy grounds and oil wells do not pose an unmitigatible risk to
tunneling.

The additional detailed geotechnical studies also assessed soil conditions and determine
the potential for noise or vibration impacts on the surface along the refined alignments.
These studies concluded that the predicted vibration and noise levels are within the FTA
requirements and operation of the subway is not anticipated to have adverse impacts with
the implementation of mitigation, including areas where the tunnels pass beneath homes
and schools. During construction, low levels of noise and vibration may be experienced for
a day or two as each of the two TBMs pass under a given location. In addition, as the
tunnels are driven, construction trains bring supplies to and from the tunnel heading.
However, these underground construction noises will also be controlled to be within Metro
criteria.

The Westside Subway Extension will not reduce the availability of BHHS for use as an
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emergency shelter or impact the operations of its use as an emergency shelter.
Furthermore, tunneling would not prevent future development of the BHHS campus. The
vertical alignment of the tunnel would be 55 to 70 feet below the ground surface (to the top
of the tunnel), which would allow for construction of an underground structure over the
tunnel at a later date.

These geotechnical studies also determined that the Century City Santa Monica Station
would cross the West Beverly Hills Lineament, a northern extension of the active Newport-
Inglewood Fault, which poses a significant safety risk to passengers at this station location.
No evidence of faulting was found at the proposed Century City Constellation Station site.
Tunnels to the east and west of Century City pass through at least two active faults.
However, there are numerous tools, designs, and construction means and methods that
have been used elsewhere that can be used to safely tunnel through these fault zones.

In addition, the Century City Constellation Boulevard Station has the best pedestrian
environment, can be expected to attract the most transit riders, and is centrally located to
help shape the redevelopment of Century City as an important transit-oriented destination
on the Westside Subway Extension. Further refinements to the ridership analysis
concluded that the Century City Constellation Station would result in 3,350 more boardings
along new Westside Subway Extension stations than the Century City Santa Monica
Station due to proximity to jobs and residences within the critical 600-foot and 1/4-mile
walksheds.

Based on all of these factors, the Century City Station Location Report concluded by
recommending that the Century City Station be located along Constellation Boulevard due
to seismic safety concerns at the Santa Monica Boulevard Station and higher ridership
projections with Constellation Boulevard Station.

Please refer to Section 8.8.2 and 8.8.3 of the Final EIS/EIR for more detailed responses to
concerns related to the Century City Station and alignments and Section 8.8.4 of the Final
EIS/EIR for a more detailed response to geotechnical concerns. Refer to Section 7.3 of the
Final EIS/EIR and the Westside Subway Extension Century City Station Location Report for
a comparison of the two Century City Station locations. The results of further geotechnical
investigations in the Century City vicinity can be found in the Westside Subway Extension
Century City Area Fault Investigation Report and the Westside Subway Extension Century
City Area Tunneling Safety Report. The results of further ridership studies can be found in
the Westside Subway Extension Technical Report Summarizing the Results of the
Forecasted Alternatives and the Westside Subway Extension Century City TOD and Walk
Access Study. All reports are available on the Metro Westside Subway Extension Project
website: www.metro.net/projects/westside/westside-reports.
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Record Date :

Submission Date :

First Name :

Last Name :

Group Affiliation :
761-1 Submission Content :

Westside Subway Extension

Submission Summarized

11/1/2010

11/1/2010

Douglas

Salazar

BRU

As a daily rider bus rider on the Wilshire corridor, | am looking forward to
the public health and mobility benefits that the Transportation System
Management (TSM) Alternative in the Westside Subway Extension Draft
Environmental Impact Report could have for Wilshire Blvd. If chose, this
option could create a more robust bus system by improving “upon the
existing Metro Rapid Bus service and local bus service in the Westside
Extension Transit Corridor study area.”

| am a passenger and ask that you protect the services and am not in
accordance with raising rates.

Final Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report
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Your preference for the TSM Alternative 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). Alternative 2 was selected as the LPA because the analysis in
the Draft EIS/EIR demonstrated that the Build Alternatives would be more effective than the
TSM Alternative in terms of enhancing mobility, serving development opportunities, and
addressing other aspects of the Purpose and Need for the Project. Please refer to Chapter
7 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Section 2.5 of the Final EIS/EIR for information on this analysis.

Furthermore, the Project would not eliminate bus service along Wilshire Boulevard but
rather would supplement it with rail. As explained in Chapter 2, Metro Local, Limited, Rapid,
and Express bus service along Wilshire Boulevard will continue to operate in conjunction
with the rail system, if approved and implemented. The Wilshire Boulevard Bus Rapid
Transit project is also assumed to be in place. Maintenance of local bus service levels is an
important component of the transit system serving the Westside Corridor. With the
extension the Purple Line subway service to the Westwood/VA Hospital Station, it is
estimated that one-third of demand would involve local bus access. Metro continues to
seek to improve the region's transit needs and continually evaluates various transit
corridors to achieve a more interconnected transportation system. To help guide design of
subway stations, potential enhanced local bus service at stations was assessed and is
discussed in Chapter 3 of the Final EIS/EIR.

The Project will be funded primarily through a combination of Measure R local funds and
Federal New Starts funds, with some other local, State, and Federal funds. Metro will
continue to use a combination of local, State, and Federal funding sources to operate and
maintain the system. In addition to these funding sources, Metro relies on fare revenues to
fund about one-third of its operating costs. Bus operating funds will not be used to construct
the Project, and no fare increases or service reductions are proposed to cover the Project's
costs. The selection of the TSM Alternative would not have resulted in lower

fares.The Metro Board of Directors establishes fares. Currently, the Base Fare for each
boarding is $1.50 and the Metro Day Pass is $5.00. A transfer is the same as the Base
Fare - $1.50.

Furthermore, 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. Transit service is meant to serve where the
demand is greatest, and these areas are often within neighborhoods that have
Environmental Justice (EJ) populations and communities of concern. Four of the seven
stations are located in, or adjacent to the Environmental Justice populations identified in
Section 4.2.6 of the Final EIS/EIR. Therefore, people living in EJ populations will have the
same opportunity to access the transit and mobility improvements provided by the subway.

The increased connectivity would also reduce the number of transfers which would have a
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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. The transit
benefits associated with the LPA are further detailed in Section 3.4 of the Final EIS/EIR.
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Status :

Record Date :

Submission Date :

First Name :

Last Name :

Group Affiliation :
20-1 Submission Content :

Westside Subway Extension

Submission Summarized
9/23/2010

9/23/2010

Marc

Saleh

In lieu of tunneling under BH residences to create a Constellation
Avenue station slightly more convenient to certain users traveling to
Century City, | suggest that interested parties privately fund a people
mover system (remember Disneyland?) that would connect many
Century City buildings to the originally proposed station on Santa Monica
Blvd. ms

Final Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report
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20-1

Your comment in support of the Century City Santa Monica Station 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). As part of the LPA selection,
the Metro Board of Directors decided to continue to study both station location options in
Century City (Santa Monica Boulevard and Constellation Boulevard) to address concerns
raised by the community regarding locating a station directly on a seismic fault and the
safety of tunneling under homes and schools.

In response to the Metro Board of Director’s request for more information, further analysis
was undertaken to focus on the engineering and environmental aspects of the two options
during the preparation of the Final EIS/EIR to expand on the studies conducted in
preparation of the Draft EIS/EIR. It should be noted that prior to conducting the comparative
study, the Santa Monica Boulevard Station location was shifted slightly to the east from the
location in the Draft EIS/EIR to avoid the Santa Monica Fault zone.

The geotechnical studies conducted during preparation of the Final EIS/EIR concluded that
tunneling can be safely carried out beneath the Beverly Hills High School campus and the
West Beverly Hills, Century City, and Westwood neighborhoods. However, these studies
also determined that the Century City Santa Monica Station would cross the West Beverly
Hills Lineament, a northern extension of the active Newport-Inglewood Fault, which poses a
significant safety risk to passengers at this station location. No evidence of faulting was
found at the proposed Century City Constellation Station site.

In addition, the Century City Constellation Boulevard Station has the best pedestrian
environment, can be expected to attract the most transit riders, and is centrally located to
help shape the redevelopment of Century City as an important transit-oriented destination
on the Westside Subway Extension. Further refinements to the ridership analysis
concluded that the Century City Constellation Station would result in 3,350 more boardings
along new Westside Subway Extension stations than the Century City Santa Monica
Station due to proximity to jobs and residences within the critical 600-foot and 1/4-mile
walksheds. People mover systems, as you suggest, are not included in the scope for the
Westside Subway Extension Project and would add to the cost of the Project.

Based on all of these factors, the Century City Station Location Report concluded by
recommending that the Century City Station be located along Constellation Boulevard due
to seismic safety concerns at the Santa Monica Boulevard Station and higher ridership
projections with Constellation Boulevard Station.

Please refer to Section 8.8.2 and 8.8.3 of the Final EIS/EIR for more detailed responses to
concerns related to the Century City Station. Refer to Section 7.3 of the Final EIS/EIR and
the Westside Subway Extension Century City Station Location Report for a comparison of
the two Century City Station locations. The results of further geotechnical investigations in
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the Century City vicinity can be found in the Westside Subway Extension Century City Area
Fault Investigation Report and the Westside Subway Extension Century City Area
Tunneling Safety Report. The results of further ridership studies can be found in the
Westside Subway Extension Technical Report Summarizing the Results of the Forecasted
Alternatives and the Westside Subway Extension Century City TOD and Walk Access
Study. All reports are available on the Metro Westside Subway Extension Project website:
www.metro.net/projects/westside/westside-reports.
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From: simbagee@aol.com
To: Westside Extension
Subject: NO TUNNELING UNDER BEVERLY HILLS
Date: Sunday, October 03, 2010 3:14:17 PM
DEAR MTA
296-1 | AM NOT IN FAVOR OF CONSTELLATION STATION IN CENTURY CITY AS DRILLING WOULD

RUN UNDER BEVERLY HILLS HIGH SCHOOL.

| WOULD LIKE TO URGE MTA TO USE THE ORIGINAL PLAN THAT INCORPORATED SANTA
MONICA BLVD. FOR WESTSIDE EXPANSION OF THE SUBWAY.

SINCERELY

NANCY SALEM

Westside Subway Extension
Final Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report
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Your comment in support of the Century City Santa Monica Station location and concerns
about tunneling beneath homes and schools as well as the development of the Century
City station and alignment options has been noted.

Metro followed FTA's New Starts project planning and development process and carefully
considered public input in developing the location of the Century City Station. The process
of determining the location of the Century City Station began with the Westside Transit
Corridor Alternatives Analysis Study in 2007. At the beginning of the Alternatives Analysis
(AA) Study, two general corridors—one along Wilshire Boulevard and the other along
Santa Monica Boulevard—were presented to the public at Early Scoping meetings. Some
people who spoke at the Early Scoping meetings generally supported the proposed station
locations that were presented (Santa Monica Boulevard in Century City being one of them).
However, some attendees also suggested additional or alternate station locations, with
some commenting that the station in Century City should be south of Santa Monica
Boulevard, closer to the center of Century City, which Metro took into consideration.

During scoping for the Draft EIS/EIR in 2009, Metro sought additional public comment on
the alignment and station options in the Beverly Hills to Westwood area, including the
Century City Station location. During preparation of the Draft EIS/EIR, the alignment and
station locations were refined to avoid impacts to the natural and built environments where
feasible, provide a cost-effective solution to increase east/west mobility in the Study Area,
and respond to public and agency input. The analysis and refinement of the station and
alignment locations, including the Century City Station location, are described in the
Westside Subway Extension Alternatives Screening and Refinement Following Scoping
Report. Ultimately, the Century City Santa Monica Station and the Century City
Constellation Station were carried forward for analysis in the Draft EIS/EIR.

Following public circulation of the Draft EIS/EIR, on October 28, 2010, the Metro Board of
Directors identified Alternative 2 (Westwood/VA Hospital Extension) as the Locally
Preferred Alternative (LPA). As part of the LPA selection, the Metro Board of Directors
decided to continue to study both station location options in Century City (Santa Monica
Boulevard and Constellation Boulevard) to address concerns raised by the community
regarding locating a station directly on a seismic fault and the safety of tunneling under
homes and schools. The Metro Board of Directors also decided to not include the
Constellation South alignment between the Wilshire/Rodeo and Century City Stations as
part of the LPA, but to continue to study the Constellation North and the Santa Monica
Boulevard alignments. The Constellation South alignment passed beneath more residential
properties than the Constellation North or Santa Monica Boulevard alignments. In addition,
the Metro Board of Directors decided to not include the West or Central alignments
between Century City and Westwood/UCLA as part of the LPA, but to continue to study the
East alignment because the East alignment is the most direct and least expensive route
between the two stations.
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Safety, both during construction and eventual operations, is one of Metro’s highest priorities
and is one of the key evaluation criteria in selection of the Locally Preferred Alternative
(LPA). In response to the Metro Board of Director’s request for more information, further
analysis was undertaken to focus on the engineering and environmental aspects of the two
options during the preparation of the Final EIS/EIR to expand on the studies conducted in
preparation of the Draft EIS/EIR. It should be noted that prior to conducting the comparative
study, the Santa Monica Boulevard Station location was shifted slightly to the east from the
location in the Draft EIS/EIR to avoid the Santa Monica Fault zone.

On most transit tunnel projects, significant portions of the alignment are constructed
adjacent to or beneath buildings. The LPA passes beneath homes and schools in these
neighborhoods because the curve radius required for subway tunnels is much wider than
that required at a typical surface street intersection. The current alignment minimizes
tunneling under buildings to the east and west of both the Century City Stations. The
station position on Constellation Boulevard requires the tunnel alignment to be under the
south portion of Beverly Hills High School Building B in order to reach the station location.
There is no reasonable tunnel alignment that does not pass under homes or structures
within the Beverly Hills High School campus.

The geotechnical studies conducted during preparation of the Final EIS/EIR concluded that
tunneling can be safely carried out beneath the Beverly Hills High School campus and the
West Beverly Hills, Century City, and Westwood neighborhoods. The use of state-of-the-art
pressurized closed-face TBMs for soft-ground tunneling has greatly improved the control of
ground movements such that tunneling can be done with minimal surface settlements. The
presence of the tunnels will neither affect the risk to buildings above them during an
earthquake nor change the severity of shaking. Finally, tunnels can be constructed and
operated safely in gassy grounds and oil wells do not pose an unmitigatible risk to
tunneling.

The additional detailed geotechnical studies also assessed soil conditions and determine
the potential for noise or vibration impacts on the surface along the refined alignments.
These studies concluded that the predicted vibration and noise levels are within the FTA
requirements and operation of the subway is not anticipated to have adverse impacts with
the implementation of mitigation, including areas where the tunnels pass beneath homes
and schools. During construction, low levels of noise and vibration may be experienced for
a day or two as each of the two TBMs pass under a given location. In addition, as the
tunnels are driven, construction trains bring supplies to and from the tunnel heading.
However, these underground construction noises will also be controlled to be within Metro
criteria.

The Westside Subway Extension will not reduce the availability of BHHS for use as an
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emergency shelter or impact the operations of its use as an emergency shelter.
Furthermore, tunneling would not prevent future development of the BHHS campus. The
vertical alignment of the tunnel would be 55 to 70 feet below the ground surface (to the top
of the tunnel), which would allow for construction of an underground structure over the
tunnel at a later date.

These geotechnical studies also determined that the Century City Santa Monica Station
would cross the West Beverly Hills Lineament, a northern extension of the active Newport-
Inglewood Fault, which poses a significant safety risk to passengers at this station location.
No evidence of faulting was found at the proposed Century City Constellation Station site.
Tunnels to the east and west of Century City pass through at least two active faults.
However, there are numerous tools, designs, and construction means and methods that
have been used elsewhere that can be used to safely tunnel through these fault zones.

In addition, the Century City Constellation Boulevard Station has the best pedestrian
environment, can be expected to attract the most transit riders, and is centrally located to
help shape the redevelopment of Century City as an important transit-oriented destination
on the Westside Subway Extension. Further refinements to the ridership analysis
concluded that the Century City Constellation Station would result in 3,350 more boardings
along new Westside Subway Extension stations than the Century City Santa Monica
Station due to proximity to jobs and residences within the critical 600-foot and 1/4-mile
walksheds.

Based on all of these factors, the Century City Station Location Report concluded by
recommending that the Century City Station be located along Constellation Boulevard due
to seismic safety concerns at the Santa Monica Boulevard Station and higher ridership
projections with Constellation Boulevard Station.

Please refer to Section 8.8.2 and 8.8.3 of the Final EIS/EIR for more detailed responses to
concerns related to the Century City Station and alignments and Section 8.8.4 of the Final
EIS/EIR for a more detailed response to geotechnical concerns. Refer to Section 7.3 of the
Final EIS/EIR and the Westside Subway Extension Century City Station Location Report for
a comparison of the two Century City Station locations. The results of further geotechnical
investigations in the Century City vicinity can be found in the Westside Subway Extension
Century City Area Fault Investigation Report and the Westside Subway Extension Century
City Area Tunneling Safety Report. The results of further ridership studies can be found in
the Westside Subway Extension Technical Report Summarizing the Results of the
Forecasted Alternatives and the Westside Subway Extension Century City TOD and Walk
Access Study. All reports are available on the Metro Westside Subway Extension Project
website: www.metro.net/projects/westside/westside-reports.
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Your comment in support of the Westside Subway Extension Project has been noted. On
RECORD #361 DETAIL October 28, 2010, the Metro Board of Directors identified Alternative 2 (Westwood/VA
"""""""""""""" Hospital Extension) as the Locally Preferred Alternative. Only Alternatives 1 and 2 are

Status : Submission Summarized . .

Record Date : 10/12/2010 affordable within the adopted Long Range Transportation Plan, and between them,

Submission Date : 10/12/2010 Alternative 2 provides higher ridership and improved cost effectiveness. Additionally,

First Name : Jorge Alternative 2 serves the VA Hospital and other communities west of the 1-405 more

Last Namg‘: . Sanchez effectively.

Group Affiliation :

361-1] Submission Content : Yes | approve...
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.
Westside Subway Extension March 2012
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RECORD #821 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date :

Submission Date :

First Name :

Last Name :

Group Affiliation :
821-1 Submission Content :

Attachments :

Westside Subway Extension

Submission Summarized

11/1/2010

11/1/2010

Soledad

Sanchez

BRU

As a daily rider bus rider on the Wilshire corridor, | am looking forward to
the public health and mobility benefits that the Transportation System
Management (TSM) Alternative in the Westside Subway Extension Draft
Environmental Impact Report could have for Wilshire Blvd. If chose, this
option could create a more robust bus system by improving “upon the
existing Metro Rapid Bus service and local bus service in the Westside
Extension Transit Corridor study area.”

| don't support the project. What | want is better bus service. Do not
eliminate any bus lines.

soledad sanchez.pdf (506 kb)
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Your preference for the TSM Alternative 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). Alternative 2 was selected as the LPA because the analysis in
the Draft EIS/EIR demonstrated that the Build Alternatives would be more effective than the
TSM Alternative in terms of enhancing mobility, serving development opportunities, and
addressing other aspects of the Purpose and Need for the Project. Please refer to Chapter
7 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Section 2.5 of the Final EIS/EIR for information on this analysis.

Furthermore, the Project would not eliminate bus service along Wilshire Boulevard but
rather would supplement it with rail. As explained in Chapter 2, Metro Local, Limited, Rapid,
and Express bus service along Wilshire Boulevard will continue to operate in conjunction
with the rail system, if approved and implemented. The Wilshire Boulevard Bus Rapid
Transit project is also assumed to be in place. Maintenance of local bus service levels is an
important component of the transit system serving the Westside Corridor. With the
extension the Purple Line subway service to the Westwood/VA Hospital Station, it is
estimated that one-third of demand would involve local bus access. Metro continues to
seek to improve the region's transit needs and continually evaluates various transit
corridors to achieve a more interconnected transportation system. To help guide design of
subway stations, potential enhanced local bus service at stations was assessed and is
discussed in Chapter 3 of the Final EIS/EIR.

The Project will be funded primarily through a combination of Measure R local funds and
Federal New Starts funds, with some other local, State, and Federal funds. Metro will
continue to use a combination of local, State, and Federal funding sources to operate and
maintain the system. In addition to these funding sources, Metro relies on fare revenues to
fund about one-third of its operating costs. Bus operating funds will not be used to construct
the Project, and no fare increases or service reductions are proposed to cover the Project's
costs. The selection of the TSM Alternative would not have resulted in lower

fares.The Metro Board of Directors establishes fares. Currently, the Base Fare for each
boarding is $1.50 and the Metro Day Pass is $5.00. A transfer is the same as the Base
Fare - $1.50.

Furthermore, 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. Transit service is meant to serve where the
demand is greatest, and these areas are often within neighborhoods that have
Environmental Justice (EJ) populations and communities of concern. Four of the seven
stations are located in, or adjacent to the Environmental Justice populations identified in
Section 4.2.6 of the Final EIS/EIR. Therefore, people living in EJ populations will have the
same opportunity to access the transit and mobility improvements provided by the subway.

The increased connectivity would also reduce the number of transfers which would have a
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821-1

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. The transit
benefits associated with the LPA are further detailed in Section 3.4 of the Final EIS/EIR.

TN TE RSN

‘uorezjuefiojoooBay

B8IE B U3 S2[B00| Sasnqojne sp oiaines A opide,
OPII9s sew sasnqojne ap ewsjsis un 1gaio elpo
Elipod 81saQ |e oaueLIB|gng Ua) | |3p ugisusixg
(WS 1) uoepodsue; | ap sews)sig ap o._m._._mi.
€l 8p sopysuaq so| opuedionue Aojsa ‘aus|

nosueLsiqns uayl jap ugisuaxa ey ered [ejusiqiue opedw 1ap spodai jap Jopenoq ja eied

e
Ay QU et

«'9)S20 B UOISUSIXS O)isues 3p IeA9INg [8p oipnjsa ap
& ORINISS 3p [enjoe opejsa o us, elofaw e sjueipaw
d uoiado ejss ueuoiodajas IS "Prg aaysipg eied .__mtw-
w_ ap E:&nEﬁcﬁmaE ap apoday |ep Jopeuloq |8 ua
mmem__.m.ém:B_&. €] anb pepijmows g £ Bdlgnd pnjes
M8p Jopauos ja us spqojne 19p o/esalesed un owog

‘sjuswersourg

o

]

0102 19p 8jsa0 e
ooijgnd ouejusiion

March 2012
Page H-6.3-190

Westside Subway Extension

Final Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report



RECORD #802 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date :

Submission Date :

First Name :

Last Name :

Group Affiliation :
802-1 Submission Content :

Attachments :

Westside Subway Extension

Submission Summarized
11/1/2010

11/1/2010

Monica

Sandoval

BRU

As a daily rider bus rider on the Wilshire corridor, | am looking forward to
the public health and mobility benefits that the Transportation System
Management (TSM) Alternative in the Westside Subway Extension Draft
Environmental Impact Report could have for Wilshire Blvd. If chose, this
option could create a more robust bus system by improving “upon the
existing Metro Rapid Bus service and local bus service in the Westside
Extension Transit Corridor study area.”

| support building a lane solely for bus use.
monica sandoval.pdf (499 kb)

Final Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report
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8021
Your preference for the TSM Alternative 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). Alternative 2 was selected as the LPA because the analysis in
the Draft EIS/EIR demonstrated that the Build Alternatives would be more effective than the
TSM Alternative in terms of enhancing mobility, serving development opportunities, and
addressing other aspects of the Purpose and Need for the Project. Please refer to Chapter
7 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Section 2.5 of the Final EIS/EIR for information on this analysis.

Furthermore, the Project would not eliminate bus service along Wilshire Boulevard but
rather would supplement it with rail. As explained in Chapter 2, Metro Local, Limited, Rapid,
and Express bus service along Wilshire Boulevard will continue to operate in conjunction
with the rail system, if approved and implemented. The Wilshire Boulevard Bus Rapid
Transit project is also assumed to be in place. Maintenance of local bus service levels is an
important component of the transit system serving the Westside Corridor. With the
extension the Purple Line subway service to the Westwood/VA Hospital Station, it is
estimated that one-third of demand would involve local bus access. Metro continues to
seek to improve the region's transit needs and continually evaluates various transit
corridors to achieve a more interconnected transportation system. To help guide design of
subway stations, potential enhanced local bus service at stations was assessed and is
discussed in Chapter 3 of the Final EIS/EIR.

The Project will be funded primarily through a combination of Measure R local funds and
Federal New Starts funds, with some other local, State, and Federal funds. Metro will
continue to use a combination of local, State, and Federal funding sources to operate and
maintain the system. In addition to these funding sources, Metro relies on fare revenues to
fund about one-third of its operating costs. Bus operating funds will not be used to construct
the Project, and no fare increases or service reductions are proposed to cover the Project's
costs. The selection of the TSM Alternative would not have resulted in lower

fares.The Metro Board of Directors establishes fares. Currently, the Base Fare for each
boarding is $1.50 and the Metro Day Pass is $5.00. A transfer is the same as the Base
Fare - $1.50.

Furthermore, 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. Transit service is meant to serve where the
demand is greatest, and these areas are often within neighborhoods that have
Environmental Justice (EJ) populations and communities of concern. Four of the seven
stations are located in, or adjacent to the Environmental Justice populations identified in
Section 4.2.6 of the Final EIS/EIR. Therefore, people living in EJ populations will have the
same opportunity to access the transit and mobility improvements provided by the subway.

The increased connectivity would also reduce the number of transfers which would have a
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beneficial economic impact to elderly and low-income communities. The Project would also

802-1

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. The transit
benefits associated with the LPA are further detailed in Section 3.4 of the Final EIS/EIR.
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COMMENT DEADLINE: OCTOBER 18, 2010

WESTSIDE SUBWAY EXTENSION
Draft EIS/EIR — Public Hearings

Written Comment Form

Name/Nombre: = | e o
| Organization/Organizacién: || |

“;ﬂdd.r-esg,f_ljireccién: 1N (f P . ) ™ I

86-1 5 el VAL L

e o gy} v f] fem /e
L E ol calls g 1 & €

Public comments on the Draft EIS/EIR will be accepted;tﬁmugh October ‘IS 2010. You
may submit your comments by:

Email to: we

> US Mail to: David Mieger, Project Manager, One Gateway Plaza, 99-22-2 Los Angeles,
t CA, 90012

> Visiting our website metro.net/westside and clicking on "contact us”

> Attending one of the public hearings listed above and verbally providing your
comments, which will be captured by a court reporter

>  Submit written comments at a public hearing

Westside Subway Extension
Final Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report

Appendix H - Response to Comments

86-1

Your support for Alternative 4 (Westwood/VA Hospital Extension plus West Hollywood
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 1-405 more effectively. There is not adequate funding available in
Measure R or other sources to construct Alternative 4 at this time.

However, 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 and the LPA selection process. Chapter 6 of the Draft EIS/EIR
presents a comparison of costs for all alternatives, including a comparison of "Wilshire-only
to UCLA" (Alternative 1) to Alternative 4. Please see Table 6-1 in the Draft EIS/EIR for this
comparison.
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RECORD #783 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date :

Submission Date :

First Name :

Last Name :

Group Affiliation :
783-1 Submission Content :

Attachments :

Westside Subway Extension

Submission Summarized
11/1/2010

11/1/2010

Margarita

Santillana

BRU

As a daily rider bus rider on the Wilshire corridor, | am looking forward to
the public health and mobility benefits that the Transportation System
Management (TSM) Alternative in the Westside Subway Extension Draft
Environmental Impact Report could have for Wilshire Blvd. If chose, this
option could create a more robust bus system by improving “upon the
existing Metro Rapid Bus service and local bus service in the Westside
Extension Transit Corridor study area.”

Yes to TSM no to rail.
margarita santillana.pdf (471 kb)

Final Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report
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7831
Your preference for the TSM Alternative 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). Alternative 2 was selected as the LPA because the analysis in
the Draft EIS/EIR demonstrated that the Build Alternatives would be more effective than the
TSM Alternative in terms of enhancing mobility, serving development opportunities, and
addressing other aspects of the Purpose and Need for the Project. Please refer to Chapter
7 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Section 2.5 of the Final EIS/EIR for information on this analysis.

Furthermore, the Project would not eliminate bus service along Wilshire Boulevard but
rather would supplement it with rail. As explained in Chapter 2, Metro Local, Limited, Rapid,
and Express bus service along Wilshire Boulevard will continue to operate in conjunction
with the rail system, if approved and implemented. The Wilshire Boulevard Bus Rapid
Transit project is also assumed to be in place. Maintenance of local bus service levels is an
important component of the transit system serving the Westside Corridor. With the
extension the Purple Line subway service to the Westwood/VA Hospital Station, it is
estimated that one-third of demand would involve local bus access. Metro continues to
seek to improve the region's transit needs and continually evaluates various transit
corridors to achieve a more interconnected transportation system. To help guide design of
subway stations, potential enhanced local bus service at stations was assessed and is
discussed in Chapter 3 of the Final EIS/EIR.

The Project will be funded primarily through a combination of Measure R local funds and
Federal New Starts funds, with some other local, State, and Federal funds. Metro will
continue to use a combination of local, State, and Federal funding sources to operate and
maintain the system. In addition to these funding sources, Metro relies on fare revenues to
fund about one-third of its operating costs. Bus operating funds will not be used to construct
the Project, and no fare increases or service reductions are proposed to cover the Project's
costs. The selection of the TSM Alternative would not have resulted in lower

fares.The Metro Board of Directors establishes fares. Currently, the Base Fare for each
boarding is $1.50 and the Metro Day Pass is $5.00. A transfer is the same as the Base
Fare - $1.50.

Furthermore, 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. Transit service is meant to serve where the
demand is greatest, and these areas are often within neighborhoods that have
Environmental Justice (EJ) populations and communities of concern. Four of the seven
stations are located in, or adjacent to the Environmental Justice populations identified in
Section 4.2.6 of the Final EIS/EIR. Therefore, people living in EJ populations will have the
same opportunity to access the transit and mobility improvements provided by the subway.

The increased connectivity would also reduce the number of transfers which would have a
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783-1

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. The transit
benefits associated with the LPA are further detailed in Section 3.4 of the Final EIS/EIR.
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RECORD #776 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date :

Submission Date :

First Name :

Last Name :

Group Affiliation :
776-1 Submission Content :

Attachments :

Westside Subway Extension

Submission Summarized
11/1/2010

11/1/2010

Julio

Santizo

BRU

As a daily rider bus rider on the Wilshire corridor, | am looking forward to
the public health and mobility benefits that the Transportation System
Management (TSM) Alternative in the Westside Subway Extension Draft
Environmental Impact Report could have for Wilshire Blvd. If chose, this
option could create a more robust bus system by improving “upon the
existing Metro Rapid Bus service and local bus service in the Westside
Extension Transit Corridor study area.”

Perhaps if | the train was built over ground and also had buses.
julio santizo.pdf (493 kb)

Final Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report
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1761

Your preference for the TSM Alternative 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). Alternative 2 was selected as the LPA because the analysis in
the Draft EIS/EIR demonstrated that the Build Alternatives would be more effective than the
TSM Alternative in terms of enhancing mobility, serving development opportunities, and
addressing other aspects of the Purpose and Need for the Project. Please refer to Chapter
7 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Section 2.5 of the Final EIS/EIR for information on this analysis.
In addition, during initial screening in the Alternatives Analysis process, the
recommendation was for an underground alignment as it has fewer land use, traffic,

visual, historical, and noise impacts than an elevated alignment in dense urban
environments, such as this corridor. Refer to Section 2.3 in this Final EIS/EIR for more
detail.

Furthermore, the Project would not eliminate bus service along Wilshire Boulevard but
rather would supplement it with rail. As explained in Chapter 2, Metro Local, Limited, Rapid,
and Express bus service along Wilshire Boulevard will continue to operate in conjunction
with the rail system, if approved and implemented. The Wilshire Boulevard Bus Rapid
Transit project is also assumed to be in place. Maintenance of local bus service levels is an
important component of the transit system serving the Westside Corridor. With the
extension the Purple Line subway service to the Westwood/VA Hospital Station, it is
estimated that one-third of demand would involve local bus access. Metro continues to
seek to improve the region's transit needs and continually evaluates various transit
corridors to achieve a more interconnected transportation system. To help guide design of
subway stations, potential enhanced local bus service at stations was assessed and is
discussed in Chapter 3 of the Final EIS/EIR.

The Project will be funded primarily through a combination of Measure R local funds and
Federal New Starts funds, with some other local, State, and Federal funds. Metro will
continue to use a combination of local, State, and Federal funding sources to operate and
maintain the system. In addition to these funding sources, Metro relies on fare revenues to
fund about one-third of its operating costs. Bus operating funds will not be used to construct
the Project, and no fare increases or service reductions are proposed to cover the Project’s
costs. The selection of the TSM Alternative would not have resulted in lower

fares.The Metro Board of Directors establishes fares. Currently, the Base Fare for each
boarding is $1.50 and the Metro Day Pass is $5.00. A transfer is the same as the Base
Fare - $1.50.

Furthermore, 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. Transit service is meant to serve where the
demand is greatest, and these areas are often within neighborhoods that have
Environmental Justice (EJ) populations and communities of concern. Four of the seven
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646-1
Your comment regarding the Expo project have been note, however, this Project is the
Westside Extension, which is a separate rail project from the Expo line.

From: Mary Sarantes

To: Westside Extension

Subject: Westwood extension

Date: Saturday, October 16, 2010 7:53:10 AM

To the Expo - Metro Route Decision makers,
646-1 Please have the Expo line, going through the Westwood area, go along Santa Monica Boulevard. It just makes
sense. It's already a major thoroughfare and there are no houses or schools along that route. For pragmatic

and safety reason, that is the best choice.

Thank you,
Alek Papadopoulos and Mary Sarantes (Westwood homeowner)
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RECORD #796 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date :

Submission Date :

First Name :

Last Name :

Group Affiliation :
796-1 Submission Content :

Attachments :

Westside Subway Extension

Submission Summarized
11/1/2010

11/1/2010

Mary

Sarria

BRU

As a daily rider bus rider on the Wilshire corridor, | am looking forward to
the public health and mobility benefits that the Transportation System
Management (TSM) Alternative in the Westside Subway Extension Draft
Environmental Impact Report could have for Wilshire Blvd. If chose, this
option could create a more robust bus system by improving “upon the
existing Metro Rapid Bus service and local bus service in the Westside
Extension Transit Corridor study area.”

| am a passenger. We need better service.
mary sarria.pdf (472 kb)
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Your preference for the TSM Alternative 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). Alternative 2 was selected as the LPA because the analysis in
the Draft EIS/EIR demonstrated that the Build Alternatives would be more effective than the
TSM Alternative in terms of enhancing mobility, serving development opportunities, and
addressing other aspects of the Purpose and Need for the Project. Please refer to Chapter
7 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Section 2.5 of the Final EIS/EIR for information on this analysis.

Furthermore, the Project would not eliminate bus service along Wilshire Boulevard but
rather would supplement it with rail. As explained in Chapter 2, Metro Local, Limited, Rapid,
and Express bus service along Wilshire Boulevard will continue to operate in conjunction
with the rail system, if approved and implemented. The Wilshire Boulevard Bus Rapid
Transit project is also assumed to be in place. Maintenance of local bus service levels is an
important component of the transit system serving the Westside Corridor. With the
extension the Purple Line subway service to the Westwood/VA Hospital Station, it is
estimated that one-third of demand would involve local bus access. Metro continues to
seek to improve the region's transit needs and continually evaluates various transit
corridors to achieve a more interconnected transportation system. To help guide design of
subway stations, potential enhanced local bus service at stations was assessed and is
discussed in Chapter 3 of the Final EIS/EIR.

The Project will be funded primarily through a combination of Measure R local funds and
Federal New Starts funds, with some other local, State, and Federal funds. Metro will
continue to use a combination of local, State, and Federal funding sources to operate and
maintain the system. In addition to these funding sources, Metro relies on fare revenues to
fund about one-third of its operating costs. Bus operating funds will not be used to construct
the Project, and no fare increases or service reductions are proposed to cover the Project's
costs. The selection of the TSM Alternative would not have resulted in lower

fares.The Metro Board of Directors establishes fares. Currently, the Base Fare for each
boarding is $1.50 and the Metro Day Pass is $5.00. A transfer is the same as the Base
Fare - $1.50.

Furthermore, 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. Transit service is meant to serve where the
demand is greatest, and these areas are often within neighborhoods that have
Environmental Justice (EJ) populations and communities of concern. Four of the seven
stations are located in, or adjacent to the Environmental Justice populations identified in
Section 4.2.6 of the Final EIS/EIR. Therefore, people living in EJ populations will have the
same opportunity to access the transit and mobility improvements provided by the subway.

The increased connectivity would also reduce the number of transfers which would have a
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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

796-1

LPA are anticipated both along the Project corridor as well as across the region. The transit
benefits associated with the LPA are further detailed in Section 3.4 of the Final EIS/EIR.
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From: Gunther Schiff

To: Westside Extension
Cc: nibarth@ix.netcom.com
Subject: westside metro extension
Date: Monday, October 11, 2010 4:36:40 PM
404-1 It is totally inconceivable to me how an underground metro route can be chosen to go

under a large public school with hundreds of students and the danger of collapse ever
present even though remote. What happens, for instance if there is an earthquake during
school hours with the tunnel under construction? major flood? a human mistake in the
geological study? another garbage depositary like the one that collapsed Wilshire Blvd? It
is the height of hubris to ignore the obvious, though remote dangers. The subway should
not go under Beverly High School.

Gunther H. Schiff (40+ year BH resident)

612 Foothill Rd.

Beverly Hills, CA 90210-3404

310 271 7770

Westside Subway Extension
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404-1

Your comment in support of the Century City Santa Monica Station and concerns about
tunneling beneath homes and schools 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). As part of the LPA selection, the Metro Board of Directors
decided to continue to study both station location options in Century City (Santa Monica
Boulevard and Constellation Boulevard) to address concerns raised by the community
regarding locating a station directly on a seismic fault and the safety of tunneling under
homes and schools. The Metro Board of Directors also decided to not include the
Constellation South alignment between the Wilshire/Rodeo and Century City Stations as
part of the LPA, but to continue to study the Constellation North and the Santa Monica
Boulevard alignments. The Constellation South alignment passed beneath more residential
properties than the Constellation North or Santa Monica Boulevard alignments. In addition,
the Metro Board of Directors decided to not include the West or Central alignments
between Century City and Westwood/UCLA as part of the LPA, but to continue to study the
East alignment because the East alignment is the most direct and least expensive route
between the two stations.

Safety, both during construction and eventual operations, is one of Metro's highest priorities
and is one of the key evaluation criteria in selection of the Locally Preferred Alternative
(LPA). In response to the Metro Board of Director's request for more information, further
analysis was undertaken to focus on the engineering and environmental aspects of the two
options during the preparation of the Final EIS/EIR to expand on the studies conducted in
preparation of the Draft EIS/EIR. It should be noted that prior to conducting the comparative
study, the Santa Monica Boulevard Station location was shifted slightly to the east from the
location in the Draft EIS/EIR to avoid the Santa Monica Fault zone.

On most transit tunnel projects, significant portions of the alignment are constructed
adjacent to or beneath buildings. The LPA passes beneath homes and schools in these
neighborhoods because the curve radius required for subway tunnels is much wider than
that required at a typical surface street intersection. The current alignment minimizes
tunneling under buildings to the east and west of both the Century City Stations. The
station position on Constellation Boulevard requires the tunnel alignment to be under the
south portion of Beverly Hills High School Building B in order to reach the station location.
There is no reasonable tunnel alignment that does not pass under homes or structures
within the Beverly Hills High School campus.

The geotechnical studies conducted during preparation of the Final EIS/EIR concluded that
tunneling can be safely carried out beneath the Beverly Hills High School campus and the
West Beverly Hills, Century City, and Westwood neighborhoods. The use of state-of-the-art
pressurized closed-face TBMs for soft-ground tunneling has greatly improved the control of
ground movements such that tunneling can be done with minimal surface settlements. The
presence of the tunnels will neither affect the risk to buildings above them during an
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earthquake nor change the severity of shaking. Finally, tunnels can be constructed and

operated safely in gassy grounds and oil wells do not pose an unmitigatible risk to
tunneling.

The additional detailed geotechnical studies also assessed soil conditions and determine
the potential for noise or vibration impacts on the surface along the refined alignments.
These studies concluded that the predicted vibration and noise levels are within the FTA
requirements and operation of the subway is not anticipated to have adverse impacts with
the implementation of mitigation, including areas where the tunnels pass beneath homes
and schools. During construction, low levels of noise and vibration may be experienced for
a day or two as each of the two TBMs pass under a given location. In addition, as the
tunnels are driven, construction trains bring supplies to and from the tunnel heading.
However, these underground construction noises will also be controlled to be within Metro
criteria.

The Westside Subway Extension will not reduce the availability of BHHS for use as an
emergency shelter or impact the operations of its use as an emergency shelter.
Furthermore, tunneling would not prevent future development of the BHHS campus. The
vertical alignment of the tunnel would be 55 to 70 feet below the ground surface (to the top
of the tunnel), which would allow for construction of an underground structure over the
tunnel at a later date.

These geotechnical studies also determined that the Century City Santa Monica Station
would cross the West Beverly Hills Lineament, a northern extension of the active Newport-
Inglewood Fault, which poses a significant safety risk to passengers at this station location.
No evidence of faulting was found at the proposed Century City Constellation Station site.
Tunnels to the east and west of Century City pass through at least two active faults.
However, there are numerous tools, designs, and construction means and methods that
have been used elsewhere that can be used to safely tunnel through these fault zones.

In addition, the Century City Constellation Boulevard Station has the best pedestrian
environment, can be expected to attract the most transit riders, and is centrally located to
help shape the redevelopment of Century City as an important transit-oriented destination
on the Westside Subway Extension. Further refinements to the ridership analysis
concluded that the Century City Constellation Station would result in 3,350 more boardings
along new Westside Subway Extension stations than the Century City Santa Monica
Station due to proximity to jobs and residences within the critical 600-foot and 1/4-mile
walksheds.

Based on all of these factors, the Century City Station Location Report concluded by
recommending that the Century City Station be located along Constellation Boulevard due
to seismic safety concerns at the Santa Monica Boulevard Station and higher ridership
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projections with Constellation Boulevard Station.

Please refer to Section 8.8.2 and 8.8.3 of the Final EIS/EIR for more detailed responses to
concerns related to the Century City Station and alignments and Section 8.8.4 of the Final
EIS/EIR for a more detailed response to geotechnical concerns. Refer to Section 7.3 of the
Final EIS/EIR and the Westside Subway Extension Century City Station Location Report for
a comparison of the two Century City Station locations. The results of further geotechnical
investigations in the Century City vicinity can be found in the Westside Subway Extension
Century City Area Fault Investigation Report and the Westside Subway Extension Century
City Area Tunneling Safety Report. The results of further ridership studies can be found in
the Westside Subway Extension Technical Report Summarizing the Results of the
Forecasted Alternatives and the Westside Subway Extension Century City TOD and Walk
Access Study. All reports are available on the Metro Westside Subway Extension Project
website: www.metro.net/projects/westside/westside-reports.
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Status :

Record Date :

Submission Date :

First Name :

Last Name :

Group Affiliation :
356-1 Submission Content :

Westside Subway Extension

Submission Summarized
10/11/2010

10/11/2010

Phyllis

Schoen

Wilshire Park Neighborhood Assoc.

Digging a subway in Los Angeles is fraught with hazards. Two are:
underground gasses (Fairfax explosion) and underground rivers most
residents are unaware of but which flooded stores and homes in the

Western / Wilshire area when the Purple line was being dug. In my view,

since Wilshire Blvd. is one of our most attractive streets we should take
the easier, quicker, cheaper solution which would be to build an ell over
Wilshire Blvd. from Western Ave. to Santa Monica.

Final Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report
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356-1

Your comment supporting am ell over Wilshire Boulevard has been noted. Between 2007
and 2009, Metro conducted an Alternatives Analysis (AA) Study for the Westside Corridor.
The AA Study considered the need for transit improvements in the corridor and evaluated
various transit technologies and alignments. During Early Scoping meetings, Metro
presented the public with technology options that included Heavy Rail Transit (HRT), Light
Rail Transit (LRT), and Bus Rapid Transit (BRT). In response to comments received, Metro
added monorail to those other technologies to be analyzed in the AA Study. As a result of
these analyses, the Metro Board decided to carry five subway alternatives into the Draft
EIS/EIR. An underground alignment was recommended because it has fewer land use,
traffic, visual, historic, and noise impacts than an elevated alignment. This is due to the
impacts an elevated alignment would have on adjacent buildings (some historic), visual
quality, shadow, noise, land acquisitions and traffic, as well as the mitigations needed. The
AA Study also identified HRT as the preferred mode for further study because it has the
capacity to meet the anticipated ridership demand and would minimize the number of
transfers.

Your comment regarding methane gas and other subsurface hazardous gases has been
noted. Safety, both during construction and eventual operations, is one of Metro’s highest
priorities. It was also one of the key evaluation criteria during the Draft EIS/EIR, and has
been further considered in the Final EIS/EIR phase. In 2005, an American Public
Transportation Association Peer Review Panel determined that “It is possible to tunnel and
operate a subway along the Wilshire Corridor safely.” This conclusion was reached given
the newer technology now used for tunneling, including pressurized face tunnel boring
machines.

Subsurface gas is present throughout much of the Los Angeles area and is often a factor in
foundation design and construction of underground structures. While tunneling for
transportation has special considerations, other projects have been constructed in
subsurface gas zones within the Los Angeles region, including buildings with deep parking
garages and basements, storm drains, sewer projects and other utility projects along the
Wilshire Corridor. In addition, Metro has safely operated the existing Metro Red/Purple Line
subway for over 15 years and has successfully constructed subway tunnels where
subsurface gas has been present.

Methane and hydrogen sulfide are present in high concentrations along about a 1.1 mile
stretch of the Westside Subway Extension alignment along Wilshire Boulevard from about
Burnside Avenue on the east to about La Jolla Avenue on the west. However, the entire
LPA alignment passes through an area characterized by oil and gas fields and is within the
City’s Methane Zone. Therefore, the possibility of encountering gaseous subsurface
conditions can be expected for any portion of the alignment, and hazardous subsurface
gases pose a significant hazard for construction of the LPA.
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During construction, the pressurized face tunnel boring machines isolate gas from workers
and the public, while gassy soil and tar sands are handled and disposed of appropriately.
Robust underground ventilation and gas monitoring systems provide additional warning and
protection. In addition, the state of California’s division of Occupational Safety and Health
(Cal/OSHA) maintains strict safety orders for tunneling where ground is classified as
“Gassy” or “Potentially Gassy.” Safety measures include continuous monitoring of the
environment, “spark-proof” equipment, and other means to reduce risks to workers and the
surroundings. The following mitigation measures will be implemented during construction of
the LPA to reduce risks related to the presence of hazardous subsurface gases:

*« CON-51—Techniques to Lower the Risk of Exposure to Hydrogen Sulfide
* CON-52—Measures to Reduce Gas Inflows

* CON-53—Further Research on Oil Well Locations

* CON-54—Worker Safety for Gassy Tunnels

The design and operation for tunnels and stations will provide a redundant protection
system against gas intrusion. This will include: physical barriers to keep gas out of the
tunnels and stations; high volume ventilation systems to dilute gases to safe levels; gas
detection and monitoring systems with alarms; emergency ventilation triggered by the gas
detection systems; additional training of personnel to respond to alarms. The following
mitigation measures will be implemented during operation of the LPA to minimize risks
related to subsurface hazardous gases:

¢ GEO-5 — Hazardous Subsurface Gas Operations
* GEO-6—Hazardous Subsurface Gas Structural Design
* GEO-7 — Tunnel Advisory Panel Design Review

With implementation of these mitigation measures, risks associated with hazardous
subsurface gases will be reduced to less than significant levels during both construction
and operation of the LPA.

Your comment about groundwater levels has been noted. Tunnels will be excavated to a
great extent below the ground water table. Pressurized face tunnel boring machines will be
used for excavation of the tunnels, and a gasketed tunnel lining will be installed as the
tunnel shield advances, so that inflow of water into the tunnel, and thus, potential for
lowering the ground water table above the tunnel route will be minimal. Stations will be
excavated partially above and below the water table. Local dewatering around the station
perimeter may be required to allow for safe and dry conditions during construction. If
dewatering is to be implemented, groundwater level monitoring will be performed and
impact from dewatering on the ground surface (settlement) and/or adjacent structures will
be monitored and evaluated. The following mitigation measures will be implemented during
construction to reduce impacts related to dewatering:

*« CON-47—Use of Pressurized-face TBMs for Tunnel Construction

* CON-48—Preconstruction Survey, Instrumentation, and Monitoring
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* CON-49—Additional Geotechnical Exploration

* CON-50—Additional Methods to Reduce Settlement

* CON-70—Methods to Control Contaminated Groundwater

¢ CON-71—PIlan if Contaminated Groundwater is Encountered

With implementation of these mitigation measures, impacts related to dewatering will be
reduced to less than significant.

Please refer to Section 2.3 of the Final EIS/EIR and the Westside Transit Corridor
Alternatives Analysis Study, available on the Metro Westside Subway Extension Project
website: www.metro.net/projects/westside/westside-reports. Please refer to Section 4.8
(operations) and Section 4.15 (construction) of the Final EIS/EIR for more detailed
discussion of methane gas, other subsurface hazardous gases and groundwater. 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.
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Status :

Record Date :

Submission Date :

First Name :

Last Name :

Group Affiliation :
434-1 Submission Content :

Westside Subway Extension

Submission Summarized
10/14/2010

10/14/2010

richard

schumacher

Given the funding situation, approve Alternative 2 with all staff
recommendations for the Westside Extension.

Final Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report
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Your support for Alternative 2 (Westwood/VA Hospital Extension) and the staff
recommendations has been noted. On October 28, 2010, the Metro Board of Directors
identified Alternative 2 as the Locally Preferred Alternative. Only Alternatives 1 and 2 are
affordable within the adopted Long Range Transportation Plan, 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 1-405
more effectively.

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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Status : Submission Summarized

Record Date : 10/14/2010

Submission Date : 10/14/2010

First Name : june

Last Name : schwartz

Group Affiliation :

437-1 Submission Content : Constellation at Ave.Of The Stars

West route.

Those are my choices

Westside Subway Extension
Final Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report
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Your comment in support of the Century City Constellation Station and the West Route 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). As part of
the LPA selection, the Metro Board of Directors decided to continue to study both station
location options in Century City (Santa Monica Boulevard and Constellation Boulevard) to
address concerns raised by the community regarding locating a station directly on a
seismic fault and the safety of tunneling under homes and schools. In addition, the Metro
Board of Directors decided to not include the West or Central alignments between Century
City and Westwood/UCLA as part of the LPA, but to continue to study the East alignment
because the East alignment is the most direct and least expensive route between the two
stations.

In response to the Metro Board of Director’s request for more information, further analysis
was undertaken to focus on the engineering and environmental aspects of the two options
during the preparation of the Final EIS/EIR to expand on the studies conducted in
preparation of the Draft EIS/EIR. It should be noted that prior to conducting the comparative
study, the Santa Monica Boulevard Station location was shifted slightly to the east from the
location in the Draft EIS/EIR to avoid the Santa Monica Fault zone.

The geotechnical studies conducted during preparation of the Final EIS/EIR concluded that
tunneling can be safely carried out beneath the Beverly Hills High School campus and the
West Beverly Hills, Century City, and Westwood neighborhoods. However, these studies
also determined that the Century City Santa Monica Station would cross the West Beverly
Hills Lineament, a northern extension of the active Newport-Inglewood Fault, which poses a
significant safety risk to passengers at this station location. No evidence of faulting was
found at the proposed Century City Constellation Station site.

In addition, the Century City Constellation Boulevard Station has the best pedestrian
environment, can be expected to attract the most transit riders, and is centrally located to
help shape the redevelopment of Century City as an important transit-oriented destination
on the Westside Subway Extension. Further refinements to the ridership analysis
concluded that the Century City Constellation Station would result in 3,350 more boardings
along new Westside Subway Extension stations than the Century City Santa Monica
Station due to proximity to jobs and residences within the critical 600-foot and 1/4-mile
walksheds.

Based on all of these factors, the Century City Station Location Report concluded by
recommending that the Century City Station be located along Constellation Boulevard due
to seismic safety concerns at the Santa Monica Boulevard Station and higher ridership
projections with Constellation Boulevard Station.

Please refer to Section 8.8.2 and 8.8.3 of the Final EIS/EIR for more detailed responses to

March 2012
Page H-6.3-208



Westside Subway Extension
Final Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report

Appendix H - Response to Comments

4371

concerns related to the Century City Station. Refer to Section 7.3 of the Final EIS/EIR and
the Westside Subway Extension Century City Station Location Report for a comparison of
the two Century City Station locations. The results of further geotechnical investigations in
the Century City vicinity can be found in the Westside Subway Extension Century City Area
Fault Investigation Report and the Westside Subway Extension Century City Area
Tunneling Safety Report. The results of further ridership studies can be found in the
Westside Subway Extension Technical Report Summarizing the Results of the Forecasted
Alternatives and the Westside Subway Extension Century City TOD and Walk Access
Study. All reports are available on the Metro Westside Subway Extension Project website:
www.metro.net/projects/westside/westside-reports.
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Status :

Record Date :

Submission Date :

First Name :

Last Name :

Group Affiliation :
492-1 Submission Content :

Westside Subway Extension

Submission Summarized
10/16/2010

10/16/2010

Judy & Fred

Schwartz

Comstock Hills

We urge you to consider the subway station for Century City be built at
CONSTELLATION BLVD AND NOT SANTA MONICA & AVE OF THE
STARS!! Your proposal to place it on Santa Monica Blvd. will
negatively impact our neighborhood and quiet community. Should this
come to pass, we will have no choice but to sue the City of LA for ruining
our neighborhood. The station should be placed where it can tolerate
high volume passenger traffic & away from the community that has
families , children, elderly and peace! We hope to read that
Constellation Blvd. has been selected over Santa Monica. Thank you.
Judy and Fred Schwartz

Final Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report
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Your comment in support of the Century City Constellation Station and concerns about
impacts to your neighborhood 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). As part of the LPA selection, the Metro Board of Directors
decided to continue to study both station location options in Century City (Santa Monica
Boulevard and Constellation Boulevard) to address concerns raised by the community
regarding locating a station directly on a seismic fault and the safety of tunneling under
homes and schools.

In response to the Metro Board of Director’s request for more information, further analysis
was undertaken to focus on the engineering and environmental aspects of the two options
during the preparation of the Final EIS/EIR to expand on the studies conducted in
preparation of the Draft EIS/EIR. It should be noted that prior to conducting the comparative
study, the Santa Monica Boulevard Station location was shifted slightly to the east from the
location in the Draft EIS/EIR to avoid the Santa Monica Fault zone.

The geotechnical studies conducted during preparation of the Final EIS/EIR concluded that
tunneling can be safely carried out beneath the Beverly Hills High School campus and the
West Beverly Hills, Century City, and Westwood neighborhoods. However, these studies
also determined that the Century City Santa Monica Station would cross the West Beverly
Hills Lineament, a northern extension of the active Newport-Inglewood Fault, which poses a
significant safety risk to passengers at this station location. No evidence of faulting was
found at the proposed Century City Constellation Station site.

In addition, the Century City Constellation Boulevard Station has the best pedestrian
environment, can be expected to attract the most transit riders, and is centrally located to
help shape the redevelopment of Century City as an important transit-oriented destination
on the Westside Subway Extension. Further refinements to the ridership analysis
concluded that the Century City Constellation Station would result in 3,350 more boardings
along new Westside Subway Extension stations than the Century City Santa Monica
Station due to proximity to jobs and residences within the critical 600-foot and 1/4-mile
walksheds.

Based on all of these factors, the Century City Station Location Report concluded by
recommending that the Century City Station be located along Constellation Boulevard due
to seismic safety concerns at the Santa Monica Boulevard Station and higher ridership
projections with Constellation Boulevard Station.

Your concerns about congestion along Santa Monica Boulevard during operation have also
been noted. A comprehensive station access circulation study was conducted for all
stations, including the Century City Santa Monica Station, due to feedback from the public.
The recommendations resulting from this study are available in the Westside Subway
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Extension Station Circulation Report. The report considered pedestrian access, bicycle
access, bus access, and auto access to the station.

Metro Rail Design Criteria identifies auto access at stations as a lower priority than
pedestrian, bicycle, and bus access. By prioritizing the modes, the Design Criteria indicate
that it is more important to minimize trade-offs that will negatively affect pedestrian and
bicycle modes than to minimize trade-offs that will affect auto modes. However, using a
more managed approach to station access that balances all modes could help to minimize
the overall right-of-way needed because non-automobile modes (bus, pedestrian, and
bicycle) can transport more people in less space than will be required if the same number
of people traveled via automobile. As described in Section 2.6 of this Final EIS/EIR, public
parking will not be provided at any stations.

Section 3.5 of this Final EIS/EIR includes an intersection-level traffic analysis to determine
whether the LPA will result in additional traffic congestion at the local level, including in the
vicinity of the Century City Santa Monica Station, due to passengers accessing the station.
This analysis concluded that the LPA, including the Century City Santa Monica Station, will
not negatively impact any analyzed Study Area intersections in the immediate vicinity of the
Century City Santa Monica Station.

Please refer to Section 8.8.2 and 8.8.3 of the Final EIS/EIR for more detailed responses to
concerns related to the Century City Station. Refer to Section 7.3 of the Final EIS/EIR and
the Westside Subway Extension Century City Station Location Report for a comparison of
the two Century City Station locations. The results of further geotechnical investigations in
the Century City vicinity can be found in the Westside Subway Extension Century City Area
Fault Investigation Report and the Westside Subway Extension Century City Area
Tunneling Safety Report. The results of further ridership studies can be found in the
Westside Subway Extension Technical Report Summarizing the Results of the Forecasted
Alternatives and the Westside Subway Extension Century City TOD and Walk Access
Study. All reports are available on the Metro Westside Subway Extension Project website:
www.metro.net/projects/westside/westside-reports.
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539-2

539-3

From: Ben Schwartzman

To: Westside Extension

Subject: Comments on the Westside Subway Extension
Date: Thursday, October 14, 2010 9:53:07 PM

Good evening,

| attended the September 29, 2010 Draft EIS/EIR meeting held in the
Santa Monica and would like to make comments on the Westside Subway
Extension which I strongly support.

| believe that the Westside Subway Extension would substantially
increase ridership by having a station at Wilshire and Crenshaw if the
Crenshaw Transit Corridor is extended north to Wilshire Boulevard.

Furthermore, as a Brentwood resident | believe that the first stop

west of the 405 Freeway should be at the intersection of Wilshire
Boulevard and Barrington Avenue. This is a highly congested and
densely populated area with high-rise offices, many apartment
buildings, restaurants, stores and a high school. If the first stop

west of the 405 Freeway is the VA Hospital many people who work and
live in the Brentwood area may not use the subway line. Furthermore,
it appears that there is opposition by veterans to have the stop on

the VA property. By having the first stop west of the 405 Freeway at
the intersection of Wilshire Boulevard and Barrington Avenue | believe
more riders would use the subway line. Access to the VA should be
made available from the Wilshire Boulevard and Barrington Avenue
station by having a shuttle service.

Additionally, prior to considering where the stops in Century City and
Westwood should be built strong consideration should be made as to
where the shuttle and buses would be parked to pick up riders. Both

of these stations will likely have the highest concentration of

ridership for the Westside Subway Extension. Furthermore, many people
will not be within walking distance to their destination from these
stations and will need to take some type of bus or shuttle service.

For example, a station at Wilshire Boulevard and Westwood Boulevard is
about 1.5 miles from the UCLA campus and for many students who carry
items it will not be feasible to walk to and from the UCLA campus.
Understanding where the shuttle/buses will be to transport riders to

and from the UCLA campus and Century City area is paramount prior to
determining an exact location for the these two stations.

Sincerely,

Ben Schwartzman

11712 Darlington Avenue, Apt. #2
Los Angeles, CA 90049

(818) 437-0132
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539-1
Your comment on the Wilshire/Crenshaw Station has been noted. In October 2010, the

Metro Board approved Alternative 2 (Westwood/VA Extension) as the Locally Preferred
Alternative (LPA). A Wilshire/Crenshaw Station was not included in the LPA.

The Wilshire/Crenshaw Station would be located in the Park Mile section of Wilshire
Boulevard, adjacent to lower density land uses that are not planned for future growth in the
adopted Community Plan and Park Mile Specific Plan. This site is only 0.5 mile from the
existing Wilshire/Western Station and does not serve a major north south intersection, as
Crenshaw Boulevard terminates at Wilshire Boulevard and does not extend to the north.
Because this is a comparatively lower ridership station with a cost of $153 million,
eliminating this station from the LPA improves the cost-effectiveness of Alternative 2.

Your comment on future transit connections to the Crenshaw/LAX Line has been noted. In
November 2009, the Metro Board voted to approve the Locally Preferred Alternative (LPA)
for the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor. The Crenshaw/LAX LPA includes an 8.5-mile light-
rail line that would connect the Metro Green Line and the Expo Line along Crenshaw
Boulevard. The Crenshaw/LAX LPA would not connect the line to Wilshire Boulevard.

A potential connection to Wilshire Boulevard was studied in a May 2009 Metro feasibility
report. Although beyond the available project funding, this report determined that a
connection at Wilshire/La Brea instead of Wilshire/Crenshaw would be more cost-effective
and more compatible with existing land uses. Please refer to the Crenshaw Transit Corridor
Project: Final Feasibility Study - Wilshire/La Brea Light Rail Transit Extension, available on
the Crenshaw Transit Corridor Project page on the Metro website.

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.

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/Crenshaw Station 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.

539-2

Your preference for a modified Westwood/VA Hospital Station location has been noted.

During the Draft EIS/EIR scoping, the public suggested that an additional station should be
provided west of -405 because of the large distance between a Westwood/UCLA and a
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5392

Wilshire/Bundy Station, as well as a desire to serve communities west of the 1-405 more
effectively. In response, five proposed stations west of 1-405 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,
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.

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 and 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
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5392
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/VA Hospital Station locations in the Final EIS/EIR. All reports are available on
the Metro Westside Subway Extension Project website:
www.metro.net/projects/westside/westside-reports.

539-3

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: Metro will continue to assess bus-rail interface. As a
result of further study Metro, working with affected jurisdictions, will relocate bus stops at
some LPA stations to minimize the number of streets riders must cross to transfer
between the LPA and interfacing bus lines.

Please refer to Section 8.8.8 of the Final EIS/EIR for more detailed responses to concerns
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539-3

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 the bus network. All
reports are available on the Metro Westside Subway Extension Project website:
www.metro.net/projects/westside/westside-reports.
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68-1

Appendix A of the Draft EIS/EIR and the Final EIS/EIR includes the plan and profile maps
From: Gerry Schwarzblatt [gerry@sspartnership.com] that show street names.
To: Westside Extension

CC:
Subject: Maps

68—1| Are there specific maps, showing actual streets for the "3" Beverly Hills alternatives.
Gerry Schwarzblatt.
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Comment from

First Name: Thomas
Last Name: Scully

Email: ThomasHScully@cs.com
Phone: (310) 398-7574
URL:
54-1 Many well-to-do Southern Californians are going to find fault with the subway to

the sea under any pretext. But the plan should push forward. In the short run
it would help many who work along Wilshire Blvd. corridor, Century City / UCLA.
In the long run the people who once complained will be begging some day for more
trains and longer hours.

Westside Subway Extension
Final Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report

Appendix H - Response to Comments

54-1
Your comment in support of the Westside Subway Extension Project has been noted. On
October 28, 2010, the Metro Board of Directors identified 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, and between them,
Alternative 2 provides higher ridership and improved cost effectiveness. Additionally,
Alternative 2 serves the VA Hospital and other communities west of the 1-405 more
effectively.

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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354-1
Your comment regarding traffic and surface rail in Santa Monica has been noted. The LPA
selected by the Board of Directors terminates at the Westwood/VA Hospital and does not

From: Jeff Segal [4jeffsegal @gmail.com] extend into Santa Monica. Further, the Westside Subway Extension Project would operate
To: Westside Extension completely sub-surface therefore there would be no rail/car or rail/pedestrian interface. If
Sent: Mon 10/11/2010 9:42 AM 4 j ‘ o

Subject: Is anyone doing a study of the traffic impact of running the rail at street level in Santa Monica? the Westside Subway were extended into Santa Monica at some future date, it is assumed

that the extension would continue below grade. However, further studies would disclose

Dear Metro: .. .
any traffic impacts for any at or below grade alternatives.

354-1 I have been in contact with the Santa Monica Planning Department, who have acknowledge that rail:
will be running a street level for close to two miles in Santa Monica; that the Metro is planning on
running 12 trains per hour (6 in each direction); that 12 times per hour, all traffic will be brought to a
halt along this two mile corridor include Lincoln Blvd (a state highway); and the Santa Monica Planning
Department is not aware of any traffic impact study to determine the delays that will be caused by
having so many North/South streets shut down, so frequently. Has Metro conduct any traffic studies on
the impact of running the planning rail, at street level, in Santa Monica?

I am also interested the added risk of rail vs. car, and rail vs. pedestrian fatalities, that will result in
running the rail at street level. Has Metro done any studies on the likely level of rail related fatalities
that will result from the rail being run at street level in Santa Monica?

Best regards,

Jeff Segal

Santa Monica

Westside Subway Extension March 2012
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290-1

290-2

290-3

From: Litvak, Jody Feerst

To: Clarissa Filgioun; "Christian Rodarte”; Martin, Roger; Sirisut, Dianne; Killen. Susan; Kalauskas, Rebecca
Subject: FW: Comment re Westside Extension

Date: Monday, October 04, 2010 5:19:06 PM

From: edzono [mailto:edzono@gmail.com]
Sent: Monday, October 04, 2010 4:09 PM
To: Westside Extension

Subject: Comment re Westside Extension

For the Public Comment record:

1. Re Who Walks to A Subway Station Anyway?

I'm a 7 year resident and homeowner in Picfair Village, and am excited about the
new extension.

One thing I'd like to make clear about myself and many in the neighborhood here:
We are very active and young at heart, and love walking in our neighborhood. A

walk to Wilshire/Fairfax to take a train is 1 mile from here. We walk that much all
the time here, and like the exercise and don't mind it at all.

2. Re Crenshaw Station

I'm in favor of a station at Crenshaw/Wilshire, though | understand a Crenshaw
project is in the works. I'd prefer the city do as much now as is possible, is the
issue.

3. Re Which Alternative I'm For - Alternative 5!

Boston had the Big Dig. Denver routed all westbound traffic underground - beneath
the rail lines - during a recession, to create a city that would be attractive to
developers when the recession ended - and it worked beautifully. We need to think
big and act big in Los Angeles and provide alternatives to people living and working
in the heart of the city - Pacific Ocean to Downtown, Expo to Hollywood Hills. It's
called infrastructure - and we need it badly because the mentality of Angelenos is
changing from one where driving several miles was acceptable. As the city grows
and becomes more dense, we'd prefer walking and public transit over shorter
distances.

Thanks,

Ed Shioyazono

1508 Ellsmere Ave.

Los Angeles, CA 90019
323.937.1517

Westside Subway Extension
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290-1

Your support of the Westside Project has been noted.

290-2

Your comment on the Wilshire/Crenshaw Station has been noted. In October 2010, the
Metro Board of Directors identified Alternative 2 (Westwood/VA Extension) as the Locally
Preferred Alternative (LPA). A Wilshire/Crenshaw Station was not included in the LPA.

The Wilshire/Crenshaw Station would be located in the Park Mile section of Wilshire
Boulevard, adjacent to lower density land uses that are not planned for future growth in the
adopted Community Plan and Park Mile Specific Plan. This site is only 0.5 mile from the
existing Wilshire/Western Station and does not serve a major north south intersection, as
Crenshaw Boulevard terminates at Wilshire Boulevard and does not extend to the north.
Because this is a comparatively lower ridership station with a cost of $153 million,
eliminating this station from the LPA improves the cost-effectiveness of Alternative 2.
Furthermore, future connections from the Westside subway stations along Wilshire
Boulevard to the planned Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail Transit project to the south have been
recommended to take place at La Brea, La Cienega, or San Vicente rather than at
Wilshire/Crenshaw.

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/Crenshaw Station 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.

2903
Your support for Alternative 5 (Santa Monica Extension plus West Hollywood 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 1-405 more effectively.

The Draft EIS/EIR demonstrated a significant market for a subway serving Santa Monica
and West Hollywood. However, there is not sufficient Measure R or other funding available
to construct a Santa Monica or West Hollywood subway at this time. The Santa Monica and
West Hollywood corridors are included in the Strategic Element of the 2009 Long Range
Transportation Plan. Further study could occur should funding be identified and secured in
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290-3
the future. If the LPA is approved for implementation by the Metro Board, the LPA will
also 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.

Westside Subway Extension March 2012
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Dear Mr. Mieger,

4-1 Tam writing in regard to the Westside subway extension. I strongly support alternative # 5. This route will
attract the most riders and alleviate traffic more than the other alternatives. I urge the MTA board to adopt
alternative # 5 as the preferred route for the Westside subway extension.

Respectfully,
Eva Shluker

11739 Addison st.
Valley Village, CA. 91607

Westside Subway Extension
Final Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report

Appendix H - Response to Comments

4-1
Your support for Alternative 5 (Santa Monica Extension plus West Hollywood 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 1-405 more effectively.

The Draft EIS/EIR demonstrated a significant market for a subway serving Santa Monica
and West Hollywood. However, there is not sufficient Measure R or other funding available
to construct a Santa Monica or West Hollywood subway at this time. The Santa Monica and
West Hollywood corridors are included in the Strategic Element of the 2009 Long Range
Transportation Plan. 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

also 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.
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73-1

Your support for Alternative 5 (Santa Monica Extension plus West Hollywood Extension)
From: David Shiuker [davidshluker@yahoo.com] has been noted. On October 28, 2010, the Metro Board of Directors identified Alternative 2
To: Westside Extension (Westwood/VA Hospital Extension) as the Locally Preferred Alternative (LPA). Only
cc: . . Alternatives 1 and 2 are affordable within the adopted Long Range Transportation Plan
Subject: westside subway extension . . o - . .

(LRTP), and between them, Alternative 2 provides significantly higher ridership and better

To Whom it May Concern, cost effectiveness. Additionally, Alternative 2 serves the VA Hospital and other
731 | am strongly in favor of the westside subway extension alternative #5. | believe this route will . f th frectivel

have the highest ridership and have the best opportunity to alieviate traffic in westside area. | communities west of the 1-405 more effectively.

travel on the westside every day and the traffic is horrible. I urge the MTA board to adopt this

route. The Draft EIS/EIR demonstrated a significant market for a subway serving Santa Monica
David Shluker and West Hollywood. However, there is not sufficient Measure R or other funding available
11739 Addison st. to construct a Santa Monica or West Hollywood subway at this time. The Santa Monica and

Valley Village, CA.91607 . . . .
alley Viflage West Hollywood corridors are included in the Strategic Element of the 2009 Long Range

Transportation Plan. 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
also 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.

Westside Subway Extension March 2012
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Record Date :

Submission Date :

First Name :

Last Name :

Group Affiliation :
521-1 Submission Content :

Westside Subway Extension

Submission Summarized
10/17/2010

10/17/2010

paula abd haim

shtum

constellation and sm is the best place for the subwwat stop, it's closest
to the center of where people want to go!
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5211

Your comment in support of the Century City Station 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). As part of the LPA selection, the Metro Board of
Directors decided to continue to study both station location options in Century City (Santa
Monica Boulevard and Constellation Boulevard) to address concerns raised by the
community regarding locating a station directly on a seismic fault and the safety of
tunneling under homes and schools.

In response to the Metro Board of Director’s request for more information, further analysis
was undertaken to focus on the engineering and environmental aspects of the two options
during the preparation of the Final EIS/EIR to expand on the studies conducted in
preparation of the Draft EIS/EIR. It should be noted that prior to conducting the comparative
study, the Santa Monica Boulevard Station location was shifted slightly to the east from the
location in the Draft EIS/EIR to avoid the Santa Monica Fault zone.

The geotechnical studies conducted during preparation of the Final EIS/EIR concluded that
tunneling can be safely carried out beneath the Beverly Hills High School campus and the
West Beverly Hills, Century City, and Westwood neighborhoods. However, these studies
also determined that the Century City Santa Monica Station would cross the West Beverly
Hills Lineament, a northern extension of the active Newport-Inglewood Fault, which poses a
significant safety risk to passengers at this station location. No evidence of faulting was
found at the proposed Century City Constellation Station site.

In addition, the Century City Constellation Boulevard Station has the best pedestrian
environment, can be expected to attract the most transit riders, and is centrally located to
help shape the redevelopment of Century City as an important transit-oriented destination
on the Westside Subway Extension. Further refinements to the ridership analysis
concluded that the Century City Constellation Station would result in 3,350 more boardings
along new Westside Subway Extension stations than the Century City Santa Monica
Station due to proximity to jobs and residences within the critical 600-foot and 1/4-mile
walksheds.

Based on all of these factors, the Century City Station Location Report concluded by
recommending that the Century City Station be located along Constellation Boulevard due
to seismic safety concerns at the Santa Monica Boulevard Station and higher ridership
projections with Constellation Boulevard Station.

Please refer to Section 8.8.2 and 8.8.3 of the Final EIS/EIR for more detailed responses to
concerns related to the Century City Station. Refer to Section 7.3 of the Final EIS/EIR and
the Westside Subway Extension Century City Station Location Report for a comparison of
the two Century City Station locations. The results of further geotechnical investigations in
the Century City vicinity can be found in the Westside Subway Extension Century City Area
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Fault Investigation Report and the Westside Subway Extension Century City Area
Tunneling Safety Report. The results of further ridership studies can be found in the
Westside Subway Extension Technical Report Summarizing the Results of the Forecasted
Alternatives and the Westside Subway Extension Century City TOD and Walk Access
Study. All reports are available on the Metro Westside Subway Extension Project website:
www.metro.net/projects/westside/westside-reports.
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From: eric sievering

To: Westside Extension

Subject: comments for your DEIR

Date: Friday, October 01, 2010 3:26:45 PM

I've been to all your previous round of meetings and I'm sorry I'm not able to attend the current round
of meetings. My overall statement is this:

281-1 1. Please proceed forward as fast as possible. I've said this before, but think you can see that some
opposition to the project is starting to gather, i.e. Beverly Hills, etc.... | of course don't think there's any
real reason for opposition, but you've still got most of the public behind the project now and you need
to keep the momentum.

281-2 2. Please consider building the project in phases. | know that you may want to build the whole project
at once, but I think it's critical to build in phases. The first reason being that if you build from western
to fairfax as phase one, there isn't any opposition to that part of the project. If for some reason you
went ahead and started to plan and build the whole project as one piece, and if the opposition was
successful in slowing down the process, it would slow down the entire process. It's critical to be able to
open something sooner rather than later and show the public that look here is some forward momentum
on this. If you separated that first phase to fairfax you could open it earlier, and it wouldn't stall out the
rest of the project. In fact you would probably continue the support of the project, because if you build
it and open it going west, you would also build the anticipation for the people that live close to the line
as it comes close to them. That would help the project keep steam moving forward.

281-3 3. Please remember that every day counts as you plan and build this. Please also remember that most
people just don't understand or care that this will be open in maybe ten years. For them that's ten
years to long and never going to happen, so anything days, weeks, or months you can shave off of any
part of the project is essential. Of course be safe, but I think there is lots of time to be saved if
everyone was constantly reminded of the need to make this happen sooner rather than later.

Thanks look forward to your FEIR

Eric Sievering
West L.A.
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2811
Your comment in support of the Westside Subway Extension Project has been noted. On
October 28, 2010, the Metro Board of Directors identified 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, and between them,
Alternative 2 provides higher ridership and improved cost effectiveness. Additionally,
Alternative 2 serves the VA Hospital and other communities west of the 1-405 more
effectively.

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.

281-2

Your comment about the project schedule has been noted. In April 2010, the Metro Board
of Directors adopted the America Fast Forward 30/10 Initiative that directs that the
Westside Subway Extension Project to seek accelerated federal funding to deliver the
Project in a single phase to Westwood. Based on this accelerated funding schedule, the
parallel construction of portions of the alignment and stations would allow the entire LPA to
be open and operational to the Westwood/VA Hospital Station in 2022 as a single phase.

In the event that accelerated federal funding cannot be secured, the LPA would be
constructed in three sequential phases in accordance with the Metro Long Range
Transportation Plan. The first phase to the Wilshire/La Cienega Station would open in
2020, the second phase to the Century City Station would open in 2026, and the final
phase to the Westwood/VA Hospital Station would open in 2036.

Please refer to Section 2.6.11 of the Final EIS/EIR for further information on the
construction schedule.

281-3

Your comments about construction schedule has been noted. Please see the response
above to comment number 281-2.
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42-1

42-2

42-3

42-4

From: rayinla@aol.com

To: Westside Extension

CC: Paul.Koretz@lacity.org

Subject: Metro Westside Subway - Comments to Draft EIS/EIR

I would like to weigh in my preference regarding the following stations for the Westside Subway
Extension:

NO station at Wilshire/Crenshaw. The station is too close to the existing station at Wilshire/Western, the
density does not (and cannot exist) to make this a heavily used station and it faces major opposition from
its immediate neighbors.

A Century City station at Constellation/Avenue of the Stars. This location is at the heart of Century City
and more convenient to the majority of the stakeholders in the area. Itis also the transfer point for the
Culver City, Santa Monica and Metro 28/728 bus lines. | would like to see Metro consider such a station
being built in combination with a parallel bus tunnel.

A Westwood station at Wilshire/Westwood. Again most convenient for the majority of stakeholders. This is
also my preferred interface for the future 405/Sepulveda connection to the Valley.

Since a Brentwood station at Barrington seems to be completely out of the question, the VA station
should be located so that it has an entrance at Federal to capture the thousand of potential commuters
north and south of Wilshire west of Federal. A location on the VA grounds would only be of real value to
anyone going to the VA AND would do nothing to relieve the bottleneck of traffic on Wilshire between
Federal and the 405.

Ray Simmons
821 S Mansfield Ave #1
Los Angeles CA 90036
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Your comment on the Wilshire/Crenshaw Station has been noted. In October 2010, the
Metro Board of Directors identified Alternative 2 (Westwood/VA Extension) as the Locally

Preferred Alternative (LPA). A Wilshire/Crenshaw Station was not included in the LPA.

The Wilshire/Crenshaw Station would be located in the Park Mile section of Wilshire
Boulevard, adjacent to lower density land uses that are not planned for future growth in the
adopted Community Plan and Park Mile Specific Plan. This site is only 0.5 mile from the
existing Wilshire/Western Station and does not serve a major north south intersection, as
Crenshaw Boulevard terminates at Wilshire Boulevard and does not extend to the north.
Because this is a comparatively lower ridership station with a cost of $153 million,
eliminating this station from the LPA improves the cost-effectiveness of Alternative 2.
Furthermore, future connections from the Westside subway stations along Wilshire
Boulevard to the planned Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail Transit project to the south have been
recommended to take place at La Brea, La Cienega, or San Vicente rather than at
Wilshire/Crenshaw.

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/Crenshaw Station 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.

42-2

Your comment in support of the Century City Constellation Station 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). As part of the LPA selection,
the Metro Board of Directors decided to continue to study both station location options in
Century City (Santa Monica Boulevard and Constellation Boulevard) to address concerns
raised by the community regarding locating a station directly on a seismic fault and the
safety of tunneling under homes and schools.

In response to the Metro Board of Director’s request for more information, further analysis
was undertaken to focus on the engineering and environmental aspects of the two options
during the preparation of the Final EIS/EIR to expand on the studies conducted in
preparation of the Draft EIS/EIR. It should be noted that prior to conducting the comparative
study, the Santa Monica Boulevard Station location was shifted slightly to the east from the
location in the Draft EIS/EIR to avoid the Santa Monica Fault zone.

The geotechnical studies conducted during preparation of the Final EIS/EIR concluded that
tunneling can be safely carried out beneath the Beverly Hills High School campus and the
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West Beverly Hills, Century City, and Westwood neighborhoods. However, these studies
also determined that the Century City Santa Monica Station would cross the West Beverly
Hills Lineament, a northern extension of the active Newport-Inglewood Fault, which poses a
significant safety risk to passengers at this station location. No evidence of faulting was

found at the proposed Century City Constellation Station site.

In addition, the Century City Constellation Boulevard Station has the best pedestrian
environment, can be expected to attract the most transit riders, and is centrally located to
help shape the redevelopment of Century City as an important transit-oriented destination
on the Westside Subway Extension. Further refinements to the ridership analysis
concluded that the Century City Constellation Station would result in 3,350 more boardings
along new Westside Subway Extension stations than the Century City Santa Monica
Station due to proximity to jobs and residences within the critical 600-foot and 1/4-mile
walksheds.

Based on all of these factors, the Century City Station Location Report concluded by
recommending that the Century City Station be located along Constellation Boulevard due
to seismic safety concerns at the Santa Monica Boulevard Station and higher ridership
projections with Constellation Boulevard Station.

Please refer to Section 8.8.2 and 8.8.3 of the Final EIS/EIR for more detailed responses to
concerns related to the Century City Station. Refer to Section 7.3 of the Final EIS/EIR and
the Westside Subway Extension Century City Station Location Report for a comparison of
the two Century City Station locations. The results of further geotechnical investigations in
the Century City vicinity can be found in the Westside Subway Extension Century City Area
Fault Investigation Report and the Westside Subway Extension Century City Area
Tunneling Safety Report. The results of further ridership studies can be found in the
Westside Subway Extension Technical Report Summarizing the Results of the Forecasted
Alternatives and the Westside Subway Extension Century City TOD and Walk Access
Study. All reports are available on the Metro Westside Subway Extension Project website:
www.metro.net/projects/westside/westside-reports.

423

Your preference for the On-Street location of the Westwood/ UCLA Station 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). As part of the LPA selection,
the Metro Board decided to continue to study both Westwood/UCLA station location options
(On-Street and Off-Street).

A comparative study of the two proposed Westwood/UCLA station locations, including
engineering, costs, urban design, and environmental impact considerations, was conducted
during the Final EIS/EIR phase to expand on the studies conducted in preparation of the
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Draft EIS/EIR.

The Off-Street Station and tunnels would need to be deeper than the On-Street Station to
clear the underside of foundations for a future hotel on Gayley Avenue, which makes the
station and tunnels riskier and more expensive to construct, and requires more time for
transit riders to travel between the platform and the station entrance. Additionally, the
Westwood/UCLA Off-Street Station location would require approximately 13 additional
permanent underground easements.

The On-Street Station location would provide at least one of entrance at the corner of
Wilshire and Westwood Boulevards. This entrance location would provide better access to
bus connections along Westwood Boulevard and would be closer to the major office
buildings and Westwood Village than the entrances for the Off-Street Station. Furthermore,
one of the station entrance options for the On-Street Station is a split entrance between the
north and south sides of Wilshire Boulevard, providing access to both sides of busy
Wilshire Boulevard. However, the Westwood/UCLA On-Street Station option is also
expected to have greater traffic impacts during construction due to in-street construction
along Wilshire Boulevard.

Based on these factors, the recommendation is to locate the Westwood/UCLA Station On-
Street as this location could accommodate an entrance at the Wilshire Boulevard and
Westwood Boulevard intersection, providing better pedestrian access to Westwood Village
and connections along Westwood Boulevard.

Your comment on future transit connections to a Sepulveda/I-405 line has been noted. The
San Fernando Valley 1-405 Corridor Connection is included in Metro's 2009 Long Range
Transportation Plan and funding has been allocated in Measure R for the project. Metro will
undertake planning studies for the corridor to identify the mode, alignment and appropriate
connections to other area transit projects, including the Westside Subway Extension.

Please refer to Section 8.8.6 of the Final EIS/EIR for more detailed responses to concerns
related to the Westwood/UCLA 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/UCLA 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 Entrance
Location Report and Recommendations provides a comparison of the potential entrance
locations at Westwood Boulevard, Gayley Avenue and Veteran Avenue for both the On-
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Street and Off-Street Stations. All reports are available on the Metro Westside Subway
Extension Project website: www.metro.net/projects/westside/westside-reports.

42-4

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.

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
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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/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.

March 2012
Page H-6.3-230



Comment from

First Name: Rick
Last Name: Simon

Email: risimon@hntb.com
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Metro staff has added you to the mailing list for the Westside Subway Extension Project.
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Kris

Singer

| support the station on Ave. of The Stars and Constellation!
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Your comment in support of the Century City Constellation Station 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). As part of the LPA selection,
the Metro Board of Directors decided to continue to study both station location options in
Century City (Santa Monica Boulevard and Constellation Boulevard) to address concerns
raised by the community regarding locating a station directly on a seismic fault and the
safety of tunneling under homes and schools.

In response to the Metro Board of Director’s request for more information, further analysis
was undertaken to focus on the engineering and environmental aspects of the two options
during the preparation of the Final EIS/EIR to expand on the studies conducted in
preparation of the Draft EIS/EIR. It should be noted that prior to conducting the comparative
study, the Santa Monica Boulevard Station location was shifted slightly to the east from the
location in the Draft EIS/EIR to avoid the Santa Monica Fault zone.

The geotechnical studies conducted during preparation of the Final EIS/EIR concluded that
tunneling can be safely carried out beneath the Beverly Hills High School campus and the
West Beverly Hills, Century City, and Westwood neighborhoods. However, these studies
also determined that the Century City Santa Monica Station would cross the West Beverly
Hills Lineament, a northern extension of the active Newport-Inglewood Fault, which poses a
significant safety risk to passengers at this station location. No evidence of faulting was
found at the proposed Century City Constellation Station site.

In addition, the Century City Constellation Boulevard Station has the best pedestrian
environment, can be expected to attract the most transit riders, and is centrally located to
help shape the redevelopment of Century City as an important transit-oriented destination
on the Westside Subway Extension. Further refinements to the ridership analysis
concluded that the Century City Constellation Station would result in 3,350 more boardings
along new Westside Subway Extension stations than the Century City Santa Monica
Station due to proximity to jobs and residences within the critical 600-foot and 1/4-mile
walksheds.

Based on all of these factors, the Century City Station Location Report concluded by
recommending that the Century City Station be located along Constellation Boulevard due
to seismic safety concerns at the Santa Monica Boulevard Station and higher ridership
projections with Constellation Boulevard Station.

Please refer to Section 8.8.2 and 8.8.3 of the Final EIS/EIR for more detailed responses to
concerns related to the Century City Station. Refer to Section 7.3 of the Final EIS/EIR and
the Westside Subway Extension Century City Station Location Report for a comparison of
the two Century City Station locations. The results of further geotechnical investigations in
the Century City vicinity can be found in the Westside Subway Extension Century City Area
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Fault Investigation Report and the Westside Subway Extension Century City Area
Tunneling Safety Report. The results of further ridership studies can be found in the
Westside Subway Extension Technical Report Summarizing the Results of the Forecasted
Alternatives and the Westside Subway Extension Century City TOD and Walk Access
Study. All reports are available on the Metro Westside Subway Extension Project website:
www.metro.net/projects/westside/westside-reports.
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From: Litvak, Jody Feerst

To: “Clarissa Filgioun”; “Christian Rodarte"; Killen, Susan; Kalauskas, Rebecca; Sirisut. Dianne; Martin, Roger
Subject: FW: Draft EIR / EIS - public comment

Date: Tuesday, September 28, 2010 5:02:38 PM

From: Rani Sitty [mailto:rsitty@gmail.com]
Sent: Tuesday, September 28, 2010 3:53 PM
To: Westside Extension

Subject: Draft EIR / EIS - public comment

Regarding the Draft EIR / EIS for the Westside subway extension, | would like to
urge Metro to adopt the "Constellation” alignment between Beverly Hills and Century
City in its Locally Preferred Alternative.

Given the recent controversy over tunneling through southwestern Beverly Hills, |
worry that the voices of average transit riders are in danger of being drowned out
by vocal and politically active residents. But despite the noisy opposition, the only
rational basis on which to make a decision is to weigh the benefits versus the costs
of the various alternatives.

In the case of the Constellation alignment, the choice is clear: A direct connection to
the heart of Century City will have tangible, measurable benefits for thousands of
transit riders daily. That's in direct contrast to the fears raised by area homeowners,
which are vague, amorphous, and not supported by years of tunneling experience
both in Los Angeles County and elsewhere. In formulating an LPA, please choose the
alternative that will provide the maximum possible benefit for the next hundred
years worth of subway riders, with no adverse impacts on local residents or
schoolchildren; Please build the Constellation alignment.

Thank you,

Rani Sitty
Studio City, CA

Westside Subway Extension
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Your comment in support of the Century City Constellation Station 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). As part of the LPA selection,
the Metro Board of Directors decided to continue to study both station location options in
Century City (Santa Monica Boulevard and Constellation Boulevard) to address concerns
raised by the community regarding locating a station directly on a seismic fault and the
safety of tunneling under homes and schools.

In response to the Metro Board of Director’s request for more information, further analysis
was undertaken to focus on the engineering and environmental aspects of the two options
during the preparation of the Final EIS/EIR to expand on the studies conducted in
preparation of the Draft EIS/EIR. It should be noted that prior to conducting the comparative
study, the Santa Monica Boulevard Station location was shifted slightly to the east from the
location in the Draft EIS/EIR to avoid the Santa Monica Fault zone.

The geotechnical studies conducted during preparation of the Final EIS/EIR concluded that
tunneling can be safely carried out beneath the Beverly Hills High School campus and the
West Beverly Hills, Century City, and Westwood neighborhoods. However, these studies
also determined that the Century City Santa Monica Station would cross the West Beverly
Hills Lineament, a northern extension of the active Newport-Inglewood Fault, which poses a
significant safety risk to passengers at this station location. No evidence of faulting was
found at the proposed Century City Constellation Station site.

In addition, the Century City Constellation Boulevard Station has the best pedestrian
environment, can be expected to attract the most transit riders, and is centrally located to
help shape the redevelopment of Century City as an important transit-oriented destination
on the Westside Subway Extension. Further refinements to the ridership analysis
concluded that the Century City Constellation Station would result in 3,350 more boardings
along new Westside Subway Extension stations than the Century City Santa Monica
Station due to proximity to jobs and residences within the critical 600-foot and 1/4-mile
walksheds.

Based on all of these factors, the Century City Station Location Report concluded by
recommending that the Century City Station be located along Constellation Boulevard due
to seismic safety concerns at the Santa Monica Boulevard Station and higher ridership
projections with Constellation Boulevard Station.

Please refer to Section 8.8.2 and 8.8.3 of the Final EIS/EIR for more detailed responses to
concerns related to the Century City Station. Refer to Section 7.3 of the Final EIS/EIR and
the Westside Subway Extension Century City Station Location Report for a comparison of
the two Century City Station locations. The results of further geotechnical investigations in
the Century City vicinity can be found in the Westside Subway Extension Century City Area
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Fault Investigation Report and the Westside Subway Extension Century City Area
Tunneling Safety Report. The results of further ridership studies can be found in the
Westside Subway Extension Technical Report Summarizing the Results of the Forecasted
Alternatives and the Westside Subway Extension Century City TOD and Walk Access
Study. All reports are available on the Metro Westside Subway Extension Project website:
www.metro.net/projects/westside/westside-reports.
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Your preference for the TSM Alternative 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). Alternative 2 was selected as the LPA because the analysis in
the Draft EIS/EIR demonstrated that the Build Alternatives would be more effective than the
TSM Alternative in terms of enhancing mobility, serving development opportunities, and
addressing other aspects of the Purpose and Need for the Project. Please refer to Chapter
7 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Section 2.5 of the Final EIS/EIR for information on this analysis.

Furthermore, the Project would not eliminate bus service along Wilshire Boulevard but
rather would supplement it with rail. As explained in Chapter 2, Metro Local, Limited, Rapid,
and Express bus service along Wilshire Boulevard will continue to operate in conjunction
with the rail system, if approved and implemented. The Wilshire Boulevard Bus Rapid
Transit project is also assumed to be in place. Maintenance of local bus service levels is an
important component of the transit system serving the Westside Corridor. With the
extension the Purple Line subway service to the Westwood/VA Hospital Station, it is
estimated that one-third of demand would involve local bus access. Metro continues to
seek to improve the region's transit needs and continually evaluates various transit
corridors to achieve a more interconnected transportation system. To help guide design of
subway stations, potential enhanced local bus service at stations was assessed and is

discussed in Chapter 3 of the Final EIS/EIR.

The Project will be funded primarily through a combination of Measure R local funds and
Federal New Starts funds, with some other local, State, and Federal funds. Metro will
continue to use a combination of local, State, and Federal funding sources to operate and
maintain the system. In addition to these funding sources, Metro relies on fare revenues to
fund about one-third of its operating costs. Bus operating funds will not be used to construct
the Project, and no fare increases or service reductions are proposed to cover the Project's
costs. The selection of the TSM Alternative would not have resulted in lower

fares.The Metro Board of Directors establishes fares. Currently, the Base Fare for each
boarding is $1.50 and the Metro Day Pass is $5.00. A transfer is the same as the Base

Fare - $1.50.

Furthermore, 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. Transit service is meant to serve where the
demand is greatest, and these areas are often within neighborhoods that have
Environmental Justice (EJ) populations and communities of concern. Four of the seven
stations are located in, or adjacent to the Environmental Justice populations identified in
Section 4.2.6 of the Final EIS/EIR. Therefore, people living in EJ populations will have the
same opportunity to access the transit and mobility improvements provided by the subway.

The increased connectivity would also reduce the number of transfers which would have a
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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. The transit
benefits associated with the LPA are further detailed in Section 3.4 of the Final EIS/EIR.

Westside Subway Extension March 2012
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October 20, 2010

Honorable Don Knabe, Chair

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
One Gateway Plaza

Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952

Dear Chairman Knabe:

841-1 I wholeheartedly support the Westside extension of the subway and believe that

the Constellation Boulevard and Avenue of the Stars station alignment should be
adopted for the two reasons:

» Tt will bring passengers to the heart of Century City, providing both convenience
to travelers, as well as increased ridership which will benefit everyone.

s With nearly 40,000 employees within Century City who are clustered around
this intersection, they are more likely to use the subway for both commuting
and for trips during the day if the portal is conveniently located.

As a disabled person due to a vision problem and unable to drive, a subway that
extends to the Westside would help tremendously: however it's badly needed for
everyone.

Thank you,

Christine Slenzak
Coordinator

Fox Broadcasting
310 369 5478

cci  Mayor Antonio Villaraigosa Honorable Zev Yaroslavsky
City Hall L.A. County Supervisor
200 No. Spring Street 821 Kenneth Hahn Hall of Administration
Los Angeles, CA 90012 500 W. Temple Street
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Councilman Paul Koretz, Council District 5
City Hall

200 North Spring Street

Room 440

Los Angeles, CA 9001
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Your comment in support of the Westside Subway Extension has been noted.

Your comment in support of the Century City Constellation Station 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). As part of the LPA selection,
the Metro Board of Directors decided to continue to study both station location options in
Century City (Santa Monica Boulevard and Constellation Boulevard) to address concerns
raised by the community regarding locating a station directly on a seismic fault and the
safety of tunneling under homes and schools.

In response to the Metro Board of Director’s request for more information, further analysis
was undertaken to focus on the engineering and environmental aspects of the two options
during the preparation of the Final EIS/EIR to expand on the studies conducted in
preparation of the Draft EIS/EIR. It should be noted that prior to conducting the comparative
study, the Santa Monica Boulevard Station location was shifted slightly to the east from the
location in the Draft EIS/EIR to avoid the Santa Monica Fault zone.

The geotechnical studies conducted during preparation of the Final EIS/EIR concluded that
tunneling can be safely carried out beneath the Beverly Hills High School campus and the
West Beverly Hills, Century City, and Westwood neighborhoods. However, these studies
also determined that the Century City Santa Monica Station would cross the West Beverly
Hills Lineament, a northern extension of the active Newport-Inglewood Fault, which poses a
significant safety risk to passengers at this station location. No evidence of faulting was
found at the proposed Century City Constellation Station site.

In addition, the Century City Constellation Boulevard Station has the best pedestrian
environment, can be expected to attract the most transit riders, and is centrally located to
help shape the redevelopment of Century City as an important transit-oriented destination
on the Westside Subway Extension. Further refinements to the ridership analysis
concluded that the Century City Constellation Station would result in 3,350 more boardings
along new Westside Subway Extension stations than the Century City Santa Monica
Station due to proximity to jobs and residences within the critical 600-foot and 1/4-mile
walksheds.

Based on all of these factors, the Century City Station Location Report concluded by
recommending that the Century City Station be located along Constellation Boulevard due
to seismic safety concerns at the Santa Monica Boulevard Station and higher ridership
projections with Constellation Boulevard Station.

Please refer to Section 8.8.2 and 8.8.3 of the Final EIS/EIR for more detailed responses to
concerns related to the Century City Station. Refer to Section 7.3 of the Final EIS/EIR and
the Westside Subway Extension Century City Station Location Report for a comparison of
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the two Century City Station locations. The results of further geotechnical investigations in
the Century City vicinity can be found in the Westside Subway Extension Century City Area
Fault Investigation Report and the Westside Subway Extension Century City Area
Tunneling Safety Report. The results of further ridership studies can be found in the
Westside Subway Extension Technical Report Summarizing the Results of the Forecasted
Alternatives and the Westside Subway Extension Century City TOD and Walk Access
Study. All reports are available on the Metro Westside Subway Extension Project website:
www.metro.net/projects/westside/westside-reports.
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Your preference for the TSM Alternative 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). Alternative 2 was selected as the LPA because the analysis in
the Draft EIS/EIR demonstrated that the Build Alternatives would be more effective than the
TSM Alternative in terms of enhancing mobility, serving development opportunities, and
addressing other aspects of the Purpose and Need for the Project. Please refer to Chapter
7 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Section 2.5 of the Final EIS/EIR for information on this analysis.

Furthermore, the Project would not eliminate bus service along Wilshire Boulevard but
rather would supplement it with rail. As explained in Chapter 2, Metro Local, Limited, Rapid,
and Express bus service along Wilshire Boulevard will continue to operate in conjunction
with the rail system, if approved and implemented. The Wilshire Boulevard Bus Rapid
Transit project is also assumed to be in place. Maintenance of local bus service levels is an
important component of the transit system serving the Westside Corridor. With the
extension the Purple Line subway service to the Westwood/VA Hospital Station, it is
estimated that one-third of demand would involve local bus access. Metro continues to
seek to improve the region's transit needs and continually evaluates various transit
corridors to achieve a more interconnected transportation system. To help guide design of
subway stations, potential enhanced local bus service at stations was assessed and is

discussed in Chapter 3 of the Final EIS/EIR.

The Project will be funded primarily through a combination of Measure R local funds and
Federal New Starts funds, with some other local, State, and Federal funds. Metro will
continue to use a combination of local, State, and Federal funding sources to operate and
maintain the system. In addition to these funding sources, Metro relies on fare revenues to
fund about one-third of its operating costs. Bus operating funds will not be used to construct
the Project, and no fare increases or service reductions are proposed to cover the Project's
costs. The selection of the TSM Alternative would not have resulted in lower

fares.The Metro Board of Directors establishes fares. Currently, the Base Fare for each
boarding is $1.50 and the Metro Day Pass is $5.00. A transfer is the same as the Base

Fare - $1.50.

Furthermore, 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. Transit service is meant to serve where the
demand is greatest, and these areas are often within neighborhoods that have
Environmental Justice (EJ) populations and communities of concern. Four of the seven
stations are located in, or adjacent to the Environmental Justice populations identified in
Section 4.2.6 of the Final EIS/EIR. Therefore, people living in EJ populations will have the
same opportunity to access the transit and mobility improvements provided by the subway.

The increased connectivity would also reduce the number of transfers which would have a
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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. The transit
benefits associated with the LPA are further detailed in Section 3.4 of the Final EIS/EIR.
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Your comment in support of the Century City Constellation Station has been noted. On
RECORD #30 DETAIL October 28, 2010, the Metro Board of Directors identified Alternative 2 (Westwood/VA
"""""""""""""" Hospital Extension) as the Locally Preferred Alternative (LPA). As part of the LPA selection,
the Metro Board of Directors decided to continue to study both station location options in

Record Date : 9/27/2010 ) ) )
Submission Date : 9/27/2010 Century City (Santa Monica Boulevard and Constellation Boulevard) to address concerns
First Name : Ryan raised by the community regarding locating a station directly on a seismic fault and the
Last Nam?f ) Smith safety of tunneling under homes and schools.
Group Affiliation :
30-1 Submission Content : Build Century City station at CONSTELLATION, not santa monica. A
station at SM Blvd would be an incredible waste. Constellation is the In response to the Metro Board of Director’s request for more information, further analysis
clear choice - don't let a few vocal Beverly Hills residents dictate the
overall public good. There are subways under school across the globe! was undertaken to focus on the engineering and environmental aspects of the two options
30-2 Build to Barrington, not the VA Hospital. It's just a bit further west yet will during the preparation of the Final EIS/EIR to expand on the studies conducted in

Serve so many more people. preparation of the Draft EIS/EIR. It should be noted that prior to conducting the comparative

study, the Santa Monica Boulevard Station location was shifted slightly to the east from the
location in the Draft EIS/EIR to avoid the Santa Monica Fault zone.

The geotechnical studies conducted during preparation of the Final EIS/EIR concluded that
tunneling can be safely carried out beneath the Beverly Hills High School campus and the
West Beverly Hills, Century City, and Westwood neighborhoods. However, these studies
also determined that the Century City Santa Monica Station would cross the West Beverly
Hills Lineament, a northern extension of the active Newport-Inglewood Fault, which poses a
significant safety risk to passengers at this station location. No evidence of faulting was
found at the proposed Century City Constellation Station site.

In addition, the Century City Constellation Boulevard Station has the best pedestrian
environment, can be expected to attract the most transit riders, and is centrally located to
help shape the redevelopment of Century City as an important transit-oriented destination
on the Westside Subway Extension. Further refinements to the ridership analysis
concluded that the Century City Constellation Station would result in 3,350 more boardings
along new Westside Subway Extension stations than the Century City Santa Monica
Station due to proximity to jobs and residences within the critical 600-foot and 1/4-mile
walksheds.

Based on all of these factors, the Century City Station Location Report concluded by
recommending that the Century City Station be located along Constellation Boulevard due
to seismic safety concerns at the Santa Monica Boulevard Station and higher ridership
projections with Constellation Boulevard Station.

Please refer to Section 8.8.2 and 8.8.3 of the Final EIS/EIR for more detailed responses to
concerns related to the Century City Station. Refer to Section 7.3 of the Final EIS/EIR and
the Westside Subway Extension Century City Station Location Report for a comparison of
the two Century City Station locations. The results of further geotechnical investigations in
the Century City vicinity can be found in the Westside Subway Extension Century City Area
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Fault Investigation Report and the Westside Subway Extension Century City Area
Tunneling Safety Report. The results of further ridership studies can be found in the
Westside Subway Extension Technical Report Summarizing the Results of the Forecasted
Alternatives and the Westside Subway Extension Century City TOD and Walk Access
Study. All reports are available on the Metro Westside Subway Extension Project website:
www.metro.net/projects/westside/westside-reports.

30-2

Your preference for a modified Westwood/VA Hospital Station location has been noted.

During the Draft EIS/EIR scoping, the public suggested that an additional station should be
provided west of 1-405 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 1-405 more
effectively. In response, five proposed stations west of 1-405 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,
and Wilshire/Bundy Stations were eliminated as potential terminus stations for the fundable
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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.

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 and 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/VA Hospital Station locations in the Final EIS/EIR. All reports are available on
the Metro Westside Subway Extension Project website:
www.metro.net/projects/westside/westside-reports.
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Comment from

First Name: Alan
Last Name: Smith

Email: smitha24@aol.com
Phone:
URL:

1) build it ASAP, as fast as possible (by 2020).

2) no crenshaw station

w
~

century city station at Constellation

4) end as far west as possible
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Your support of the Westside Subway Extension Project has been noted.

Your comment about the project schedule has been noted. In April 2010, the Metro Board
of Directors adopted the America Fast Forward 30/10 Initiative that directs that the
Westside Subway Extension Project to seek accelerated federal funding to deliver the
Project in a single phase to Westwood. Based on this accelerated funding schedule, the
parallel construction of portions of the alignment and stations would allow the entire LPA to
be open and operational to the Westwood/VA Hospital Station in 2022 as a single phase.

In the event that accelerated federal funding cannot be secured, the LPA would be
constructed in three sequential phases in accordance with the Metro Long Range
Transportation Plan. The first phase to the Wilshire/La Cienega Station would open in
2020, the second phase to the Century City Station would open in 2026, and the final
phase to the Westwood/VA Hospital Station would open in 2036.

Please refer to Section 2.6.11 of the Final EIS/EIR for further information on the
construction schedule.

37-2
Your comment on the Wilshire/Crenshaw Station has been noted. In October 2010, the

Metro Board of Directors identified Alternative 2 (Westwood/VA Extension) as the Locally
Preferred Alternative (LPA). A Wilshire/Crenshaw Station was not included in the LPA.

The Wilshire/Crenshaw Station would be located in the Park Mile section of Wilshire
Boulevard, adjacent to lower density land uses that are not planned for future growth in the
adopted Community Plan and Park Mile Specific Plan. This site is only 0.5 mile from the
existing Wilshire/Western Station and does not serve a major north south intersection, as
Crenshaw Boulevard terminates at Wilshire Boulevard and does not extend to the north.
Because this is a comparatively lower ridership station with a cost of $153 million,
eliminating this station from the LPA improves the cost-effectiveness of Alternative 2.
Furthermore, future connections from the Westside subway stations along Wilshire
Boulevard to the planned Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail Transit project to the south have been
recommended to take place at La Brea, La Cienega, or San Vicente rather than at
Wilshire/Crenshaw.

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/Crenshaw Station 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.
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Your comment in support of the Century City Constellation Station 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). As part of the LPA selection,
the Metro Board of Directors decided to continue to study both station location options in
Century City (Santa Monica Boulevard and Constellation Boulevard) to address concerns
raised by the community regarding locating a station directly on a seismic fault and the
safety of tunneling under homes and schools.

In response to the Metro Board of Director’s request for more information, further analysis
was undertaken to focus on the engineering and environmental aspects of the two options
during the preparation of the Final EIS/EIR to expand on the studies conducted in
preparation of the Draft EIS/EIR. It should be noted that prior to conducting the comparative
study, the Santa Monica Boulevard Station location was shifted slightly to the east from the
location in the Draft EIS/EIR to avoid the Santa Monica Fault zone.

The geotechnical studies conducted during preparation of the Final EIS/EIR concluded that
tunneling can be safely carried out beneath the Beverly Hills High School campus and the
West Beverly Hills, Century City, and Westwood neighborhoods. However, these studies
also determined that the Century City Santa Monica Station would cross the West Beverly
Hills Lineament, a northern extension of the active Newport-Inglewood Fault, which poses a
significant safety risk to passengers at this station location. No evidence of faulting was
found at the proposed Century City Constellation Station site.

In addition, the Century City Constellation Boulevard Station has the best pedestrian
environment, can be expected to attract the most transit riders, and is centrally located to
help shape the redevelopment of Century City as an important transit-oriented destination
on the Westside Subway Extension. Further refinements to the ridership analysis
concluded that the Century City Constellation Station would result in 3,350 more boardings
along new Westside Subway Extension stations than the Century City Santa Monica
Station due to proximity to jobs and residences within the critical 600-foot and 1/4-mile
walksheds.

Based on all of these factors, the Century City Station Location Report concluded by
recommending that the Century City Station be located along Constellation Boulevard due
to seismic safety concerns at the Santa Monica Boulevard Station and higher ridership
projections with Constellation Boulevard Station.

Please refer to Section 8.8.2 and 8.8.3 of the Final EIS/EIR for more detailed responses to
concerns related to the Century City Station. Refer to Section 7.3 of the Final EIS/EIR and
the Westside Subway Extension Century City Station Location Report for a comparison of
the two Century City Station locations. The results of further geotechnical investigations in
the Century City vicinity can be found in the Westside Subway Extension Century City Area
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Fault Investigation Report and the Westside Subway Extension Century City Area
Tunneling Safety Report. The results of further ridership studies can be found in the
Westside Subway Extension Technical Report Summarizing the Results of the Forecasted
Alternatives and the Westside Subway Extension Century City TOD and Walk Access
Study. All reports are available on the Metro Westside Subway Extension Project website:
www.metro.net/projects/westside/westside-reports.

374

Your comment regarding the length of the alignment 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 1-405
more effectively.

Although the Santa Monica or West Hollywood 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.

March 2012
Page H-6.3-247



Appendix H - Response to Comments

RECORD #107 DETAIL

Record Date : 9/30/2010
Submission Date : 9/30/2010
First Name : George
Last Name : Smith
Group Affiliation : n/a
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Submission Content : Thank you for the public hearings, they were most informative.

107-1 | left the public comment meeting wondering how the alternatives came

to the way they are. To be frank, all of the alternatives seem to follow
patterns of no rhyme or reason, i.e. why would you build and operate
two subways that run parallel to one another, especially west of the 405
where the trains/tunnels come within a few miles of each other?

A train, to benefit Angelinos, needs to be built in a grid fashion, like
streets and most highways/freeways. "Destination” routes, i.e. trains that
go to popular (tourist) areas such as downtown Santa Monica with its
pier, beaches, bike paths and promenade or to touristy Westwood
village/UCLA mostly benefit tourists and regarding the latter, students;
people who do not have cars. Trains that serve these areas would have
little impact on getting people out of their cars and onto trains like in
many cities around the world and even a few in the U.S.A.

If trains only go to places where the greatest ridership can be attained,
what do you expect to happen when areas become less popular or
outright unpopular do to changes in the economy, urban blight/decay or
safety etc.? | need a transportation system that can get me to grand
ma's house, not just to a movie house.

Why can't you build a train that will serve the greatest need (first) such
as a train that would travel north from Westwood, running over the
wickedly congested 405 into the San Fernando valley and onward to the
Santa Clarita valley and eventually over the grapevine, terminating at a
bullet train station that would whisk passengers into central and northern
California, not a chance?

But | digress, | must be clear that | wholeheartedly support our troops,
but to extend the subway one-half of a mile west, at a cost of $400,000,
which is $200,000 more than was allocated by Measure "R," just to
serve a small, albeit important group of people, is an inappropriate
misuse of public funds.

| must vociferously object to all alternatives, including one and two; they
are too expensive, would take too long to build, would not serve the
greatest need for urban transportation and in a city, that still has few
synchronized traffic lights, left turn signals and dedicated bicycle lanes,
the money could be put to MUCH better use!

As for "modes, alignments & stations," | believe that trains should run in
a wide grid pattern across the L.A. basin and into surrounding valleys,
basins and other urban areas employing ABOVE GROUND light
rail/monorail and SUBSURFACE heavy rail.

There should be absolute minimal surface use by busses and trains
except in cases where there is a dedicated path, ROW or other area
where surface transport would have minimal negative impacts on all
concerned. At grade/surface trains create barriers in many cases, to the
free flow of existing traffic, including cars, busses, pedestrians and other
existing modes of surface transport.

Many accidents also result from impatient motorists trying to "beat the
wait" by speeding across tracks as a train approaches and/or a traffic
barrier lowers. Time and gas is wasted from idling automobiles/motorists
and road rage flares up when people have to wait for a train to go by.
You must also consider the time wasted by those waiting for a surface
train to pass, with the time saved by those using the train. By using
surface trains, you simply shift the waiting to those who do not use the
trains. In the "Transit Travel Time..." chart you proudly declare how

Westside Subway Extension
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Your comments about a grid system for the train, issues with operating trains at grade, and
your objections to all alternatives have been noted. Between 2007 and 2009, Metro
conducted an Alternatives Analysis (AA) Study for the Westside Corridor (please refer to
the Metro report entitled Los Angeles Westside Extension Transit Alternatives Analysis
Study, January 2009). The AA Study considered the need for transit improvements in the
corridor and evaluated various transit technologies and alignments. During Early Scoping
meetings, Metro presented the public with technology options that included Heavy Rail
Transit (HRT), Light Rail Transit (LRT), and Bus Rapid Transit (BRT). As a result of these
analyses, the Metro Board decided to carry five subway alternatives into the Draft EIS/EIR.
An underground alignment was recommended, as opposed to a surface alternative,
because it has fewer land use, traffic, visual, historic, and noise impacts than an elevated
alignment. The AA Study also identified HRT as the preferred mode for further study. The
HRT for the Westside Extension project would operate entirely below grade and, as such,
there would not be the conflicts and potential for accidents referred to in your comment.
Therefore, a chart showing waiting times for other modes of surface transportation as the
train passes is unnecessary since the system will be below grade there will not be any
waiting times.

With regard to the development of a grid system, it is the intent of the project to develop
such a grid system using various modes of transportation. The Westwood Extension would
serve as a backbone system traveling east/west along primarily along the Wilshire
Boulevard corridor. This "backbone" would be supplemented with an extensive network of
buses and shuttles that would provide the linkages from the subway stations to other
destinations that are not within walking distance of the subway. These linkages would
provide some of the grid pattern referred to in your comments by providing linkages from
the stations outward to other destinations.

The modeling efforts for the project indicate that both the Expo line and the subway are
needed to serve the demand for travel to and from the Westside. The Westside Extension
project does not only serve tourists: there is currently and will be in the future, tremendous
employment centers, as well as educational institutions, residences, entertainment and
other activities; all that can ultimately be served by the subway project.

March 2012
Page H-6.3-249



107-2

107-3

107-4

107-5

107-6

107-7

107-8

Westside Subway Extension

many days and/or years are saved by your rail projects, but see no
indication about how much time other surface modes of transport waste
by waiting for surface trains to pass, I'd like to see that chart too.

As for the optional stations, | would hold off on building one at
Wilshire/Crenshaw until it is clear that there is funding for and actual
building of a rail extension from the Expo line's Expo/Crenshaw station
to the Purple line (at Crenshaw and Wilshire).

The station in Century City needs to be at Constellation/Avenue of the
Stars, NOT IN THE "BACK" of Century City, at Santa Monica Blvd.

The station in Westwood needs to be under Wilshire, not off to one side
in a parking lot where it makes pedestrian traffic to and from Wilshire
inefficient. However, a better "alternative" if | may be so bold to suggest,
would be to go from Constellation/Avenue of the Stars N/W, to
Wilshire/Le Conte Ave. which would eliminate the need for shuttles to be
used to get students from the proposed Wilshire/Westwood station to the
main campus of U.C.L.A. A Wilshire/Le Conte Ave. station would act as
a "gateway" to both U.C.L.A. and Westwood Village. You have to make
people want to use the train and shuttles (and waiting for them) do just
the opposite; get people to where they want/need to go, “close” in some
cases, is not good enough.

Forget about the (parallel) extension from either Westwood/U.C.L.A. or
the VA, to fourth street in Santa Monica, that would be comparable to
constructing the 118 just a few miles from the 101, ridiculous, a waste of
money and did | say ridiculous? If you are going to construct a parallel
railway, use the ROW/median of Venice Blvd. so that another popular
(and world famous) area, Venice/Venice Beach and Marina Del Rey can
get some gridlock relief and some additional (tourist) business; why does
Santa Monica get two trains? If you insist on building the Purple Line
extension into Santa Monica, you ought to connect it to the Expo Line
and make a loop.

| think the stations need parking and at least 3/4 free parking for those
who wish to commute, otherwise people are going to have to find street
parking in the neighborhoods around the stations and the residents will
want permit parking to prevent train riders from parking on their front
lawn.

Please provide public bathrooms, they are a necessity for the public,
especially if they are not provided onboard the trains.

As an avid biker with an expensive component bicycle, as many of them
are nowadays, | would greatly appreciate bicycle LOCKERS. Bicycle
racks do not keep component bikes safe, they only protect a bike's
frame and most of component bike's components (parts) pop off easily
with the flip of a lever or twist of collar etc. | do not want to park my
bicycle for a few hours only to come back to just a frame; bike lockers
may cost a little more, but they keep a bicycle safe from thieves looking
for easily removable, expensive components.

Thank you.
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Your comment on the Wilshire/Crenshaw Station has been noted. In October 2010, the
Metro Board of Directors identified Alternative 2 (Westwood/VA Extension) as the Locally
Preferred Alternative (LPA). A Wilshire/Crenshaw Station was not included in the LPA.

The Wilshire/Crenshaw Station would be located in the Park Mile section of Wilshire
Boulevard, adjacent to lower density land uses that are not planned for future growth in the
adopted Community Plan and Park Mile Specific Plan. This site is only 0.5 mile from the
existing Wilshire/Western Station and does not serve a major north south intersection, as
Crenshaw Boulevard terminates at Wilshire Boulevard and does not extend to the north.
Because this is a comparatively lower ridership station with a cost of $153 million,
eliminating this station from the LPA improves the cost-effectiveness of Alternative 2.
Furthermore, future connections from the Westside subway stations along Wilshire
Boulevard to the planned Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail Transit project to the south have been
recommended to take place at La Brea, La Cienega, or San Vicente rather than at
Wilshire/Crenshaw.

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/Crenshaw Station 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.

107-3

Your comment in support of the Century City Constellation Station 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). As part of the LPA selection,
the Metro Board of Directors decided to continue to study both station location options in
Century City (Santa Monica Boulevard and Constellation Boulevard) to address concerns
raised by the community regarding locating a station directly on a seismic fault and the
safety of tunneling under homes and schools.

In response to the Metro Board of Director’s request for more information, further analysis
was undertaken to focus on the engineering and environmental aspects of the two options
during the preparation of the Final EIS/EIR to expand on the studies conducted in
preparation of the Draft EIS/EIR. It should be noted that prior to conducting the comparative
study, the Santa Monica Boulevard Station location was shifted slightly to the east from the
location in the Draft EIS/EIR to avoid the Santa Monica Fault zone.

The geotechnical studies conducted during preparation of the Final EIS/EIR concluded that
tunneling can be safely carried out beneath the Beverly Hills High School campus and the
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West Beverly Hills, Century City, and Westwood neighborhoods. However, these studies
also determined that the Century City Santa Monica Station would cross the West Beverly
Hills Lineament, a northern extension of the active Newport-Inglewood Fault, which poses a
significant safety risk to passengers at this station location. No evidence of faulting was
found at the proposed Century City Constellation Station site.

In addition, the Century City Constellation Boulevard Station has the best pedestrian
environment, can be expected to attract the most transit riders, and is centrally located to
help shape the redevelopment of Century City as an important transit-oriented destination
on the Westside Subway Extension. Further refinements to the ridership analysis
concluded that the Century City Constellation Station would result in 3,350 more boardings
along new Westside Subway Extension stations than the Century City Santa Monica
Station due to proximity to jobs and residences within the critical 600-foot and 1/4-mile
walksheds.

Based on all of these factors, the Century City Station Location Report concluded by
recommending that the Century City Station be located along Constellation Boulevard due
to seismic safety concerns at the Santa Monica Boulevard Station and higher ridership
projections with Constellation Boulevard Station.

Please refer to Section 8.8.2 and 8.8.3 of the Final EIS/EIR for more detailed responses to
concerns related to the Century City Station. Refer to Section 7.3 of the Final EIS/EIR and
the Westside Subway Extension Century City Station Location Report for a comparison of
the two Century City Station locations. The results of further geotechnical investigations in
the Century City vicinity can be found in the Westside Subway Extension Century City Area
Fault Investigation Report and the Westside Subway Extension Century City Area
Tunneling Safety Report. The results of further ridership studies can be found in the
Westside Subway Extension Technical Report Summarizing the Results of the Forecasted
Alternatives and the Westside Subway Extension Century City TOD and Walk Access
Study. All reports are available on the Metro Westside Subway Extension Project website:
www.metro.net/projects/westside/westside-reports.

107-4

Your comment regarding connections to the UCLA Campus from the Westwood/UCLA
Station has been noted. Connections to the UCLA Campus were an important
consideration in evaluating the Westwood/UCLA Station.

During public scoping, the public was presented with several station options for
Westwood/UCLA. Six station location options were developed in response to scoping
comments, including two locations along Le Conte Avenue closer to the UCLA campus.
These station options were evaluated based on a number of engineering and
environmental criteria. Based on the results of this screening, the two Le Conte Stations
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were eliminated from further consideration for two primary reasons. First, they would have
required tunnel alignments to travel under the Veterans National Cemetery in order to allow
the subway to continue west. In addition, the narrow streets in Westwood Village and the
additional distance from Wilshire Boulevard made these locations ill-suited for station
construction and associated impacts, including the location of sufficient land for
construction staging and earth removal and the identification of haul routes. Station
locations closer to or under Wilshire Boulevard will serve Westwood Village as well as the
high-rise office buildings along Wilshire Boulevard and the multi-family residential buildings
in that vicinity.

The Westwood area already serves as a major transportation hub for buses, shuttles,
pedestrians, and bicyclists. Westwood Village is a pedestrian friendly area with wide,
continuous sidewalks and many shops and restaurants. Bicycle lanes along Wilshire
Boulevard and Westwood Boulevard have been identified for implementation in the next
five years in the adopted City of Los Angeles 2010 Bicycle Plan. In addition, Le Conte
Avenue and Veteran Avenue have been identified for longer term implementation.

Significant bus service already exists in the Westwood Village area provided by Metro,
Santa Monica Big Blue Bus, Culver City Municipal Bus Lines, UCLA Transit, and others.
These services provide connections between Wilshire Boulevard and the UCLA campus.
The bus stop for the UCLA Campus Express is currently located on the south side of
Kinross Avenue between Veteran and Gayley Avenues, which is easily accessible from the
station entrance at the corner of Wilshire Boulevard and Gayley Avenue for either the Off-
Street or On-Street Station.

Of the two Westwood/UCLA Stations under consideration in the Final EIS/EIR, the
recommendation is to locate the Westwood/UCLA Station On-Street as this location could
accommodate an entrance at the Wilshire Boulevard and Westwood Boulevard
intersection, providing better pedestrian access to Westwood Village and connections
along Westwood Boulevard, including bus connections to the UCLA Campus.

Please refer to Section 8.8.6 of the Final EIS/EIR for more detailed responses to concerns
related to the Westwood/UCLA 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/UCLA 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 Entrance
Location Report and Recommendations provides a comparison of the potential entrance
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locations at Westwood Boulevard, Gayley Avenue and Veteran Avenue for both the On-
Street and Off-Street Stations and the Westside Subway Extension Station Circulation
Report provides a comprehensive station access circulation study. All reports are available
on the Metro Westside Subway Extension Project website:
www.metro.net/projects/westside/westside-reports.

107-5

Your comment regarding the extension to Santa Monica has been noted. The Metro Board
approved LPA would extend the subway to the Westwood/VA Hospital Station and would
not extend into Santa Monica. However, 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.

107-6

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.Your
comment about neighborhood spillover parking has been noted. Section 3.6 of this Final
EIS/EIR estimates the demand for parking at the stations and determines whether
surrounding neighborhoods would experience any spillover parking impacts due to subway
riders looking for free, unrestricted parking. This analysis concluded that all stations, with
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the exception of the Wilshire/Rodeo and Century City (both Constellation and Santa
Monica) Stations, are aniticpated to result in some parking spillover impacts within one-half
mile of the stations without mitigation in place. To reduce these spillover parking impacts,
the following mitigation measures will be implemented at all stations where an impact was
identified:

* T-2—Parking Monitoring and Community Outreach
* T-3—Residential Permit Parking Districts
« T-4—Consideration of Shared Parking Program

As a means of potentially using off-street parking in the vicinity of stations, Metro will
consider developing a shared parking program with operators of off-street parking facilities
to accommodate the Project’s parking demand, thereby allowing subway riders to use
excess capacity in these facilities. The revised off-street parking analysis conducted for this
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. 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. 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, 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.

With implementation of the mitigation measures, spillover parking is not anticipated to be
an adverse effect to neighborhoods surrounding the stations.

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.

107-7

Your comment regarding public bathroom facilities in stations has been noted. Public
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bathrooms are not proposed as part of the project.

107-8

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

* 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
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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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Your preference for the TSM Alternative 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). Alternative 2 was selected as the LPA because the analysis in
the Draft EIS/EIR demonstrated that the Build Alternatives would be more effective than the
TSM Alternative in terms of enhancing mobility, serving development opportunities, and
addressing other aspects of the Purpose and Need for the Project. Please refer to Chapter
7 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Section 2.5 of the Final EIS/EIR for information on this analysis.

Furthermore, the Project would not eliminate bus service along Wilshire Boulevard but
rather would supplement it with rail. As explained in Chapter 2, Metro Local, Limited, Rapid,
and Express bus service along Wilshire Boulevard will continue to operate in conjunction
with the rail system, if approved and implemented. The Wilshire Boulevard Bus Rapid
Transit project is also assumed to be in place. Maintenance of local bus service levels is an
important component of the transit system serving the Westside Corridor. With the
extension the Purple Line subway service to the Westwood/VA Hospital Station, it is
estimated that one-third of demand would involve local bus access. Metro continues to
seek to improve the region's transit needs and continually evaluates various transit
corridors to achieve a more interconnected transportation system. To help guide design of
subway stations, potential enhanced local bus service at stations was assessed and is
discussed in Chapter 3 of the Final EIS/EIR.

The Project will be funded primarily through a combination of Measure R local funds and
Federal New Starts funds, with some other local, State, and Federal funds. Metro will
continue to use a combination of local, State, and Federal funding sources to operate and
maintain the system. In addition to these funding sources, Metro relies on fare revenues to
fund about one-third of its operating costs. Bus operating funds will not be used to construct
the Project, and no fare increases or service reductions are proposed to cover the Project's
costs. The selection of the TSM Alternative would not have resulted in lower

fares.The Metro Board of Directors establishes fares. Currently, the Base Fare for each
boarding is $1.50 and the Metro Day Pass is $5.00. A transfer is the same as the Base
Fare - $1.50.

Furthermore, 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. Transit service is meant to serve where the
demand is greatest, and these areas are often within neighborhoods that have
Environmental Justice (EJ) populations and communities of concern. Four of the seven
stations are located in, or adjacent to the Environmental Justice populations identified in
Section 4.2.6 of the Final EIS/EIR. Therefore, people living in EJ populations will have the
same opportunity to access the transit and mobility improvements provided by the subway.

The increased connectivity would also reduce the number of transfers which would have a
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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. The transit
benefits associated with the LPA are further detailed in Section 3.4 of the Final EIS/EIR.
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Your preference for the TSM Alternative 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). Alternative 2 was selected as the LPA because the analysis in
the Draft EIS/EIR demonstrated that the Build Alternatives would be more effective than the
TSM Alternative in terms of enhancing mobility, serving development opportunities, and
addressing other aspects of the Purpose and Need for the Project. Please refer to Chapter
7 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Section 2.5 of the Final EIS/EIR for information on this analysis.

Furthermore, the Project would not eliminate bus service along Wilshire Boulevard but
rather would supplement it with rail. As explained in Chapter 2, Metro Local, Limited, Rapid,
and Express bus service along Wilshire Boulevard will continue to operate in conjunction
with the rail system, if approved and implemented. The Wilshire Boulevard Bus Rapid
Transit project is also assumed to be in place. Maintenance of local bus service levels is an
important component of the transit system serving the Westside Corridor. With the
extension the Purple Line subway service to the Westwood/VA Hospital Station, it is
estimated that one-third of demand would involve local bus access. Metro continues to
seek to improve the region's transit needs and continually evaluates various transit
corridors to achieve a more interconnected transportation system. To help guide design of
subway stations, potential enhanced local bus service at stations was assessed and is
discussed in Chapter 3 of the Final EIS/EIR.

The Project will be funded primarily through a combination of Measure R local funds and
Federal New Starts funds, with some other local, State, and Federal funds. Metro will
continue to use a combination of local, State, and Federal funding sources to operate and
maintain the system. In addition to these funding sources, Metro relies on fare revenues to
fund about one-third of its operating costs. Bus operating funds will not be used to construct
the Project, and no fare increases or service reductions are proposed to cover the Project's
costs. The selection of the TSM Alternative would not have resulted in lower

fares.The Metro Board of Directors establishes fares. Currently, the Base Fare for each
boarding is $1.50 and the Metro Day Pass is $5.00. A transfer is the same as the Base

Fare - $1.50.

Furthermore, 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. Transit service is meant to serve where the
demand is greatest, and these areas are often within neighborhoods that have
Environmental Justice (EJ) populations and communities of concern. Four of the seven
stations are located in, or adjacent to the Environmental Justice populations identified in
Section 4.2.6 of the Final EIS/EIR. Therefore, people living in EJ populations will have the
same opportunity to access the transit and mobility improvements provided by the subway.

The increased connectivity would also reduce the number of transfers which would have a
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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. The transit
benefits associated with the LPA are further detailed in Section 3.4 of the Final EIS/EIR.
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Submission Content : | am glad to see that Metro is planning on extending the Purple Line
further west as far as Measure R allows. | have the following comments

based on the options in the DEIR:

525-1 1 - | fully support the elimination of the Crenshaw/Wilshire station as the

density in the neighborhood is not there supportive of a subway station.
A future examination of providing extra bus service on the Rapid 710 to
connect the neighborhoods south of Crenshaw to the existing
Wilshire/Western station should be examined. Right now, there is only
service on the 710 six days a week. On Sundays, it takes somebody 2
transfers coming from downtown to get to the Crenshaw Corridor south
of Wilshire. Let's add Rapid 710 service on Sunday to augment the lack
of a station at this intersection.

525-2 2 - Move Wilshire/Fairfax station east for better connectivity to LACMA

and the intersection of Wilshire/Fairfax.

525-3 3 - Eliminate consideration of the Pink Line connection at Wilshire/La

Cienega, and therefore, move the La Cienega station more east for
better connectivity to businesses. Once the Crenshaw corridor light rail
project is completed, consider running the future Crenshaw line north of
Expo via San Vicente to Fairfax and north on Fairfax to connect with
Hollywood/Highland via Santa Monica boulevard. This would replace the
Pink Line plan, but also get another crucial area in LA County, in this
case West Hollywood, rail connectivity.

525-4 4 - Route the subway between Beverly Hills to Century via Century

North or South paths and put the Century City station in the middle,
which is Avenue of the Stars and Constellation. The center of the district
is Avenue of the Stars and Constellation, not Avenue of the Stars and
Santa Monica blvd. There is no development opportunities north of
Santa Monica blvd, thus a wasted station opportunity. Build it right.
Additionally, if we don't build it correctly because we choose not to
construct under homes/schools/businesess under Beverly Hills, then
that's setting a bad precedent for future development. It's unfair that
Metro lines were built under homes/businesses in Westlake, Koreatown,
Hollywood, and downtown LA, but not Beverly Hills.

525-5 5 - Have the Westwood station at the intersection of Wilshire/Westwood.

Ensure two portals are open the first day; one on the south of
Wilshire/Westwood and another to the north of the intersection.
Westwood Village is only a block away, thus the station should not be
built any further north into Westwood village.

525-6 In conclusion, | consider Alternative # 1 to be the superior choice. | have

a strong concern about the termination in Alternative # 2. | think the VA
is a horrible choice of a planned terminus. Wilshire boulevard is a 10
lane highway in this area, there is no public development allowed in the
VA, and the pedestrian/bus connections to VA land is non-existent. If
you want to go further west on the Purple Line, please add a portal to
Wilshire/Federal or Wilshire/Barrington. Then, the VA station would be
okay. Otherwise, if we cannot connect to Brentwood or even just 50 feet
from Brentwood (close to Wilshire/Federal as possible while still abiding
by the Westwood Measure R clause), then it's okay. | see the VA station
as being wasteful, unless we can provide some pedestrian connection to
Wilshire/Federal.

| look forward to riding the Purple Line as soon as possible! Thanks for
your effort in bringing high-speed public transportation to the Westside!!!
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Your comment on the Wilshire/Crenshaw Station has been noted. In October 2010, the

Metro Board of Directors identified Alternative 2 (Westwood/VA Extension) as the Locally
Preferred Alternative (LPA). A Wilshire/Crenshaw Station was not included in the LPA.

The Wilshire/Crenshaw Station would be located in the Park Mile section of Wilshire
Boulevard, adjacent to lower density land uses that are not planned for future growth in the
adopted Community Plan and Park Mile Specific Plan. This site is only 0.5 mile from the
existing Wilshire/Western Station and does not serve a major north south intersection, as
Crenshaw Boulevard terminates at Wilshire Boulevard and does not extend to the north.
Because this is a comparatively lower ridership station with a cost of $153 million,
eliminating this station from the LPA improves the cost-effectiveness of Alternative 2.
Furthermore, future connections from the Westside subway stations along Wilshire
Boulevard to the planned Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail Transit project to the south have been
recommended to take place at La Brea, La Cienega, or San Vicente rather than at
Wilshire/Crenshaw.

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
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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: Metro will continue to assess bus-rail interface. As a
result of further study Metro, working with affected jurisdictions, will relocate bus stops at
some LPA stations to minimize the number of streets riders must cross to transfer
between the LPA and interfacing bus lines.

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/Crenshaw Station following Draft EIS/EIR scoping in response to community
comments and engineering requirements. 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 the bus network. All reports are available on the Metro Westside
Subway Extension Project website: www.metro.net/projects/westside/westside-reports.

5252
Your comment supporting the East location for the Wilshire/Fairfax Station has been noted.
On October 28, 2010, the Metro Board of Directors identified Alternative 2 (Westwood/VA
Hospital Extension) as the Locally Preferred Alternative, which includes the Wilshire/Fairfax
East Station location due to stronger community support and better access and land
integration opportunities, including proximity to Museum Row.

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/Fairfax Station 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.

525-3

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

Your comment on future transit connections to the Crenshaw/LAX Line has been noted. In
November 2009, the Metro Board voted to approve the Locally Preferred Alternative (LPA)
for the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor. The Crenshaw/LAX LPA includes an 8.5-mile light-
rail line that would connect the Metro Green Line and the Expo Line along Crenshaw
Boulevard. The Crenshaw/LAX LPA would not connect the line to Wilshire

Boulevard.

A potential connection to Wilshire Boulevard was studied in a May 2009 Metro feasibility
report. Although beyond the available project funding, this report determined that a
connection at Wilshire/La Brea instead of Wilshire/Crenshaw would be more cost-effective
and more compatible with existing land uses. Please refer to the Crenshaw Transit Corridor
Project: Final Feasibility Study - Wilshire/La Brea Light Rail Transit Extension, available on
the Crenshaw Transit Corridor Project page on the Metro website.

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.

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 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.

525-4

Your comment in support of the Century City Constellation Station and the Constellation
South or North alignment 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). As part of the LPA selection, the Metro Board of Directors
decided to continue to study both station location options in Century City (Santa Monica
Boulevard and Constellation Boulevard) to address concerns raised by the community
regarding locating a station directly on a seismic fault and the safety of tunneling under
homes and schools. The Metro Board of Directors also decided to not include the
Constellation South alignment between the Wilshire/Rodeo and Century City Stations as
part of the LPA, but to continue to study the Constellation North and the Santa Monica
Boulevard alignments. The Constellation South alignment passed beneath more residential
properties than the Constellation North or Santa Monica Boulevard alignments.
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In response to the Metro Board of Director’s request for more information, further analysis
was undertaken to focus on the engineering and environmental aspects of the two options
during the preparation of the Final EIS/EIR to expand on the studies conducted in
preparation of the Draft EIS/EIR. It should be noted that prior to conducting the comparative
study, the Santa Monica Boulevard Station location was shifted slightly to the east from the
location in the Draft EIS/EIR to avoid the Santa Monica Fault zone.

The geotechnical studies conducted during preparation of the Final EIS/EIR concluded that
tunneling can be safely carried out beneath the Beverly Hills High School campus and the
West Beverly Hills, Century City, and Westwood neighborhoods. However, these studies
also determined that the Century City Santa Monica Station would cross the West Beverly
Hills Lineament, a northern extension of the active Newport-Inglewood Fault, which poses a
significant safety risk to passengers at this station location. No evidence of faulting was
found at the proposed Century City Constellation Station site.

In addition, the Century City Constellation Boulevard Station has the best pedestrian
environment, can be expected to attract the most transit riders, and is centrally located to
help shape the redevelopment of Century City as an important transit-oriented destination
on the Westside Subway Extension. Further refinements to the ridership analysis
concluded that the Century City Constellation Station would result in 3,350 more boardings
along new Westside Subway Extension stations than the Century City Santa Monica
Station due to proximity to jobs and residences within the critical 600-foot and 1/4-mile
walksheds.

Based on all of these factors, the Century City Station Location Report concluded by
recommending that the Century City Station be located along Constellation Boulevard due
to seismic safety concerns at the Santa Monica Boulevard Station and higher ridership
projections with Constellation Boulevard Station.

Please refer to Section 8.8.2 and 8.8.3 of the Final EIS/EIR for more detailed responses to
concerns related to the Century City Station. Refer to Section 7.3 of the Final EIS/EIR and
the Westside Subway Extension Century City Station Location Report for a comparison of
the two Century City Station locations. The results of further geotechnical investigations in
the Century City vicinity can be found in the Westside Subway Extension Century City Area
Fault Investigation Report and the Westside Subway Extension Century City Area
Tunneling Safety Report. The results of further ridership studies can be found in the
Westside Subway Extension Technical Report Summarizing the Results of the Forecasted
Alternatives and the Westside Subway Extension Century City TOD and Walk Access
Study. All reports are available on the Metro Westside Subway Extension Project website:
www.metro.net/projects/westside/westside-reports.
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Your preference for the On-Street location of the Westwood/ UCLA Station 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). As part of the LPA selection,
the Metro Board decided to continue to study both Westwood/UCLA station location options
(On-Street and Off-Street). The Westwood/UCLA Station would have two portals due to
high ridership projections at this station.

A comparative study of the two proposed Westwood/UCLA station locations, including
engineering, costs, urban design, and environmental impact considerations, was conducted
during the Final EIS/EIR phase to expand on the studies conducted in preparation of the
Draft EIS/EIR.

The Off-Street Station and tunnels would need to be deeper than the On-Street Station to
clear the underside of foundations for a future hotel on Gayley Avenue, which makes the
station and tunnels riskier and more expensive to construct, and requires more time for
transit riders to travel between the platform and the station entrance. Additionally, the
Westwood/UCLA Off-Street Station location would require approximately 13 additional
permanent underground easements.

The On-Street Station location would provide at least one of entrance at the corner of
Wilshire and Westwood Boulevards. This entrance location would provide better access to
bus connections along Westwood Boulevard and would be closer to the major office
buildings and Westwood Village than the entrances for the Off-Street Station. Furthermore,
one of the station entrance options for the On-Street Station is a split entrance between the
north and south sides of Wilshire Boulevard, providing access to both sides of busy
Wilshire Boulevard. However, the Westwood/UCLA On-Street Station option is also
expected to have greater traffic impacts during construction due to in-street construction
along Wilshire Boulevard.

Based on these factors, the recommendation is to locate the Westwood/UCLA Station On-
Street as this location could accommodate an entrance at the Wilshire Boulevard and
Westwood Boulevard intersection, providing better pedestrian access to Westwood Village
and connections along Westwood Boulevard.

Please refer to Section 8.8.6 of the Final EIS/EIR for more detailed responses to concerns
related to the Westwood/UCLA 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/UCLA 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
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the Westwood/VA Hospital Station Locations Report for a comparison of the two
Westwood/UCLA locations. In addition, the Westside Subway Extension Station Entrance
Location Report and Recommendations provides a comparison of the potential entrance
locations at Westwood Boulevard, Gayley Avenue and Veteran Avenue for both the On-
Street and Off-Street Stations. All reports are available on the Metro Westside Subway
Extension Project website: www.metro.net/projects/westside/westside-reports.

525-6

Your support for Alternative 1 (Westwood/UCLA Extension) and preference for a

modified Westwood/VA Hospital Station location has 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, and between them, Alternative 2 provides higher ridership and
better cost effectiveness. Additionally, Alternative 2 serves the VA Hospital and other
communities west of the 1-405 more effectively.

During the Draft EIS/EIR scoping, the public suggested that an additional station should be
provided west of -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 1-405 more
effectively. In response, five proposed stations west of 1-405 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
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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,
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.

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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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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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.
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First Name: A J
Last Name: Soriano

Email: soriano88@yahoo.com
Phone:
URL:
31-1 Alternative 2 should end at Barrington, not the VA. Barrington is the center of a

very high density neighborhood (West LA) filled with offices, retail, and
residences (mostly apartments). The VA station merely serves one major building
- a hospital. This station will be underutilized and its expense is not justified
at all. Just go 1/2 mile further west and give easy subway access to thousands of
people that will likely use the line Every Single Day, instead of once in a while
to go to a hospital.

31-2 Century City station has to be at Constellation. Santa Moncia doesn't make sense,
as it is on the border of Century City, close to single family mansions.

31—3| No Crenshaw station is needed.

31—4| Build it as fast as possible!!
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Your preference for a modified Westwood/VA Hospital Station location and concerns about
station accessibility has been noted.

During the Draft EIS/EIR scoping, the public suggested that an additional station should be
provided west of 1-405 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 1-405 more
effectively. In response, five proposed stations west of 1-405 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,
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
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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.

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
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(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/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.

31-2

Your comment in support of the Century City Constellation Station 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). As part of the LPA selection,
the Metro Board of Directors decided to continue to study both station location options in
Century City (Santa Monica Boulevard and Constellation Boulevard) to address concerns
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raised by the community regarding locating a station directly on a seismic fault and the
safety of tunneling under homes and schools.

In response to the Metro Board of Director’s request for more information, further analysis
was undertaken to focus on the engineering and environmental aspects of the two options
during the preparation of the Final EIS/EIR to expand on the studies conducted in
preparation of the Draft EIS/EIR. It should be noted that prior to conducting the comparative
study, the Santa Monica Boulevard Station location was shifted slightly to the east from the
location in the Draft EIS/EIR to avoid the Santa Monica Fault zone.

The geotechnical studies conducted during preparation of the Final EIS/EIR concluded that
tunneling can be safely carried out beneath the Beverly Hills High School campus and the
West Beverly Hills, Century City, and Westwood neighborhoods. However, these studies
also determined that the Century City Santa Monica Station would cross the West Beverly
Hills Lineament, a northern extension of the active Newport-Inglewood Fault, which poses a
significant safety risk to passengers at this station location. No evidence of faulting was
found at the proposed Century City Constellation Station site.

In addition, the Century City Constellation Boulevard Station has the best pedestrian
environment, can be expected to attract the most transit riders, and is centrally located to
help shape the redevelopment of Century City as an important transit-oriented destination
on the Westside Subway Extension. Further refinements to the ridership analysis
concluded that the Century City Constellation Station would result in 3,350 more boardings
along new Westside Subway Extension stations than the Century City Santa Monica
Station due to proximity to jobs and residences within the critical 600-foot and 1/4-mile
walksheds.

Based on all of these factors, the Century City Station Location Report concluded by
recommending that the Century City Station be located along Constellation Boulevard due
to seismic safety concerns at the Santa Monica Boulevard Station and higher ridership
projections with Constellation Boulevard Station.

Please refer to Section 8.8.2 and 8.8.3 of the Final EIS/EIR for more detailed responses to
concerns related to the Century City Station. Refer to Section 7.3 of the Final EIS/EIR and
the Westside Subway Extension Century City Station Location Report for a comparison of
the two Century City Station locations. The results of further geotechnical investigations in
the Century City vicinity can be found in the Westside Subway Extension Century City Area
Fault Investigation Report and the Westside Subway Extension Century City Area
Tunneling Safety Report. The results of further ridership studies can be found in the
Westside Subway Extension Technical Report Summarizing the Results of the Forecasted
Alternatives and the Westside Subway Extension Century City TOD and Walk Access
Study. All reports are available on the Metro Westside Subway Extension Project website:
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www.metro.net/projects/westside/westside-reports.

31-3

Your comment on the Wilshire/Crenshaw Station has been noted. In October 2010, the
Metro Board of Directors identified Alternative 2 (Westwood/VA Extension) as the Locally
Preferred Alternative (LPA). A Wilshire/Crenshaw Station was not included in the LPA.

The Wilshire/Crenshaw Station would be located in the Park Mile section of Wilshire
Boulevard, adjacent to lower density land uses that are not planned for future growth in the
adopted Community Plan and Park Mile Specific Plan. This site is only 0.5 mile from the
existing Wilshire/Western Station and does not serve a major north south intersection, as
Crenshaw Boulevard terminates at Wilshire Boulevard and does not extend to the north.
Because this is a comparatively lower ridership station with a cost of $153 million,
eliminating this station from the LPA improves the cost-effectiveness of Alternative 2.
Furthermore, future connections from the Westside subway stations along Wilshire
Boulevard to the planned Crenshaw/LAX Light Rail Transit project to the south have been
recommended to take place at La Brea, La Cienega, or San Vicente rather than at
Wilshire/Crenshaw.

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/Crenshaw Station 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.

31-4

Your comment about the project schedule has been noted. In April 2010, the Metro Board
of Directors adopted the America Fast Forward 30/10 Initiative that directs that the
Westside Subway Extension Project to seek accelerated federal funding to deliver the
Project in a single phase to Westwood. Based on this accelerated funding schedule, the
parallel construction of portions of the alignment and stations would allow the entire LPA to
be open and operational to the Westwood/VA Hospital Station in 2022 as a single phase.

In the event that accelerated federal funding cannot be secured, the LPA would be
constructed in three sequential phases in accordance with the Metro Long Range
Transportation Plan. The first phase to the Wilshire/La Cienega Station would open in
2020, the second phase to the Century City Station would open in 2026, and the final
phase to the Westwood/VA Hospital Station would open in 2036.
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Please refer to Section 2.6.11 of the Final EIS/EIR for further information on the
construction schedule.
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Status :

Record Date :

Submission Date :

First Name :

Last Name :

Group Affiliation :
376-1 Submission Content :

Westside Subway Extension

Submission Summarized

10/12/2010

10/12/2010

Lillian

Soudani

Twentieth Century Fox Home Entertainment

I am in strong support of a station on Ave of the Stars and
Constellation!!!
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Your comment in support of the Century City Constellation Station 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). As part of the LPA selection,
the Metro Board of Directors decided to continue to study both station location options in
Century City (Santa Monica Boulevard and Constellation Boulevard) to address concerns
raised by the community regarding locating a station directly on a seismic fault and the
safety of tunneling under homes and schools.

In response to the Metro Board of Director’s request for more information, further analysis
was undertaken to focus on the engineering and environmental aspects of the two options
during the preparation of the Final EIS/EIR to expand on the studies conducted in
preparation of the Draft EIS/EIR. It should be noted that prior to conducting the comparative
study, the Santa Monica Boulevard Station location was shifted slightly to the east from the
location in the Draft EIS/EIR to avoid the Santa Monica Fault zone.

The geotechnical studies conducted during preparation of the Final EIS/EIR concluded that
tunneling can be safely carried out beneath the Beverly Hills High School campus and the
West Beverly Hills, Century City, and Westwood neighborhoods. However, these studies
also determined that the Century City Santa Monica Station would cross the West Beverly
Hills Lineament, a northern extension of the active Newport-Inglewood Fault, which poses a
significant safety risk to passengers at this station location. No evidence of faulting was
found at the proposed Century City Constellation Station site.

In addition, the Century City Constellation Boulevard Station has the best pedestrian
environment, can be expected to attract the most transit riders, and is centrally located to
help shape the redevelopment of Century City as an important transit-oriented destination
on the Westside Subway Extension. Further refinements to the ridership analysis
concluded that the Century City Constellation Station would result in 3,350 more boardings
along new Westside Subway Extension stations than the Century City Santa Monica
Station due to proximity to jobs and residences within the critical 600-foot and 1/4-mile
walksheds.

Based on all of these factors, the Century City Station Location Report concluded by
recommending that the Century City Station be located along Constellation Boulevard due
to seismic safety concerns at the Santa Monica Boulevard Station and higher ridership
projections with Constellation Boulevard Station.

Please refer to Section 8.8.2 and 8.8.3 of the Final EIS/EIR for more detailed responses to
concerns related to the Century City Station. Refer to Section 7.3 of the Final EIS/EIR and
the Westside Subway Extension Century City Station Location Report for a comparison of
the two Century City Station locations. The results of further geotechnical investigations in
the Century City vicinity can be found in the Westside Subway Extension Century City Area
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Fault Investigation Report and the Westside Subway Extension Century City Area
Tunneling Safety Report. The results of further ridership studies can be found in the
Westside Subway Extension Technical Report Summarizing the Results of the Forecasted
Alternatives and the Westside Subway Extension Century City TOD and Walk Access
Study. All reports are available on the Metro Westside Subway Extension Project website:
www.metro.net/projects/westside/westside-reports.
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Status :

Record Date :

Submission Date :

First Name :

Last Name :

Group Affiliation :
557-1 Submission Content :

Westside Subway Extension

Submission Summarized
10/18/2010

10/18/2010

Roslyn

Soudry

Comstock Hills Homeowners Assoc.

My husband and | strongly believe that Constellation Boulevard is the
best location for the Century City subway station. We are strongly
opposed to the proposed Santa Monica Boulevard site, which would be
extremely disruptive to our neighborhood and would mean worsening
traffic, years of construction, security problems, intolerable noise, and
untenable disruption to our neighborhood. It makes much more sense
for you to select the Constellation Boulevard location for the subway
station. It is the most logical choice and would be in the center of
commerce. We urge you in the strongest possible way to select the
Constellation Boulevard site, and NOT the Santa Monica Boulevard
location. Thank you for your kind consideration in this matter.

We also note that we have already been through enough disruption in
our lives due to the multiple years of construction on Santa Monica
Boulevard. Thank you.
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Your comment in support of the Century City Constellation Station and concerns about
traffic, security, noise, and construction impacts of the Century City Santa Monica Station
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). As part of
the LPA selection, the Metro Board of Directors decided to continue to study both station
location options in Century City (Santa Monica Boulevard and Constellation Boulevard) to
address concerns raised by the community regarding locating a station directly on a
seismic fault and the safety of tunneling under homes and schools. In addition, the Metro
Board of Directors decided to not include the West or Central alignments between Century
City and Westwood/UCLA as part of the LPA, but to continue to study the East alignment
because the East alignment is the most direct and least expensive route between the two
stations.

In response to the Metro Board of Director’s request for more information, further analysis
was undertaken to focus on the engineering and environmental aspects of the two options
during the preparation of the Final EIS/EIR to expand on the studies conducted in
preparation of the Draft EIS/EIR. It should be noted that prior to conducting the comparative
study, the Santa Monica Boulevard Station location was shifted slightly to the east from the
location in the Draft EIS/EIR to avoid the Santa Monica Fault zone.

On most transit tunnel projects, significant portions of the alignment are constructed
adjacent to or beneath buildings. The LPA passes beneath homes and schools in these
neighborhoods because the curve radius required for subway tunnels is much wider than
that required at a typical surface street intersection. The current alignment minimizes
tunneling under buildings to the east and west of both the Century City Stations.

The geotechnical studies conducted during preparation of the Final EIS/EIR concluded that
tunneling can be safely carried out beneath the Beverly Hills High School campus and the
West Beverly Hills, Century City, and Westwood neighborhoods. The use of state-of-the-art
pressurized closed-face TBMs for soft-ground tunneling has greatly improved the control of
ground movements such that tunneling can be done with minimal surface settlements. The
presence of the tunnels will neither affect the risk to buildings above them during an
earthquake nor change the severity of shaking. Finally, tunnels can be constructed and
operated safely in gassy grounds and oil wells do not pose an unmitigatible risk to
tunneling.

The additional detailed geotechnical studies also assessed soil conditions and determine
the potential for noise or vibration impacts on the surface along the refined alignments.
These studies concluded that the predicted vibration and noise levels are within the FTA
requirements and operation of the subway is not anticipated to have adverse impacts with
the implementation of mitigation, including areas where the tunnels pass beneath homes
and schools. During construction, low levels of noise and vibration may be experienced for
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a day or two as each of the two TBMs pass under a given location. In addition, as the
tunnels are driven, construction trains bring supplies to and from the tunnel heading.
However, these underground construction noises will also be controlled to be within Metro
criteria.

However, these geotechnical studies also determined that the Century City Santa Monica
Station would cross the West Beverly Hills Lineament, a northern extension of the active
Newport-Inglewood Fault, which poses a significant safety risk to passengers at this station
location. No evidence of faulting was found at the proposed Century City Constellation
Station site.

In addition, the Century City Constellation Boulevard Station has the best pedestrian
environment, can be expected to attract the most transit riders, and is centrally located to
help shape the redevelopment of Century City as an important transit-oriented destination
on the Westside Subway Extension. Further refinements to the ridership analysis
concluded that the Century City Constellation Station would result in 3,350 more boardings
along new Westside Subway Extension stations than the Century City Santa Monica
Station due to proximity to jobs and residences within the critical 600-foot and 1/4-mile
walksheds.

Based on all of these factors, the Century City Station Location Report concluded by
recommending that the Century City Station be located along Constellation Boulevard due
to seismic safety concerns at the Santa Monica Boulevard Station and higher ridership
projections with Constellation Boulevard Station.

Construction impacts of the Project will be temporary and limited in areas as construction
proceeds along the length of the Locally Preferred Alternative. Metro will coordinate with
affected residents and businesses prior to construction. A detailed survey of community
stakeholders and businesses will be conducted. A construction safety campaign will be
developed and community response protocols (notification of construction activities, hot
lines, etc.) will be produced. A public involvement plan will be developed prior to each
construction phase and will be tailored to the construction phase. Metro will maintain the
Project website, which will provide information to the public regarding construction
phasing. Metro will develop a program tailored for different locations and needs. The
program will involve signage and marketing to assistance to businesses, identification of
parking alternatives, and other measures.

Metro also considers the cumulative impact of multiple projects in the Study Area under
construction at the same time as the subway extension. Careful coordination will occur
with local jurisdictions to ensure that potential impacts from the simultaneous construction
of multiple projects are addressed and mitigated to the extent feasible.
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Traffic impacts associated with LPA construction include reduced roadway traffic lanes and
temporary street closures that could result in major traffic disruptions and bottlenecks.
These impacts are associated with contractor work and storage areas, stations, crossovers,
mining entry/exit locations, TBM operations and support activities, truck haul routes,
transportation of oversized construction materials, station entrances, station appendages,
grout injection, and drop holes for the LPA and are detailed in Section 3.8.2 of this Final
EIS/EIR.

Subway stations are built by excavating the site for the station box and then building the
station below ground. If the station is built under a street, it is covered over with concrete
decking during construction to allow traffic to continue to flow overhead. Traffic will be
disrupted at the beginning of station construction to allow for initial excavation and
installation of the concrete decking, and again at the end to remove the decking and
reconstruct the street. Section 3.8 details the traffic-control activities during station
construction and the duration of each activity.

Street closures will be coordinated with local jurisdictions and the maintenance of traffic
lanes during construction will follow local agency requirements and standards with respect
to minimum lane widths, the number of available travel lanes, and the duration of temporary
lane closures. Specific street closure locations will be identified in close coordination with
local agencies during the final design phase.

To minimize impacts to traffic circulation, the following mitigation measures will be
implemented during construction:

* TCON-1—Traffic Control Plans

* TCON-2—Designated Haul Routes

*« TCON-3—Emergency Vehicle Access

* TCON-4—Transportation Management Plan

* TCON-5—Coordination with Planned Roadway Improvements

T-CON-2, TCON-3, TCON-4, TCON-5 were added during this Final EIS/EIR phase based
on additional analysis of construction impacts on traffic circulation and concerns raised by
the public. With implementation of the mitigation, construction-related adverse effects on
traffic circulation will be reduced for adjacent commercial areas and residential
neighborhoods. Although the construction impacts on traffic circulation identified will be
temporary, impacts and/or residual impacts after mitigation will remain significant and
unavoidable during the construction period.

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
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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

* 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
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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.

Your concerns about congestion along Santa Monica Boulevard during operation have also
been noted. A comprehensive station access circulation study was conducted for all
stations, including the Century City Santa Monica Station, due to feedback from 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 station.

Metro Rail Design Criteria identifies auto access at stations as a lower priority than
pedestrian, bicycle, and bus access. By prioritizing the modes, the Design Criteria indicate
that it is more important to minimize trade-offs that will negatively affect pedestrian and
bicycle modes than to minimize trade-offs that will affect auto modes. However, using a
more managed approach to station access that balances all modes could help to minimize
the overall right-of-way needed because non-automobile modes (bus, pedestrian, and
bicycle) can transport more people in less space than will be required if the same number
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of people traveled via automobile. As described in Section 2.6 of this Final EIS/EIR, public
parking will not be provided at any stations.

Section 3.5 of this Final EIS/EIR includes an intersection-level traffic analysis to determine
whether the LPA will result in additional traffic congestion at the local level, including in the
vicinity of the Century City Santa Monica Station, due to passengers accessing the station.
This analysis concluded that the LPA, including the Century City Santa Monica Station, will
not negatively impact any analyzed Study Area intersections in the immediate vicinity of the
Century City Santa Monica Station.

Your comment on crime and security measures has been noted. Metro continues to work
through its Transit Services Bureau (TSB) with the local law enforcement agencies from the
jurisdictions that host the Metro system to reduce crime risk to its passengers, employees,
and communities at and near Metro properties. Crime information reported to Metro and
local law enforcement agencies are available through city and county law enforcement
agencies.

Operationally, the TSB and designated Metro staff are working to identify future resources
and other security requirements for the proposed stations along the subway extension. The
Metro TSB will evaluate their resources to identify appropriate staffing levels for the subway
extension as stations are designed, built, and opened for service. To determine the most
effective security design for stations and the extended system, a security assessment to
identify potential vulnerabilities will be performed. Typically, the assessment will be
developed based on crime report information from Metro, local law enforcement agencies,
and various other vulnerability information. These and other assessment findings will be
analyzed and used by Metro to develop the most effective security protection measures for
each station along the subway extension. Mitigation measure SS-6 in the Final EIS/EIR
states that Metro will incorporate security features, including lighting, communication
devices, closed circuit television, signs and other design features, and law enforcement
officers to reduce criminal activities. Refer to Section 4.12 of the Final EIS/EIR for a
detailed discussion of security at stations.

Please refer to Section 8.8.2 and 8.8.3 of the Final EIS/EIR for more detailed responses to
concerns related to the Century City Station and alignments and Section 8.8.4 of the Final
EIS/EIR for a more detailed response to geotechnical concerns. Refer to Section 7.3 of the
Final EIS/EIR and the Westside Subway Extension Century City Station Location Report for
a comparison of the two Century City Station locations. The results of further geotechnical
investigations in the Century City vicinity can be found in the Westside Subway Extension
Century City Area Fault Investigation Report and the Westside Subway Extension Century
City Area Tunneling Safety Report. The results of further ridership studies can be found in
the Westside Subway Extension Technical Report Summarizing the Results of the
Forecasted Alternatives and the Westside Subway Extension Century City TOD and Walk
Access Study. Refer to Section 4.15 of the Final EIS/EIR for more detailed information on
construction noise and vibration impacts. Refer to Section 3.8.2 of the Final EIS/EIR and
the Westside Subway Extension Construction Traffic Analysis Report for more information
on street closures and traffic congestion during construction and Section 3.5 of the Final
EIS/EIR for an analysis of congestion during operation. All reports are available on the
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Metro Westside Subway Extension Project website:
www.metro.net/projects/westside/westside-reports.
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Your preference for the TSM Alternative 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). Alternative 2 was selected as the LPA because the analysis in
the Draft EIS/EIR demonstrated that the Build Alternatives would be more effective than the
TSM Alternative in terms of enhancing mobility, serving development opportunities, and
addressing other aspects of the Purpose and Need for the Project. Please refer to Chapter
7 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Section 2.5 of the Final EIS/EIR for information on this analysis.

Furthermore, the Project would not eliminate bus service along Wilshire Boulevard but
rather would supplement it with rail. As explained in Chapter 2, Metro Local, Limited, Rapid,
and Express bus service along Wilshire Boulevard will continue to operate in conjunction
with the rail system, if approved and implemented. The Wilshire Boulevard Bus Rapid
Transit project is also assumed to be in place. Maintenance of local bus service levels is an
important component of the transit system serving the Westside Corridor. With the
extension the Purple Line subway service to the Westwood/VA Hospital Station, it is
estimated that one-third of demand would involve local bus access. Metro continues to
seek to improve the region's transit needs and continually evaluates various transit
corridors to achieve a more interconnected transportation system. To help guide design of
subway stations, potential enhanced local bus service at stations was assessed and is
discussed in Chapter 3 of the Final EIS/EIR.

The Project will be funded primarily through a combination of Measure R local funds and
Federal New Starts funds, with some other local, State, and Federal funds. Metro will
continue to use a combination of local, State, and Federal funding sources to operate and
maintain the system. In addition to these funding sources, Metro relies on fare revenues to
fund about one-third of its operating costs. Bus operating funds will not be used to construct
the Project, and no fare increases or service reductions are proposed to cover the Project's
costs. The selection of the TSM Alternative would not have resulted in lower

fares.The Metro Board of Directors establishes fares. Currently, the Base Fare for each
boarding is $1.50 and the Metro Day Pass is $5.00. A transfer is the same as the Base

Fare - $1.50.

Furthermore, 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. Transit service is meant to serve where the
demand is greatest, and these areas are often within neighborhoods that have
Environmental Justice (EJ) populations and communities of concern. Four of the seven
stations are located in, or adjacent to the Environmental Justice populations identified in
Section 4.2.6 of the Final EIS/EIR. Therefore, people living in EJ populations will have the
same opportunity to access the transit and mobility improvements provided by the subway.

The increased connectivity would also reduce the number of transfers which would have a
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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. The transit
benefits associated with the LPA are further detailed in Section 3.4 of the Final EIS/EIR.
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Caroline (Carol) Spencer
10316 Wilkins Avenue
Los Angeles, CA 90024
Phone: 310-785-0619
Email: cc neighborhood@earthlink.net

TO: David L. Mieger, AICP

Deputy Executive Officer, Westside Planning

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro)
One Gateway Plaza, Mailstop 99/22/5 Los Angeles, CA 90012
Phone: 213-922-3040

Email: miegerd@metro.net

October 14, 2010
Comment RE: Westside Subway Extension Draft EIS/EIR

I have attended many outreach meetings listening to the presentations and to the
comments and discussions of the attendees as well as conducting separate research.

I find the Constellation Blvd station location to be the overwhelming
preference of both myself and that of my neighbors for the following reasons:

o Constellation Blvd station will be located in the hub of the Century City
offices, condos, shops, hotels, and restaurants.

e The Constellation Blvd station will be within walking distance of
neighborhood residents to the south as well as the east, west and north
thereby serving additional passengers.

o The Constellation Blvd station is close to existing parking structures so that it
will service Bel Air, Holmby Hills, Westwood residents living long distances
from Metro busses. Park and Ride arrangements are feasible at this location.

o Traffic congestion before and during construction of the Constellation Blvd
station centered on Ave of the Stars will not impact major east/west traffic
routes thereby alleviating up to 7 years of traffic alerts.

o Per the Draft EIS/EIR the Constellation Blvd site will be feasible to construct,
as it does not lie on top of the Santa Monica Fault. (The alternate site on
Santa Monica Blvd at Avenue of the Stars lies directly on top of the Santa
Monica fault and “Metro analysis of seismic tests is not yet conclusive re;
feasibility of a station at this location”)

Together with the Constellation Blvd Station I find that the Cross Country aka
Central Route Segment to be the most favorable to the Off Street Station at
Westwood/UCLA for the following reasons:

e There should be less surface settlement due to expansive - clay like soils
found along the direct or east route.
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Your comment in support of the Century City Constellation Station 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). As part of the LPA selection,
the Metro Board of Directors decided to continue to study both station location options in
Century City (Santa Monica Boulevard and Constellation Boulevard) to address concerns
raised by the community regarding locating a station directly on a seismic fault and the
safety of tunneling under homes and schools.

In response to the Metro Board of Director’s request for more information, further analysis
was undertaken to focus on the engineering and environmental aspects of the two options
during the preparation of the Final EIS/EIR to expand on the studies conducted in
preparation of the Draft EIS/EIR. It should be noted that prior to conducting the comparative
study, the Santa Monica Boulevard Station location was shifted slightly to the east from the
location in the Draft EIS/EIR to avoid the Santa Monica Fault zone.

The geotechnical studies conducted during preparation of the Final EIS/EIR concluded that
tunneling can be safely carried out beneath the Beverly Hills High School campus and the
West Beverly Hills, Century City, and Westwood neighborhoods. However, these studies
also determined that the Century City Santa Monica Station would cross the West Beverly
Hills Lineament, a northern extension of the active Newport-Inglewood Fault, which poses a
significant safety risk to passengers at this station location. No evidence of faulting was
found at the proposed Century City Constellation Station site.

In addition, the Century City Constellation Boulevard Station has the best pedestrian
environment, can be expected to attract the most transit riders, and is centrally located to
help shape the redevelopment of Century City as an important transit-oriented destination
on the Westside Subway Extension. Further refinements to the ridership analysis
concluded that the Century City Constellation Station would result in 3,350 more boardings
along new Westside Subway Extension stations than the Century City Santa Monica
Station due to proximity to jobs and residences within the critical 600-foot and 1/4-mile
walksheds.

Based on all of these factors, the Century City Station Location Report concluded by
recommending that the Century City Station be located along Constellation Boulevard due
to seismic safety concerns at the Santa Monica Boulevard Station and higher ridership
projections with Constellation Boulevard Station.

Please refer to Section 8.8.2 and 8.8.3 of the Final EIS/EIR for more detailed responses to
concerns related to the Century City Station. Refer to Section 7.3 of the Final EIS/EIR and
the Westside Subway Extension Century City Station Location Report for a comparison of
the two Century City Station locations. The results of further geotechnical investigations in
the Century City vicinity can be found in the Westside Subway Extension Century City Area
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Fault Investigation Report and the Westside Subway Extension Century City Area
Tunneling Safety Report. The results of further ridership studies can be found in the
Westside Subway Extension Technical Report Summarizing the Results of the Forecasted
Alternatives and the Westside Subway Extension Century City TOD and Walk Access
Study. All reports are available on the Metro Westside Subway Extension Project website:
www.metro.net/projects/westside/westside-reports.

541-2

Your comment in support of the Central alignment between the Century City and
Westwood/UCLA Off-Street Stations has been noted. The East Alignment was approved by
the Metro Board to be carried forward as part of the Locally Preferred Alternative (LPA),
and the Central and West Alignments were removed from further consideration as part of
the LPA. The West Alignment is significantly longer than the other two, and would increase
travel time between Century City and Westwood by more than two minutes. This, in turn,
would lead to somewhat lower ridership and user benefits, and to fewer air quality and
energy conservation benefits. The West Alignment Option would also increase capital costs
by $122 to $142 million in comparison to the East Alignment Option. Between the Central
and East Alignment Options, both have similar performance characteristics and costs. The
East Alignment, however, passes under fewer private properties. Therefore, it was selected
to be carried forward in the LPA into the Final EIS/EIR.

As part of the LPA selection, the Metro Board of Directors also requested that Metro staff
fully explore the risks associated with tunneling in the West Beverly Hills to Westwood area.
Safety, both during construction and eventual operations, is one of Metro's highest priorities
and is one of the key evaluation criteria in selection of the LPA. The resulting studies have
been completed as part of the Final EIS/EIR and are presented in two separate reports: the
Westside Subway Extension Century City Area Fault Investigation Report and the Westside
Subway Extension Century City Area Tunneling Safety Report.

On most transit tunnel projects, significant portions of the alignment are constructed
adjacent to or beneath buildings. The LPA passes beneath homes and schools in these
neighborhoods because the curve radius required for subway tunnels is much wider than
that required at a typical surface street intersection. The current alignment minimizes
tunneling under buildings to the east and west of both the Century City Stations.

The geotechnical studies conducted during preparation of the Final EIS/EIR concluded that
tunneling can be safely carried out beneath the Beverly Hills High School campus and the
West Beverly Hills, Century City, and Westwood neighborhoods. The use of state-of-the-art
pressurized closed-face TBMs for soft-ground tunneling has greatly improved the control of
ground movements such that tunneling can be done with minimal surface settlements. The
presence of the tunnels will neither affect the risk to buildings above them during an
earthquake nor change the severity of shaking. Finally, tunnels can be constructed and
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operated safely in gassy grounds and oil wells do not pose an unmitigatible risk to
tunneling.

The additional detailed geotechnical studies also assessed soil conditions and determine
the potential for noise or vibration impacts on the surface along the refined alignments.
These studies concluded that the predicted vibration and noise levels are within the FTA
requirements and operation of the subway is not anticipated to have adverse impacts with
the implementation of mitigation, including areas where the tunnels pass beneath homes
and schools. During construction, low levels of noise and vibration may be experienced for
a day or two as each of the two TBMs pass under a given location. In addition, as the
tunnels are driven, construction trains bring supplies to and from the tunnel heading.
However, these underground construction noises will also be controlled to be within Metro
criteria.

These geotechnical studies also determined that the Century City Santa Monica Station
would cross the West Beverly Hills Lineament, a northern extension of the active Newport-
Inglewood Fault, which poses a significant safety risk to passengers at this station location.
No evidence of faulting was found at the proposed Century City Constellation Station site.
Tunnels to the east and west of Century City pass through at least two active faults.
However, there are numerous tools, designs, and construction means and methods that
have been used elsewhere that can be used to safely tunnel through these fault zones.

Please refer to Section 8.8.3 of the Final EIS/EIR for a more detailed response to
alignments and Section 8.8.4 of the Final EIS/EIR for a more detailed response to
geotechnical concerns. 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 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 alignment between Century City and Westwood following Draft EIS/EIR
scoping in response to community comments and engineering requirements. The results of
further geotechnical investigations in the Century City vicinity can be found in the Westside
Subway Extension Century City Area Fault Investigation Report and 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.
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e The depths to the tunnels appear to be deeper close to the stations thereby
offering less chance for noise and vibration from trains to be felt on the
surface in homes and businesses.

e This route appears to have less chance of being affected by unforeseen issues.

I am most concerned about the safety of building a subway station on top of an
Earthquake fault. [ saw what happened to a friend’s home built on top of the
Northridge fault (it literally split in two with one part higher than the other) as a
result of that earthquake years ago. I know what has happened to properties close
to the Santa Monica fault during earthquakes along adjacent fault lines as they
create some sort of linking quake movement.

I have read comments and concerns by the City of Beverly Hills and their property
owners association regarding tunneling under their residential properties and the
Beverly Hills High School and understand from the Draft EIS/EIR that that fear can
be mitigated by offering extra protection from vibration and noise. Their comments
about the hi-rise buildings in Century City may or may not be accurate. Special
earthquake reinforcements were used during construction as Century City was
primarily built following the 1970’s earthquake that was severely felt in this area.
Therefore, I am most appreciative of your and the Metro Board’s concern for the
Santa Monica Blvd station site. I recall reading within the Draft EIS/EIR that the
safest approach is to avoid building directly on top of an Earthquake Fault.

Respectively submitted,

Caroline (Carol) Spencer

10316 Wilkins Avenue

Los Angeles, CA 90024

310-785-0619

Email: cc_neighborhood@earthlink.net
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Your comment about seismic safety has been noted. The LPA, as with most sites in
southern California, is susceptible to strong ground shaking generated during earthquakes
by nearby faults. At least one segment of the Santa Monica Fault crosses the LPA. In
addition to the Santa Monica Fault, the West Beverly Hills Lineament (WBHL)/Newport-
Inglewood Fault Zone crosses the LPA in the vicinity of Moreno Drive in the Century City
area. However, many underground facilities—subway tunnels, sewers, and storm
drains—have been built in Los Angeles and throughout California near and across active
fault lines.

The hazards from an earthquake include fault rupture (cracking/fracturing of the ground
where one side of the fault moves relative to the other), shaking, and other secondary
effects. While the hazard due to shaking can be designed against, the hazard due to fault
rupture is potentially much more severe, but is also much more limited in area, being
confined to the specific zone of rupture. Because surface fault rupturing is generally
confined to a relative narrow zone of tens to several hundred feet wide, avoidance is often
a practical means of avoiding surface fault rupture hazards for facilities such as stations.
Furthermore, since subway stations are structures for human occupancy, they should not
be built on active fault/deformation zones because of life/safety concerns expressed in
state regulations and in Metro Design Criteria.

However, for linear facilities such as tunnels, avoidance may not be possible. Design will
allow for the tunnels to cross the faults as perpendicular as possible to the fault line to limit
the area of potential damage. Tunneling or building stations along an active fault in a
parallel direction is generally not recommended and is in some instances prohibited by
State law. Depending on the predicted fault off-set and area over which the movement is
distributed, some distortion may be accommodated by the structure. Special designs, such
as larger tunnel diameters and enhanced tunnel linings, are employed when crossing fault
zones to reduce the risk of damage and allow for a relatively swift return to regular
operations should fault displacement take place at a tunnel crossing. The Metro Red Line
tunnels cross the Hollywood Fault north of the Highland Station and were built to these
heightened standards.

During the Final EIS/EIR phase, Metro conducted further geotechnical studies to
supplement the studies conducted during the Draft EIS/EIR, which concluded that both the
Santa Monica fault zone and the WBHL in the Century City vicinity are active fault zones
and each fault zone is capable of generating earthquakes of M7 or greater with average
surface displacements of 3 to 6 feet. Moreover, there is no knowledge of where either of
these faults resides in their respective seismic cycles.

Santa Monica Boulevard effectively lies within the Santa Monica Fault zone from west of
Century Park West to east of Avenue of the Stars. The originally proposed Santa Monica
Boulevard Station at Avenue of the Stars would be directly within the fault zone. The WBHL
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is a wide fault zone with several well-defined strands situated along the eastern margin of
Century City. Itis the inferred northern extension of the active Newport-Inglewood fault
zone. The WBHL terminates the active Santa Monica Fault to the east. The refined location
of the Santa Monica Station at Century Park East would straddle the WBHL. No evidence
of faulting was found on the Constellation Boulevard Station site.

In summary, both of the Santa Monica Boulevard Station options are located within active
fault zones, but the Constellation Boulevard Station site is located outside zones of active
faulting and can be considered a viable option. The LPA will cross fault zones and will
require special designs to accommodate fault movement. These mitigation measures,
which are detailed in Section 4.8 of this Final EIS/EIR include:

* GEO-2—Fault Crossing Tunnel, Fault Rupture, Tunnel Crossing
¢ GEO 7 — Tunnel Advisory Panel Design Review

With implementation of these mitigation measures, impacts will reduced to less than
significant. During subsequent design phases, explorations will continue to more precisely
locate the fault zones with respect to the tunnel alignment selected and the fault
characteristics for design.

All tunnels, stations, shafts and all other project facilities and infrastructure are designed
and built with due consideration and a strict adherence to earthquake design requirements,
building codes and conformance to Metro Design Standards for the ground motions of the
design level earthquakes.

¢« GEO-1—Seismic Ground Shaking
* GEO-3—Operational Procedures During an Earthquake
* GEO 7 — Tunnel Advisory Panel Design Review

By compliance with these regulations and requirements, potential seismic ground shaking
impacts will be minimized and impacts will be reduced to less than significant.

Please refer to Section 4.8 and Section 4.15 of the Final EIS/EIR for more detailed
discussion of seismic safety both during operation and construction. The results of further
geotechnical investigations conducted during the Final EIS/EIR can be found in the
Westside Subway Extension Century City Area Fault Investigation Report and 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.
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Harris Sperling
2349 Brookshire Lane
Los Angeles, CA 90077

October 11, 2010

Honorable Don Knabe, Chair

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
One Gateway Plaza

Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952

Dear Chairman Knabe.

| have worked in Century City for the past 25 years, and wholeheartedly support the
Westside extension of the subway and strongly advocate the creation of new public transit
options for the community. | am encouraged by the progress Metro is making towards
achieving this goal and | would like to contribute my comments to the Draft Environmental
Review (DEIR) document now in circulation.

In order to serve this community with the most ridership, | believe that the Constellation

Boulevard and Avenue of the Stars station alignment should be adopted for several reasons:

ot will bring passengers to the heart of Century City, providing both convenience to
travelers, as well as increased ridership which will benefit everyone.

o There are nearly 40,000 employees within Century City clustered around this

intersection, and they are more likely to use the subway for both commuting and for trips
during the day if the portal is conveniently located.

Thank you for your attention and | look forward to the subway reaching Century City at the
corners of Constellation Boulevard and Avenue of the Stars.

Sincerely,

Harris Sperling /\<

Cc: Councilman Paul Koretz, Council District 5
City Hall
200 North Spring Street
Room 440
Los Angeles, CA 80012
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Your comment in support of the Westside Subway Extension Project has been noted.

Your comment in support of the Century City Constellation Station 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). As part of the LPA selection,
the Metro Board of Directors decided to continue to study both station location options in
Century City (Santa Monica Boulevard and Constellation Boulevard) to address concerns
raised by the community regarding locating a station directly on a seismic fault and the
safety of tunneling under homes and schools.

In response to the Metro Board of Director’s request for more information, further analysis
was undertaken to focus on the engineering and environmental aspects of the two options
during the preparation of the Final EIS/EIR to expand on the studies conducted in
preparation of the Draft EIS/EIR. It should be noted that prior to conducting the comparative
study, the Santa Monica Boulevard Station location was shifted slightly to the east from the
location in the Draft EIS/EIR to avoid the Santa Monica Fault zone.

The geotechnical studies conducted during preparation of the Final EIS/EIR concluded that
tunneling can be safely carried out beneath the Beverly Hills High School campus and the
West Beverly Hills, Century City, and Westwood neighborhoods. However, these studies
also determined that the Century City Santa Monica Station would cross the West Beverly
Hills Lineament, a northern extension of the active Newport-Inglewood Fault, which poses a
significant safety risk to passengers at this station location. No evidence of faulting was
found at the proposed Century City Constellation Station site.

In addition, the Century City Constellation Boulevard Station has the best pedestrian
environment, can be expected to attract the most transit riders, and is centrally located to
help shape the redevelopment of Century City as an important transit-oriented destination
on the Westside Subway Extension. Further refinements to the ridership analysis
concluded that the Century City Constellation Station would result in 3,350 more boardings
along new Westside Subway Extension stations than the Century City Santa Monica
Station due to proximity to jobs and residences within the critical 600-foot and 1/4-mile
walksheds.

Based on all of these factors, the Century City Station Location Report concluded by
recommending that the Century City Station be located along Constellation Boulevard due
to seismic safety concerns at the Santa Monica Boulevard Station and higher ridership
projections with Constellation Boulevard Station.

Please refer to Section 8.8.2 and 8.8.3 of the Final EIS/EIR for more detailed responses to
concerns related to the Century City Station. Refer to Section 7.3 of the Final EIS/EIR and
the Westside Subway Extension Century City Station Location Report for a comparison of
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the two Century City Station locations. The results of further geotechnical investigations in
the Century City vicinity can be found in the Westside Subway Extension Century City Area
Fault Investigation Report and the Westside Subway Extension Century City Area
Tunneling Safety Report. The results of further ridership studies can be found in the
Westside Subway Extension Technical Report Summarizing the Results of the Forecasted
Alternatives and the Westside Subway Extension Century City TOD and Walk Access
Study. All reports are available on the Metro Westside Subway Extension Project website:
www.metro.net/projects/westside/westside-reports.
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348-3

348-4

348-5

James M. Squier
709 Crenshaw Blvd. #1
Los Angeles, CA 90005

David Mieger

Project Manager

One Gateway Plaza
99-22-2

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Dear Mr. Mieger,
| have a number of comments regarding the Westside Subway Extension Draft EIS/EIR.

R3
<

K3
3

Chapter 3 — Transportation, Figure 3 — 18
All the stops on Crenshaw Blvd. are either incorrect or incorrectly labeled.
» The southbound 210 does not stop on Crenshaw until 8" Street. It shares line 20’s
eastbound Wilshire stop, shown just west of Crenshaw.
» No busses stop on the eastside of Crenshaw at Wilshire.
= The northbound 210 stops at 8™ and Crenshaw followed by Wilshire and
Lorraine.
= The 720 never travels on Crenshaw.
= The northbound 710 stops at Olympic and Crenshaw followed by the shared
eastbound 720 stop. on Wilshire Blvd. across from Irving Blvd.
» There no longer is any service on 8" Street west of Western Avenue.
Chapter 4 Figure 4-18
The area south of Wilshire and west of Crenshaw is labeled Wilshire Park but is actually
Windsor Village.
» This dilutes the percentage of multi-family residences in the area.
S-8 Figure S-4 Land Use
Shows area south of Wilshire at Crenshaw as either single family or commercial when it is
almost exclusively multi-family; in fact, the one single family home at 675 Crenshaw is
labeled to be removed.
Chapter 4 p. 4-147 Figure 4-47 Geological Cross Section
Shows Wilshire/Crenshaw between Wilshire/La Brea and Wilshire/Fairfax. It is east of both
intersections.
Chapter 4 p. 4-207 Figure 4-56
Does not show several small schools starting at the Harbor Building and in the stretch of
Wilshire ending at Plymouth, including the 4-story Poly Language Institute Building (see next
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Your comments about bus stops have been noted. Please refer to the Draft EIS/EIR Errata
for corrections to Figure 3-18. 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.

3482
The boundaries of the communities throughout the project area were determined in
consultation with various planning agencies with local knowledge of the project area. Often,
these boundaries can be subjective as one person believes a patrticular street, or block, to
be in one neighborhood or another. The representation of neighborhoods in the Draft
EIS/EIR, represent Metro's understanding of the project area and, although open for
interpretation, is an accurate portrayal of each neighborhood.

348-3

The land use map provided in the Executive Summary of the Draft EIS/EIR were done at a
large scale and did not capture the minor differences between many single family and
multi-family areas. The land use map provided in the Executive Summary and Section

4.1 are based on current land uses as listed in the 2009-2010 Los Angeles County
Assessor Local Roll database. Several other maps were provided in Section 4.1 of

the Draft EIS/EIR which better showed the variation in land uses along Crenshaw and
Wilshire Boulevards. Specifially, Figure 4-6 in the Draft EIS/EIR indicated that much of the
land within ¥2 mile of the Crenshaw station (approximately 20 percent) is multi-family.

348-4

Your comment has been noted and the graphic has been revised in the Final EIS/EIR.

348-5

Your comment regarding schools in the vicinity of the Wilshire/Crenshaw Station has been

noted. Metro reviewed the Parklands and Community Services and Facilities Section of the
Final EIS/EIR and revised school locations where appropriate. Please refer to Section 4.13
of the Final EIS/EIR for a full list and map identifying the location of schools in the vicinity of
the Wilshire/Crenshaw construction staging and laydown area.
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348-7

348-8

348-9

348-10

348-11

348-12

3
<

item). Any schools here would be in violation of the Park Mile Specific Plan unless they are
grandfathered in.

Drawing No. AB.001

Labels a 4 story building on the northwest corner of Lorraine and Wilshire as Poly Language
Institute, but it is not labeled as a school in Figure 4-56 above.

Page 1-6 Figure 1-2

Does not show employment figures for % mile radius of Crenshaw/Wilshire in spite of the 6
story Harbor Building at the intersection, multiple story office buildings, schools (inside
those office buildings), a medical building, the Dunes Inn, a church, and the Ebell Theater to
the west as well as the historic Los Altos Hotel and Apartments to the East.

Page 4-132 Table 4-31

Lucerne Blvd. and Arden Blvd. are misspelled.

Page 141 Station and Alignment Options, Option One

States the estimated BTUs/year saved by not opening the Crenshaw station, and then talks
about beneficial energy impacts from other stations without mentioning losses from riders
deciding to drive instead of going to Western or La Brea.

| am concerned that the numerous inaccuracies in depicting the demographics of the area
around the “optional” station site at Wilshire and Crenshaw Boulevards contribute heavily to

your report’s summary that the “optiona

1

stop is neither needed nor welcomed by the

community.

S

» Any multi-family building within walking distance of Wilshire Blvd. that is closer to
Crenshaw Blvd. than La Brea Avenue or Western Avenue should be considered a likely
source of customers for the “optional” Crenshaw stop as well as a probable source of
detrimental energy impacts caused by its tenants choosing to drive rather than walk the
extra distance.

» The two large, modern apartment buildings at Norton and Wilshire and Los Altos Hotel
and Apartments at Bronson and Wilshire are ignored, as are numerous condominiums
and apartment buildings south of 8™ Avenue on the streets to the west of Crenshaw,
and large apartment buildings west of Wilton and near 3 Avenue.

» Crenshaw Boulevard is zoned R3-1 between Wilshire Boulevard and 8" Street and is
almost exclusively multi-family between Wilshire Boulevard and Olympic Boulevard. The
only exceptions | am aware of are the single family home the report labels “to be
removed” at 675 Crenshaw Blvd. and a halfway house directly across from it that the
map shows as an institutional use.
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Your comment regarding the Wilshire/Crenshaw station drawing in Appendix B of the Draft
EIS/EIR has been noted. The Poly Language Institute is not currently located at the corner
of Lorraine and Wilshire. Therefore, it is not included in the Parklands and Community
Services and Facilities.

348-7

Your comment has been noted. Please refer to the Draft EIS/EIR Errata for the correction
to Figure 1-2. 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.

348-8
Your comment has been noted and the spelling of the street names has been revised in the
Final EIS/EIR.

348-9

Your comments about energy calculation at the Wilshire/Crenshaw Station have been
noted. The calculation of the BTUs was done according to the methodology for this type of
evaluation. A calculation of BTUs would also be one factor in an ultimate decision to
include, or not to include a station at Wilshire/Crenshaw. Another aspect of the decision is
because the potential station site would be located in the Park Mile section of Wilshire
Boulevard adjacent to lower density land uses that are not planned for future growth in the
adopted Community Plan and Park Mile Specific Plan. This site is only ¥z mile from the
existing Wilshire/Western Station and does not serve a major north south intersection as
Crenshaw Boulevard terminates at Wilshire Boulevard and does not extend to the north.
This is a comparatively lower ridership station.

The elimination of the Crenshaw Station would marginally decrease ridership leading to
increased regional vehicle miles traveled. A quantitative evaluation of the change in
ridership associated with this option would slightly affect the total energy use given that this
station would have lower ridership compared to other stations and that the total energy
usage is in the order of hundreds of billions of BTU per year. It would be expected that this
change would be within the margin of error of existing modeling tools.

348-10

Your comment has been noted. Please see the response above to comment number 348-
9.

348-11

Your comment regarding the omission of apartment buildings in the Wilshire/Crenshaw
vicinity has been noted. However, it is not stated where in the Draft EIS/EIR these
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apartment buildings were omitted. Metro conducted extensive land use surveys in support
of the Draft EIS/EIR. Each of the station areas, including the Wilshire/Crenshaw station,
were evaluated through a combination of online mapping tools and in-person site visits to
be sure land uses described in the document were accurate. The land uses were verified
for the Final EIS/EIR.

348-12

Your comment regarding zoning in the Wilshire/Crenshaw vicinity has been noted. The
Draft EIS/EIR aimed to provide readers with a general understanding of the land uses
surrounding each of the station areas and did not provide zoning information for particular
parcels. In this case, it is important to provide enough information to allow the reader to
understand the types of land use that are on the ground currently, as well as those that
may be likely to occur in the future (however, it is important to note, that land use changes
are at the discretion of the local jurisdiction and not Metro). Zoning information at the parcel
level was not provided in the report. As discussed in response to your comment above, the
land use maps provided in Section 4.1 of the Final EIS/EIR intend to show existing multi-
family development in the area along Crenshaw Boulevard. The maps have been revised
for the Final EIS/EIR to be more legible.
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348-13 » Both sides of Lorraine Boulevard, Windsor Boulevard, and Plymouth Boulevard are

zoned (Q)R3-1, not zoned for single family homes.

At the many public hearings concerning the Westside subway extension, a small contingent of

1

single family home owners has shown up attempting to block the “optional” station.

348-14

348-15

348-16

348-17

348-18

348-19

» The single family home owners in the area are concerned about outsiders parking on

their streets. It is a major reason for the prohibition of schools in the area’s “Park Mile
Specific Plan”, which several schools appear to be violating along Wilshire Boulevard
between Plymouth and Irving. If the Purple Line stop is built at Crenshaw, their students
and employees could park at any other stop along the line, avoiding rush hour traffic.

They have tried to claim there was not enough demand for service at Crenshaw
Boulevard, which Metro’s figures show has more demand than the La Brea Avenue stop.

One member of their group claimed to be a regular rider on the Wilshire Boulevard bus
that did not want a stop at Crenshaw Boulevard, but gave the wrong line number for the
bus that he “always” rode.

At one of your informational meetings, exclusively for the “optional” Crenshaw
Boulevard stop, a larger group of single family homeowners arrived, thinking that night
a vote on the station would be taken. | heard one man ask the others “Now, what is it
we’re against?”

One of the speakers against the Crenshaw Boulevard stop always identifies himself as
being from the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council. Several speakers after him, a
woman rose to complain that she is also a stakeholder in the same community and
objects to his claiming to represent the whole community; she disagrees with him and
her opinion had never been asked. | am also a stakeholder and spoke contrary to him
near the end of the evening, but the article published in the following issue of the
Larchmont Chronicle, the local free handout paper, only mentioned his speech, implying
that all those at the meeting opposed building the station.

It was mentioned in a private discussion before one meeting that the opposition to the
Crenshaw station was probably more concerned with “riff-raff” coming into their
community, but if the station got built, half of all riders would be waiting underground

Westside Subway Extension
Final Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report

Appendix H - Response to Comments

348-13

Your comment regarding zoning along Lorraine Boulevard, Windsor Boulevard and
Plymouth Boulevard has been noted. Please see the above response regarding the
intention of the land use section and maps and refer to Section 4.1 of the Final EIS/EIR for
a discussion of land use.

348-14

Your statement summarizing comments made by others in opposition to the
Wilshire/Crenshaw Station has been noted.

348-15

Your statement summarizing comments made by others in opposition to the
Wilshire/Crenshaw Station has been noted.

348-16

Your statement summarizing comments made by others in opposition to the
Wilshire/Crenshaw Station has been noted.

348-17

Your statement summarizing comments made by others in opposition to the
Wilshire/Crenshaw Station has been noted.

348-18

Your statement summarizing comments made by others in opposition to the
Wilshire/Crenshaw Station has been noted.

348-19

our statement summarizing comments made by others in opposition to the
Wilshire/Crenshaw Station has been noted.
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348-20

348-21

348-22

and out of sight. Interestingly, an African-American businessman showed up for the first
time at the very next meeting speaking in opposition.

» The argument has been raised that the Crenshaw Boulevard station is too expensive,
that the money should be spent extending the line further west in this increment. The
problem is that if this station is not built, we will not be able to change our minds later.
We will be in the same predicament as Hollywood & Highland Station, with no way to
reinsert the coring machines and adapt the station box. (For that matter, it would be
wise to include the possibility of a junction at Crenshaw, but | think that has already
been overruled.) When the neighborhood finds that their children, grandchildren,
maids, nurses, etc. can’t visit them conveniently because gas is too expensive or the
roads are blocked by parades, races, or disasters, it will be too late to change.

Few, of the thousands of renters in the area show up at your Westside Subway Extension
meetings. This is paralleled by the absence of the renter’s representative at the meetings of
the Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council that | have managed to attend. | am guessing
that like me, they are too busy making ends meet or trying to enjoy life to spare their time.
Your final meeting for the Crenshaw Station was held on St. Patrick’s Day. That was an
excellent choice to insure that young and young-at-heart renters would not show. Was that
deliberate or just a coincidence?

I sincerely hope that Metro will decide in favor of the “optional” Crenshaw Boulevard Purple
Line Station. | have done what | could, when | could, to speak on its behalf. What I can tell
you is that those | speak to who actually ride the busses here are in favor of the stop. Those
that are opposed to it always seem to be non-riders with a separate agenda. Whose
opinion is more important, those who actually want to ride or those who continually stand
in the way? Please remember it was these same NIMBY sentiments that seized the
Loehman’s basement fire to block the initial phase of the Red Line; please do not give them
a second chance.

In closing, wouldn’t it be a great promotion for the Purple Line and Metro in general to
show the Mayor walking around the corner from the Los Angeles Mayor’s official residence,
the Getty Mansion, and entering the Purple Line Crenshaw Boulevard Station to go to work
at City Hall? How many more people would think about riding Metro instead of driving
after seeing that?

Thank you for your time,
James M. Squier

Westside Subway Extension
Final Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report

Appendix H - Response to Comments

348-20

Your comment in support of the Wilshire/Crenshaw Station has been noted. As part of the
LPA selection, the Metro Board did not include a Wilshire/?Crenshaw Station in the LPA.
The Wilshire/?Crenshaw Station would have been located in the Park Mile section of
Wilshire Boulevard, adjacent to lower density land uses that are not planned for future
growth in the adopted Community Plan and Park Mile Specific Plan. This site is only 0.5
mile from the existing Wilshire/?Western Station and does not serve major north/?south
traffic, as Crenshaw Boulevard terminates at Wilshire Boulevard and does not extend to the
north. Because this would be a comparatively lower ridership station with a cost of $153
million, deleting the station improves the cost-effectiveness of Alternative 2. Furthermore,
future connections from the Westside subway stations along Wilshire Boulevard to the
planned Crenshaw/?LAX Light Rail Transit Project to the south have been recommended to
take place at La Brea, La Cienega, or San Vicente rather than at Wilshire/?Crenshaw.

As part of the decision to not include a Wilshire/?Crenshaw Station, Metro also decided not
to construct an empty box (or shell) for future station construction as part of the LPA. The
cost of excavating an empty box for a future station adds a considerable cost to the Project
(approximately $70 million) and such a future station has not been approved at this time or
included in the LPA. Additionally, if the station is developed in the future, the process of
constructing a full station from an undeveloped station box while the system is operational
would present technical challenges that would further increase the station’s construction
costs and would be disruptive to existing service. Therefore, this concept was also not
included in the LPA.

348-21

Your comment regarding the public outreach meetings has been noted.

The locations of the public meetings were dispersed among the communities within the
Westside Subway Extension Study Area. In addition to the evening public meetings, Lunch
Time Open Houses were held in Century City and at LACMA. Additionally, numerous public
meetings were streamed live online on the Project's Metro website. At the June 28, 2010
Westwood meeting, stakeholders were able to participate in an interactive webcast and
submit questions to be answered at the public meeting.

348-22

Your comment in support of the Wilshire/Crenshaw Station has been noted. Plesae see the
response to Comment 348-20 above.
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Comment from

First Name: John
Last Name: Stamm

Email: stamm829@hotmail. com
Phone:
URL:
35-1 Build Constellation, not Santa Monica. Constellation is right in the heart of

Century City.

Westside Subway Extension
Final Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report

Appendix H - Response to Comments

35-1

Your comment in support of the Century City Constellation Station 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). As part of the LPA selection,
the Metro Board of Directors decided to continue to study both station location options in
Century City (Santa Monica Boulevard and Constellation Boulevard) to address concerns
raised by the community regarding locating a station directly on a seismic fault and the
safety of tunneling under homes and schools.

In response to the Metro Board of Director’s request for more information, further analysis
was undertaken to focus on the engineering and environmental aspects of the two options
during the preparation of the Final EIS/EIR to expand on the studies conducted in
preparation of the Draft EIS/EIR. It should be noted that prior to conducting the comparative
study, the Santa Monica Boulevard Station location was shifted slightly to the east from the
location in the Draft EIS/EIR to avoid the Santa Monica Fault zone.

The geotechnical studies conducted during preparation of the Final EIS/EIR concluded that
tunneling can be safely carried out beneath the Beverly Hills High School campus and the
West Beverly Hills, Century City, and Westwood neighborhoods. However, these studies
also determined that the Century City Santa Monica Station would cross the West Beverly
Hills Lineament, a northern extension of the active Newport-Inglewood Fault, which poses a
significant safety risk to passengers at this station location. No evidence of faulting was
found at the proposed Century City Constellation Station site.

In addition, the Century City Constellation Boulevard Station has the best pedestrian
environment, can be expected to attract the most transit riders, and is centrally located to
help shape the redevelopment of Century City as an important transit-oriented destination
on the Westside Subway Extension. Further refinements to the ridership analysis
concluded that the Century City Constellation Station would result in 3,350 more boardings
along new Westside Subway Extension stations than the Century City Santa Monica
Station due to proximity to jobs and residences within the critical 600-foot and 1/4-mile
walksheds.

Based on all of these factors, the Century City Station Location Report concluded by
recommending that the Century City Station be located along Constellation Boulevard due
to seismic safety concerns at the Santa Monica Boulevard Station and higher ridership
projections with Constellation Boulevard Station.

Please refer to Section 8.8.2 and 8.8.3 of the Final EIS/EIR for more detailed responses to
concerns related to the Century City Station. Refer to Section 7.3 of the Final EIS/EIR and
the Westside Subway Extension Century City Station Location Report for a comparison of
the two Century City Station locations. The results of further geotechnical investigations in
the Century City vicinity can be found in the Westside Subway Extension Century City Area
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351

Fault Investigation Report and the Westside Subway Extension Century City Area
Tunneling Safety Report. The results of further ridership studies can be found in the
Westside Subway Extension Technical Report Summarizing the Results of the Forecasted
Alternatives and the Westside Subway Extension Century City TOD and Walk Access
Study. All reports are available on the Metro Westside Subway Extension Project website:
www.metro.net/projects/westside/westside-reports.
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Comment from

First Name: Brandon
Last Name: Stanford

Email: stanford brandon@hotmail.com
Phone:
URL:

To whom it may concern,

81-1 I have been a Westside resident for the past 6 years. I have lived in and around
Santa Monica during that time and work in Inglewood (and briefly in El Segundo).
For years I have searched for a bus route that would take me to work in an
attempt to lower commuter congestion, but there is not a route that works for me.

If I take a metro bus, it would increase my commute from 20 minutes (8.5 miles)
to 80 minutes (11.5). My last apartment complex was much closer to the bus
system so I could ride the Culver line to LAX--but my bus-route commute would
have been even worse at 90 minutes (16 miles).

Now the proposed subway. I now it can't fit everyone--but I've lived in two
different neighborhoods that don't work. I have friends in the same dilemma. I
would love to take the subway. In Boston, New York, and D.C., the subway is a
fun, convenient experience. But here, it doesn't take you anywhere you need to
go. My nearest grocery store is over a mile a way, which limits me to how much I
can carry. And the proposed subway lines are miles away from where I need to
board them, without a convenient bus to get there. Why should I take two buses
to get to the subway station, then take the subway, rather then do it all in my
own car in half the time and almost half the distance.

Please only read this to try to understand the needs of the commutership in this
county. East meets West is great, but North to South has been forgotten. Los
Angeles sprawls and many commuter corridors are on NW/SE diagonals. You need to
address this with future rail and bus routes if you are to successfully meet our
needs and get cars off the road.

I hope this comment is helpful. If I could afford the time to take the metro, I
would. But right now, it actually works against me. Even if it would save me
money, it would cost me three times as much in time. And everywhere knows "time
is money."

Thank you for your time,
Brandon Stanford
California native

Los Angeles resident

Westside Subway Extension
Final Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report

Appendix H - Response to Comments

81-1

Your comments about the subway routing have been noted. Metro has been studying the
Westside Extension Corridor for many years and has developed alternative routes that best
serve the greatest number of riders through the extension of the subway. A bus-rail plan
has been developed as part of the refinement of the Locally Preferred Alternative that
considers how existing and planned bus transit services could be modified to provide
access to the subway stations. A significant feeder bus system would provide linkages to
those riders not immediately adjacent to the subway corridor. Beyond this plan, Metro
continues to evaluate routes and alternatives to serve Los Angeles County residents and
beyond with an extensive network of multimodal transportation options.

Please refer to Section 2.3 of the Final EIS/EIR and the Westside Transit Corridor
Alternatives Analysis Study, available on the Metro Westside Subway Extension Project
website: www.metro.net/projects/westside/westside-reports.
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RECORD #576 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date :

Submission Date :

First Name :

Last Name :

Group Affiliation :
576-1 Submission Content :

Westside Subway Extension

Submission Summarized
10/18/2010

10/18/2010

Sherie

Stark

I would rather see more extensive bus routes than the expensive hard
construction plans, as the slow, unreliable bus routes are what keep
more people from turning to mass transit and keep the city so congested
and polluting. If you are going to build a subway in addition to improving
the day-to-day service extensively, that's great too, for long-term growth.
I'd make Hollywood and Highland the way to get to the Westside/UCLA
area instead of Wilshire/Western, because that's the major hub for the
Valley, and would increase mass transit use more proportionately. It also
would be great for travelers from abroad, because it's a landmark hub
everyone visits on the subway when coming to the city.

Final Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report

Appendix H - Response to Comments

576-1

Your preference for an expanded bus network and the West Hollywood 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). Alternative
2 was selected as the LPA because the analysis in the Draft EIS/EIR demonstrated that the
Build Alternatives would be more effective than the TSM Alternative in terms of enhancing
mobility, serving development opportunities, and addressing other aspects of the Purpose
and Need for the Project. Please refer to Chapter 7 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Section 2.5 of
the Final EIS/EIR for information on this analysis. Of the Build Alternatives, 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 1-405 more effectively. There is not adequate funding available in
Measure R or other sources to construct the West Hollywood Extension at this time.

However, 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.

Furthermore, bus operating funds will not be used to construct the Project, and no fare
increases or service reductions are proposed to cover the Project's costs. The Project will
not eliminate bus service along Wilshire Boulevard but rather will supplement it with rail. As
explained in Chapter 2, Metro Local, Limited, Rapid, and Express bus service along
Wilshire Boulevard will continue to operate in conjunction with the rail system, if approved
and implemented. The Wilshire Boulevard Bus Rapid Transit project is also assumed to be
in place. Maintenance of local bus service levels is an important component of the transit
system serving the Westside Corridor. With the extension the Purple Line subway service
to the Westwood/VA Hospital Station, it is estimated that one-third of demand will involve
local bus access. Metro continues to seek to improve the region's transit needs and
continually evaluates various transit corridors to achieve a more interconnected
transportation system. To help guide design of subway stations, potential enhanced local
bus service at stations was assessed and is discussed in Chapter 3 of the Final 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 and the LPA selection process.
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From: osh Stephens

To: Westside Extension

Subject: Support for Constellation Station

Date: Wednesday, September 29, 2010 11:46:45 AM

Here, I'll even write it for you:
Dear Metro,

132-1 | support the subway. And if tunneling was planned under my home, I'd
still support it.

Please put the Century City station at Constellation, not at Santa Monica.
Thank You,

Josh Stephens

Westside Subway Extension
Final Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report

Appendix H - Response to Comments

132-1

Your comment in support of the Westside Subway Extension Project has been noted.

Your comment in support of the Century City Constellation Station 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). As part of the LPA selection,
the Metro Board of Directors decided to continue to study both station location options in
Century City (Santa Monica Boulevard and Constellation Boulevard) to address concerns
raised by the community regarding locating a station directly on a seismic fault and the
safety of tunneling under homes and schools.

In response to the Metro Board of Director’s request for more information, further analysis
was undertaken to focus on the engineering and environmental aspects of the two options
during the preparation of the Final EIS/EIR to expand on the studies conducted in
preparation of the Draft EIS/EIR. It should be noted that prior to conducting the comparative
study, the Santa Monica Boulevard Station location was shifted slightly to the east from the
location in the Draft EIS/EIR to avoid the Santa Monica Fault zone.

The geotechnical studies conducted during preparation of the Final EIS/EIR concluded that
tunneling can be safely carried out beneath the Beverly Hills High School campus and the
West Beverly Hills, Century City, and Westwood neighborhoods. However, these studies
also determined that the Century City Santa Monica Station would cross the West Beverly
Hills Lineament, a northern extension of the active Newport-Inglewood Fault, which poses a
significant safety risk to passengers at this station location. No evidence of faulting was
found at the proposed Century City Constellation Station site.

In addition, the Century City Constellation Boulevard Station has the best pedestrian
environment, can be expected to attract the most transit riders, and is centrally located to
help shape the redevelopment of Century City as an important transit-oriented destination
on the Westside Subway Extension. Further refinements to the ridership analysis
concluded that the Century City Constellation Station would result in 3,350 more boardings
along new Westside Subway Extension stations than the Century City Santa Monica
Station due to proximity to jobs and residences within the critical 600-foot and 1/4-mile
walksheds.

Based on all of these factors, the Century City Station Location Report concluded by
recommending that the Century City Station be located along Constellation Boulevard due
to seismic safety concerns at the Santa Monica Boulevard Station and higher ridership
projections with Constellation Boulevard Station.

Please refer to Section 8.8.2 and 8.8.3 of the Final EIS/EIR for more detailed responses to
concerns related to the Century City Station. Refer to Section 7.3 of the Final EIS/EIR and
the Westside Subway Extension Century City Station Location Report for a comparison of
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1321
the two Century City Station locations. The results of further geotechnical investigations in
the Century City vicinity can be found in the Westside Subway Extension Century City Area
Fault Investigation Report and the Westside Subway Extension Century City Area
Tunneling Safety Report. The results of further ridership studies can be found in the
Westside Subway Extension Technical Report Summarizing the Results of the Forecasted
Alternatives and the Westside Subway Extension Century City TOD and Walk Access
Study. All reports are available on the Metro Westside Subway Extension Project website:
www.metro.net/projects/westside/westside-reports.
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RECORD #335 DETAIL

Status : Submission Summarized
Record Date : 10/8/2010
Submission Date : 10/8/2010
First Name : Thor
Last Name : Stephens
Group Affiliation :
335-1| Submission Content : expand down santa monica blvd all the way to the beach!

Westside Subway Extension
Final Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report

Appendix H - Response to Comments

3351

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 1-405
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 ralil 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.
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RECORD #139 DETAIL

Record Date :

Submission Date :

First Name :

Last Name :

Group Affiliation :
139-1 Submission Content :

Westside Subway Extension

10/1/2010
10/1/2010
kelly
stevens

I would like to see a direct line going down the 10 freeway to downtown-
An express line for commuters-the freeway is already there-

use it -SM to Downtown-

Also | would like to have a line that actually connects SM to the the other
lines-NOT mingle thru culver city-that line is ridiculous

Final Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report

Appendix H - Response to Comments

1391

Your comment about alternative routes and technologies for the subway has been noted.
Between 2007 and 2009, Metro conducted an Alternatives Analysis (AA) Study for the
Westside Corridor. The AA Study considered the need for transit improvements in the
corridor and evaluated various transit technologies and alignments. During Early Scoping
meetings, Metro presented the public with technology options that included Heavy Rail
Transit (HRT), Light Rail Transit (LRT), and Bus Rapid Transit (BRT). In response to
comments received, Metro added monorail to those other technologies to be analyzed in
the AA Study. As a result of these analyses, the Metro Board decided to carry five subway
alternatives into the Draft EIS/EIR. An underground alignment was recommended because
it has fewer land use, traffic, visual, historic, and noise impacts than an elevated alignment.
This is due to the impacts an elevated alignment would have on adjacent buildings (some
historic), visual quality, shadow, noise, land acquisitions and traffic, as well as the
mitigations needed. The AA Study also identified HRT as the preferred mode for further
study because it has the capacity to meet the anticipated ridership demand and would
minimize the number of transfers.

Please refer to Section 2.3 of the Final EIS/EIR and the Westside Transit Corridor
Alternatives Analysis Study, available on the Metro Westside Subway Extension Project
website: www.metro.net/projects/westside/westside-reports.
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RECORD #530 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date :

Submission Date :

First Name :

Last Name :

Group Affiliation :
530-1 Submission Content :

Westside Subway Extension

Submission Summarized
10/18/2010

10/18/2010

Kelly H

Stevens Jr.

| strongly support the staff recommendations for both the regional
connector and the Westside Subway. Plus, | support the Constellation
stop in Century City.

Final Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report

Appendix H - Response to Comments

530-1
Your comment in support of the staff recommendation for the Westside Subway Extension
Project has been noted.

Your comment in support of the Century City Constellation Station 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). As part of the LPA selection,
the Metro Board of Directors decided to continue to study both station location options in
Century City (Santa Monica Boulevard and Constellation Boulevard) to address concerns
raised by the community regarding locating a station directly on a seismic fault and the
safety of tunneling under homes and schools.

In response to the Metro Board of Director’s request for more information, further analysis
was undertaken to focus on the engineering and environmental aspects of the two options
during the preparation of the Final EIS/EIR to expand on the studies conducted in
preparation of the Draft EIS/EIR. It should be noted that prior to conducting the comparative
study, the Santa Monica Boulevard Station location was shifted slightly to the east from the
location in the Draft EIS/EIR to avoid the Santa Monica Fault zone.

The geotechnical studies conducted during preparation of the Final EIS/EIR concluded that
tunneling can be safely carried out beneath the Beverly Hills High School campus and the
West Beverly Hills, Century City, and Westwood neighborhoods. However, these studies
also determined that the Century City Santa Monica Station would cross the West Beverly
Hills Lineament, a northern extension of the active Newport-Inglewood Fault, which poses a
significant safety risk to passengers at this station location. No evidence of faulting was
found at the proposed Century City Constellation Station site.

In addition, the Century City Constellation Boulevard Station has the best pedestrian
environment, can be expected to attract the most transit riders, and is centrally located to
help shape the redevelopment of Century City as an important transit-oriented destination
on the Westside Subway Extension. Further refinements to the ridership analysis
concluded that the Century City Constellation Station would result in 3,350 more boardings
along new Westside Subway Extension stations than the Century City Santa Monica
Station due to proximity to jobs and residences within the critical 600-foot and 1/4-mile
walksheds.

Based on all of these factors, the Century City Station Location Report concluded by
recommending that the Century City Station be located along Constellation Boulevard due
to seismic safety concerns at the Santa Monica Boulevard Station and higher ridership
projections with Constellation Boulevard Station.

Please refer to Section 8.8.2 and 8.8.3 of the Final EIS/EIR for more detailed responses to

concerns related to the Century City Station. Refer to Section 7.3 of the Final EIS/EIR and
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530-1

the Westside Subway Extension Century City Station Location Report for a comparison of
the two Century City Station locations. The results of further geotechnical investigations in
the Century City vicinity can be found in the Westside Subway Extension Century City Area
Fault Investigation Report and the Westside Subway Extension Century City Area
Tunneling Safety Report. The results of further ridership studies can be found in the
Westside Subway Extension Technical Report Summarizing the Results of the Forecasted
Alternatives and the Westside Subway Extension Century City TOD and Walk Access
Study. All reports are available on the Metro Westside Subway Extension Project website:
www.metro.net/projects/westside/westside-reports.

Westside Subway Extension March 2012
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7001
Your preference for the TSM Alternative 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). Alternative 2 was selected as the LPA because the analysis in
the Draft EIS/EIR demonstrated that the Build Alternatives would be more effective than the
TSM Alternative in terms of enhancing mobility, serving development opportunities, and
addressing other aspects of the Purpose and Need for the Project. Please refer to Chapter
7 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Section 2.5 of the Final EIS/EIR for information on this analysis.

Furthermore, the Project would not eliminate bus service along Wilshire Boulevard but
rather would supplement it with rail. As explained in Chapter 2, Metro Local, Limited, Rapid,
and Express bus service along Wilshire Boulevard will continue to operate in conjunction
with the rail system, if approved and implemented. The Wilshire Boulevard Bus Rapid
Transit project is also assumed to be in place. Maintenance of local bus service levels is an
important component of the transit system serving the Westside Corridor. With the
extension the Purple Line subway service to the Westwood/VA Hospital Station, it is
estimated that one-third of demand would involve local bus access. Metro continues to
seek to improve the region's transit needs and continually evaluates various transit
corridors to achieve a more interconnected transportation system. To help guide design of
subway stations, potential enhanced local bus service at stations was assessed and is

discussed in Chapter 3 of the Final EIS/EIR.

The Project will be funded primarily through a combination of Measure R local funds and
Federal New Starts funds, with some other local, State, and Federal funds. Metro will
continue to use a combination of local, State, and Federal funding sources to operate and
maintain the system. In addition to these funding sources, Metro relies on fare revenues to
fund about one-third of its operating costs. Bus operating funds will not be used to construct
the Project, and no fare increases or service reductions are proposed to cover the Project's
costs. The selection of the TSM Alternative would not have resulted in lower

fares.The Metro Board of Directors establishes fares. Currently, the Base Fare for each
boarding is $1.50 and the Metro Day Pass is $5.00. A transfer is the same as the Base

Fare - $1.50.

Furthermore, 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. Transit service is meant to serve where the
demand is greatest, and these areas are often within neighborhoods that have
Environmental Justice (EJ) populations and communities of concern. Four of the seven
stations are located in, or adjacent to the Environmental Justice populations identified in
Section 4.2.6 of the Final EIS/EIR. Therefore, people living in EJ populations will have the
same opportunity to access the transit and mobility improvements provided by the subway.

The increased connectivity would also reduce the number of transfers which would have a
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Appendix H - Response to Comments

700-1

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. The transit
benefits associated with the LPA are further detailed in Section 3.4 of the Final EIS/EIR.

Westside Subway Extension March 2012
Final Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report Page H-6.3-311



Comment from

First Name: David
Last Name: Strohm

Email: strohmdb@yahoo.com
Phone: 3103193791
URL:
61-1 The Purple Line subway extension to the Westside of LA is definitely needed.

Tunneling through LA is very costly and dangerous, but I don't see that we have a
choice now with the old Red Car light rail right-of-way on Santa Monica Blvd.
gone for the most part. Traffic in Westwood is already dangerously congested, and
one little demonstration in front of the Westwood Federal Building snarls street
traffic for miles around. Extending the subway to Santa Monica would also be a
good idea, because of the large number of people who both live and work north of
the 10 FWY, in Santa Monica, Westwood, Century City, Beverly Hills, Hollywood,
and Downtown LA. Thank you.

Westside Subway Extension
Final Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report

Appendix H - Response to Comments

61-1

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 1-405
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 ralil 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.
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Business or organization:

Westside Subway Extension
Final Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report

Appendix H - Response to Comments

663-1
Your preference for the TSM Alternative 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). Alternative 2 was selected as the LPA because the analysis in
the Draft EIS/EIR demonstrated that the Build Alternatives would be more effective than the
TSM Alternative in terms of enhancing mobility, serving development opportunities, and
addressing other aspects of the Purpose and Need for the Project. Please refer to Chapter
7 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Section 2.5 of the Final EIS/EIR for information on this analysis.

Furthermore, the Project would not eliminate bus service along Wilshire Boulevard but
rather would supplement it with rail. As explained in Chapter 2, Metro Local, Limited, Rapid,
and Express bus service along Wilshire Boulevard will continue to operate in conjunction
with the rail system, if approved and implemented. The Wilshire Boulevard Bus Rapid
Transit project is also assumed to be in place. Maintenance of local bus service levels is an
important component of the transit system serving the Westside Corridor. With the
extension the Purple Line subway service to the Westwood/VA Hospital Station, it is
estimated that one-third of demand would involve local bus access. Metro continues to
seek to improve the region's transit needs and continually evaluates various transit
corridors to achieve a more interconnected transportation system. To help guide design of
subway stations, potential enhanced local bus service at stations was assessed and is

discussed in Chapter 3 of the Final EIS/EIR.

The Project will be funded primarily through a combination of Measure R local funds and
Federal New Starts funds, with some other local, State, and Federal funds. Metro will
continue to use a combination of local, State, and Federal funding sources to operate and
maintain the system. In addition to these funding sources, Metro relies on fare revenues to
fund about one-third of its operating costs. Bus operating funds will not be used to construct
the Project, and no fare increases or service reductions are proposed to cover the Project's
costs. The selection of the TSM Alternative would not have resulted in lower

fares.The Metro Board of Directors establishes fares. Currently, the Base Fare for each
boarding is $1.50 and the Metro Day Pass is $5.00. A transfer is the same as the Base

Fare - $1.50.

Furthermore, 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. Transit service is meant to serve where the
demand is greatest, and these areas are often within neighborhoods that have
Environmental Justice (EJ) populations and communities of concern. Four of the seven
stations are located in, or adjacent to the Environmental Justice populations identified in
Section 4.2.6 of the Final EIS/EIR. Therefore, people living in EJ populations will have the
same opportunity to access the transit and mobility improvements provided by the subway.

The increased connectivity would also reduce the number of transfers which would have a
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Appendix H - Response to Comments

663-1

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. The transit
benefits associated with the LPA are further detailed in Section 3.4 of the Final EIS/EIR.

Westside Subway Extension March 2012
Final Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report Page H-6.3-314



RECORD #812 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date :

Submission Date :

First Name :

Last Name :

Group Affiliation :
812-1 Submission Content :

Westside Subway Extension

Submission Summarized

11/1/2010

11/1/2010

Carlos

Sunlara

BRU

As a daily rider bus rider on the Wilshire corridor, | am looking forward to
the public health and mobility benefits that the Transportation System
Management (TSM) Alternative in the Westside Subway Extension Draft
Environmental Impact Report could have for Wilshire Blvd. If chose, this
option could create a more robust bus system by improving “upon the
existing Metro Rapid Bus service and local bus service in the Westside
Extension Transit Corridor study area.”

| fully support the TSM alternative. I'm also resist the “Subway to the
sea” project. The funds would be much better spent improving your
system (maintenance). Really don’t see a point in a subway to the sea.

Final Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report

Appendix H - Response to Comments

8121
Your preference for the TSM Alternative 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). Alternative 2 was selected as the LPA because the analysis in
the Draft EIS/EIR demonstrated that the Build Alternatives would be more effective than the
TSM Alternative in terms of enhancing mobility, serving development opportunities, and
addressing other aspects of the Purpose and Need for the Project. Please refer to Chapter
7 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Section 2.5 of the Final EIS/EIR for information on this analysis.

Furthermore, the Project would not eliminate bus service along Wilshire Boulevard but
rather would supplement it with rail. As explained in Chapter 2, Metro Local, Limited, Rapid,
and Express bus service along Wilshire Boulevard will continue to operate in conjunction
with the rail system, if approved and implemented. The Wilshire Boulevard Bus Rapid
Transit project is also assumed to be in place. Maintenance of local bus service levels is an
important component of the transit system serving the Westside Corridor. With the
extension the Purple Line subway service to the Westwood/VA Hospital Station, it is
estimated that one-third of demand would involve local bus access. Metro continues to
seek to improve the region's transit needs and continually evaluates various transit
corridors to achieve a more interconnected transportation system. To help guide design of
subway stations, potential enhanced local bus service at stations was assessed and is
discussed in Chapter 3 of the Final EIS/EIR.

The Project will be funded primarily through a combination of Measure R local funds and
Federal New Starts funds, with some other local, State, and Federal funds. Metro will
continue to use a combination of local, State, and Federal funding sources to operate and
maintain the system. In addition to these funding sources, Metro relies on fare revenues to
fund about one-third of its operating costs. Bus operating funds will not be used to construct
the Project, and no fare increases or service reductions are proposed to cover the Project's
costs. The selection of the TSM Alternative would not have resulted in lower

fares.The Metro Board of Directors establishes fares. Currently, the Base Fare for each
boarding is $1.50 and the Metro Day Pass is $5.00. A transfer is the same as the Base
Fare - $1.50.

Furthermore, 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. Transit service is meant to serve where the
demand is greatest, and these areas are often within neighborhoods that have
Environmental Justice (EJ) populations and communities of concern. Four of the seven
stations are located in, or adjacent to the Environmental Justice populations identified in
Section 4.2.6 of the Final EIS/EIR. Therefore, people living in EJ populations will have the
same opportunity to access the transit and mobility improvements provided by the subway.

The increased connectivity would also reduce the number of transfers which would have a
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Appendix H - Response to Comments

812-1

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. The transit
benefits associated with the LPA are further detailed in Section 3.4 of the Final EIS/EIR.

Westside Subway Extension March 2012
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2010 Draft Environmental Impact Report for Westside Extension Comment

56q-1|AS @ daily rider bus rider on the Wilshire corridor, | am looking forward to the public health and mobility

Sincerely,

/

Signature

/

benefits thlal the Transportation System Management (T8SM) Alternative in the Westside Subway Extension
Draft Environmental Impact Report could have for Wilshire Blvd. If chosen, this option could create a

rnore robust bus system by improving “upon the existing Metro Rapid Bus service and local bus service
in the Westside Extension Transit Corridor study area.”
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Business or organization:

Westside Subway Extension
Final Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report

LK

Appendix H - Response to Comments

560-1
Your preference for the TSM Alternative 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). Alternative 2 was selected as the LPA because the analysis in
the Draft EIS/EIR demonstrated that the Build Alternatives would be more effective than the
TSM Alternative in terms of enhancing mobility, serving development opportunities, and
addressing other aspects of the Purpose and Need for the Project. Please refer to Chapter
7 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Section 2.5 of the Final EIS/EIR for information on this analysis.

Furthermore, bus operating funds will not be used to construct the Project, and no fare
increases or service reductions are proposed to cover the Project's costs. The Project will
not eliminate bus service along Wilshire Boulevard but rather will supplement it with rail. As
explained in Chapter 2, Metro Local, Limited, Rapid, and Express bus service along
Wilshire Boulevard will continue to operate in conjunction with the rail system, if approved
and implemented. The Wilshire Boulevard Bus Rapid Transit project is also assumed to be
in place. Maintenance of local bus service levels is an important component of the transit
system serving the Westside Corridor. With the extension the Purple Line subway service
to the Westwood/VA Hospital Station, it is estimated that one-third of demand will involve
local bus access. Metro continues to seek to improve the region's transit needs and
continually evaluates various transit corridors to achieve a more interconnected
transportation system. To help guide design of subway stations, potential enhanced local
bus service at stations was assessed and is discussed in Chapter 3 of the Final 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 and the LPA selection process.
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Comment from

First Name: Henry
Last Name: Tang

Email: tanghenry@yahoo.com
Phone:
URL:
69-1 I am a long distance Metrolink commuter arriving at Union Station in the mornings

on my way to work in Westwood. From Union Station, it currently takes about one
hour during rush hour to get to Westwood via the Red/Purple subway and Wilshire
Rapid 920/720 buses (8AM mornings, the reverse during S5PM evenings). It
practically takes me longer to get to Westwood from Union Station than it does
for me to get to Union Station from the East Ontario Metrolink station, which
shows just how ridiculous it is time-wise when you look at the actual distances
on a map. I am extremely pleased, though, to see that with the Subway extension,
the journey between Union Station and Westwood will be reduced to 25 minutes.

Not only is this a significant time savings, but the commute also becomes less
stressful as the inherent reliability of a subway reduces the need for commuters
add extra "padding" time to account for buses getting stuck in varying degrees of
traffic congestion. 1In effect, less wasted time overall and a huge increase in
commuter satisfaction. Build it, and build it quickly.

Westside Subway Extension
Final Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report

Appendix H - Response to Comments

69-1

Your comment in support of the Westside Subway Extension Project has been noted. On
October 28, 2010, the Metro Board of Directors identified 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, and between them,
Alternative 2 provides higher ridership and improved cost effectiveness. Additionally,
Alternative 2 serves the VA Hospital and other communities west of the 1-405 more
effectively.

Your comment about the project schedule has been noted. In April 2010, the Metro Board
of Directors adopted the America Fast Forward 30/10 Initiative that directs that the
Westside Subway Extension Project to seek accelerated federal funding to deliver the
Project in a single phase to Westwood. Based on this accelerated funding schedule, the
parallel construction of portions of the alignment and stations would allow the entire LPA to
be open and operational to the Westwood/VA Hospital Station in 2022 as a single phase.

In the event that accelerated federal funding cannot be secured, the LPA would be
constructed in three sequential phases in accordance with the Metro Long Range
Transportation Plan. The first phase to the Wilshire/La Cienega Station would open in
2020, the second phase to the Century City Station would open in 2026, and the final
phase to the Westwood/VA Hospital Station would open in 2036.

Please refer to Section 2.6.11 of the Final EIS/EIR for further information on the
construction schedule. 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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RECORD #529 DETAIL

Status :

Record Date :

Submission Date :

First Name :

Last Name :

Group Affiliation :
529-1 Submission Content :

Westside Subway Extension

Submission Summarized
10/18/2010

10/18/2010

Jennifer

Taylor

Santa Monica resident

| wanted to voice my support for the Westside Extension Transit
Corridor. We desperately need improved public transit servicing this
part of LA. The subway will get more people to use public transportation
(if it's reliable, convenient and fast) and help relieve traffic congestion
throughout this corridor. As a Santa Monica reisdent, | welcome this!
The Metro and BBB buses, while better than nothing, are not an ideal
option for commuting on a regular basis.

Final Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report

Appendix H - Response to Comments

5201
Your comment in support of the Westside Subway Extension Project has been noted. On
October 28, 2010, the Metro Board of Directors identified 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, and between them,
Alternative 2 provides higher ridership and improved cost effectiveness. Additionally,
Alternative 2 serves the VA Hospital and other communities west of the 1-405 more
effectively.

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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Westside Subway Extension
Final Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report

Appendix H - Response to Comments

7451
Your preference for the TSM Alternative 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). Alternative 2 was selected as the LPA because the analysis in
the Draft EIS/EIR demonstrated that the Build Alternatives would be more effective than the
TSM Alternative in terms of enhancing mobility, serving development opportunities, and
addressing other aspects of the Purpose and Need for the Project. Please refer to Chapter
7 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Section 2.5 of the Final EIS/EIR for information on this analysis.

Furthermore, the Project would not eliminate bus service along Wilshire Boulevard but
rather would supplement it with rail. As explained in Chapter 2, Metro Local, Limited, Rapid,
and Express bus service along Wilshire Boulevard will continue to operate in conjunction
with the rail system, if approved and implemented. The Wilshire Boulevard Bus Rapid
Transit project is also assumed to be in place. Maintenance of local bus service levels is an
important component of the transit system serving the Westside Corridor. With the
extension the Purple Line subway service to the Westwood/VA Hospital Station, it is
estimated that one-third of demand would involve local bus access. Metro continues to
seek to improve the region's transit needs and continually evaluates various transit
corridors to achieve a more interconnected transportation system. To help guide design of
subway stations, potential enhanced local bus service at stations was assessed and is

discussed in Chapter 3 of the Final EIS/EIR.

The Project will be funded primarily through a combination of Measure R local funds and
Federal New Starts funds, with some other local, State, and Federal funds. Metro will
continue to use a combination of local, State, and Federal funding sources to operate and
maintain the system. In addition to these funding sources, Metro relies on fare revenues to
fund about one-third of its operating costs. Bus operating funds will not be used to construct
the Project, and no fare increases or service reductions are proposed to cover the Project's
costs. The selection of the TSM Alternative would not have resulted in lower

fares.The Metro Board of Directors establishes fares. Currently, the Base Fare for each
boarding is $1.50 and the Metro Day Pass is $5.00. A transfer is the same as the Base

Fare - $1.50.

Furthermore, 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. Transit service is meant to serve where the
demand is greatest, and these areas are often within neighborhoods that have
Environmental Justice (EJ) populations and communities of concern. Four of the seven
stations are located in, or adjacent to the Environmental Justice populations identified in
Section 4.2.6 of the Final EIS/EIR. Therefore, people living in EJ populations will have the
same opportunity to access the transit and mobility improvements provided by the subway.

The increased connectivity would also reduce the number of transfers which would have a
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Appendix H - Response to Comments

7451

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. The transit
benefits associated with the LPA are further detailed in Section 3.4 of the Final EIS/EIR.

Westside Subway Extension March 2012
Final Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report Page H-6.3-321



PO Box 13939
Los Angeles CA 90013
September 20, 2010

VIA FIRST-CLASS MAIL

David Mieger, Project Director

DEO, Countywide Planning & Development
Metro

| Gateway Plaza, 99-22-5

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Dear Mr. Mieger:

429-1 I write to you in strong support of the Purple Line West Side Extension currently being
consluliercd by Metro. I am a resident of downtown Los Angeles and an active voter and
participant in civic matters.

'[_'he Los Angeles arca badly needs a large-scale expansion of its light rail and subway
|me§. and the Purple Line extension would be a vital part of that larger network. In i
particular, we need to make the difficult decisions now to increase ridership as much as
possible by placing stations in the locations that are best suited for high ridership levels,

429-2 In particular, I support locating a station in central Century City in such a manner so as to
attract the maximum possible number of riders from that area. The greater Los Angeles
area will reap the benefits from that decision for generations to come.

429-3 1 also strongly support building as much of the line as possible now, including an

extension to Santa Monica and a connection to West Hollywood (alternatives 4 and 5).

It is always advisable to build as much of the line underground as possible, in keeping
with the high-density character of mid-city Los Angeles and the West Side,

Thank you for considering these comments.

Yours very truly,

% //MJ r

Bryan K. Theis

Westside Subway Extension
Final Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report

Appendix H - Response to Comments

4201
Your comment in support of the Westside Subway Extension Project has been noted. On
October 28, 2010, the Metro Board of Directors identified 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, and between them,
Alternative 2 provides higher ridership and improved cost effectiveness. Additionally,
Alternative 2 serves the VA Hospital and other communities west of the 1-405 more
effectively.

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.

429-2

Your comment regarding the Century City Station 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). As part of the LPA selection, the Metro Board of
Directors decided to continue to study both station location options in Century City (Santa
Monica Boulevard and Constellation Boulevard) to address concerns raised by the
community regarding locating a station directly on a seismic fault and the safety of
tunneling under homes and schools.

In response to the Metro Board of Director’s request for more information, further analysis
was undertaken to focus on the engineering and environmental aspects of the two options
during the preparation of the Final EIS/EIR to expand on the studies conducted in
preparation of the Draft EIS/EIR. It should be noted that prior to conducting the comparative
study, the Santa Monica Boulevard Station location was shifted slightly to the east from the
location in the Draft EIS/EIR to avoid the Santa Monica Fault zone.

The geotechnical studies conducted during preparation of the Final EIS/EIR concluded that
tunneling can be safely carried out beneath the Beverly Hills High School campus and the
West Beverly Hills, Century City, and Westwood neighborhoods. However, these studies
also determined that the Century City Santa Monica Station would cross the West Beverly
Hills Lineament, a northern extension of the active Newport-Inglewood Fault, which poses a
significant safety risk to passengers at this station location. No evidence of faulting was
found at the proposed Century City Constellation Station site.

In addition, the Century City Constellation Boulevard Station has the best pedestrian
environment, can be expected to attract the most transit riders, and is centrally located to
help shape the redevelopment of Century City as an important transit-oriented destination
on the Westside Subway Extension. Further refinements to the ridership analysis
concluded that the Century City Constellation Station would result in 3,350 more boardings
along new Westside Subway Extension stations than the Century City Santa Monica
Station due to proximity to jobs and residences within the critical 600-foot and 1/4-mile
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walksheds.

Based on all of these factors, the Century City Station Location Report concluded by
recommending that the Century City Station be located along Constellation Boulevard due
to seismic safety concerns at the Santa Monica Boulevard Station and higher ridership
projections with Constellation Boulevard Station.

Please refer to Section 8.8.2 and 8.8.3 of the Final EIS/EIR for more detailed responses to
concerns related to the Century City Station. Refer to Section 7.3 of the Final EIS/EIR and
the Westside Subway Extension Century City Station Location Report for a comparison of
the two Century City Station locations. The results of further geotechnical investigations in
the Century City vicinity can be found in the Westside Subway Extension Century City Area
Fault Investigation Report and the Westside Subway Extension Century City Area
Tunneling Safety Report. The results of further ridership studies can be found in the
Westside Subway Extension Technical Report Summarizing the Results of the Forecasted
Alternatives and the Westside Subway Extension Century City TOD and Walk Access
Study. All reports are available on the Metro Westside Subway Extension Project website:
www.metro.net/projects/westside/westside-reports.

429-3

Your support for Alternative 4 (Westwood/VA Hospital Extension plus West Hollywood
Extension) or Alternative 5 (Santa Monica Extension plus West Hollywood 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 1-405 more effectively.

The Draft EIS/EIR demonstrated a significant market for a subway serving Santa Monica
and West Hollywood. However, there is not sufficient Measure R or other funding available
to construct a Santa Monica or West Hollywood subway at this time. The Santa Monica and
West Hollywood corridors are included in the Strategic Element of the 2009 Long Range
Transportation Plan. 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

also be designed so as not to preclude future westward extension of the subway.

The subway will be entirely below grade.

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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Your preference for the TSM Alternative has been noted. On October 28, 2010, the Metro
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Furthermore, 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. Transit service is meant to serve where the
demand is greatest, and these areas are often within neighborhoods that have
Environmental Justice (EJ) populations and communities of concern. Four of the seven
stations are located in, or adjacent to the Environmental Justice populations identified in
Section 4.2.6 of the Final EIS/EIR. Therefore, people living in EJ populations will have the
same opportunity to access the transit and mobility improvements provided by the subway.

The increased connectivity would also reduce the number of transfers which would have a
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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. The transit
benefits associated with the LPA are further detailed in Section 3.4 of the Final EIS/EIR.
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7081
Your preference for the TSM Alternative 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). Alternative 2 was selected as the LPA because the analysis in
the Draft EIS/EIR demonstrated that the Build Alternatives would be more effective than the
TSM Alternative in terms of enhancing mobility, serving development opportunities, and
addressing other aspects of the Purpose and Need for the Project. Please refer to Chapter
7 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Section 2.5 of the Final EIS/EIR for information on this analysis.

Furthermore, the Project would not eliminate bus service along Wilshire Boulevard but
rather would supplement it with rail. As explained in Chapter 2, Metro Local, Limited, Rapid,
and Express bus service along Wilshire Boulevard will continue to operate in conjunction
with the rail system, if approved and implemented. The Wilshire Boulevard Bus Rapid
Transit project is also assumed to be in place. Maintenance of local bus service levels is an
important component of the transit system serving the Westside Corridor. With the
extension the Purple Line subway service to the Westwood/VA Hospital Station, it is
estimated that one-third of demand would involve local bus access. Metro continues to
seek to improve the region's transit needs and continually evaluates various transit
corridors to achieve a more interconnected transportation system. To help guide design of
subway stations, potential enhanced local bus service at stations was assessed and is
discussed in Chapter 3 of the Final EIS/EIR.

The Project will be funded primarily through a combination of Measure R local funds and
Federal New Starts funds, with some other local, State, and Federal funds. Metro will
continue to use a combination of local, State, and Federal funding sources to operate and
maintain the system. In addition to these funding sources, Metro relies on fare revenues to
fund about one-third of its operating costs. Bus operating funds will not be used to construct
the Project, and no fare increases or service reductions are proposed to cover the Project's
costs. The selection of the TSM Alternative would not have resulted in lower

fares.The Metro Board of Directors establishes fares. Currently, the Base Fare for each
boarding is $1.50 and the Metro Day Pass is $5.00. A transfer is the same as the Base
Fare - $1.50.

Furthermore, 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. Transit service is meant to serve where the
demand is greatest, and these areas are often within neighborhoods that have
Environmental Justice (EJ) populations and communities of concern. Four of the seven
stations are located in, or adjacent to the Environmental Justice populations identified in
Section 4.2.6 of the Final EIS/EIR. Therefore, people living in EJ populations will have the
same opportunity to access the transit and mobility improvements provided by the subway.

The increased connectivity would also reduce the number of transfers which would have a
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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. The transit
benefits associated with the LPA are further detailed in Section 3.4 of the Final EIS/EIR.
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Your preference for the TSM Alternative 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). Alternative 2 was selected as the LPA because the analysis in
the Draft EIS/EIR demonstrated that the Build Alternatives would be more effective than the
TSM Alternative in terms of enhancing mobility, serving development opportunities, and
addressing other aspects of the Purpose and Need for the Project. Please refer to Chapter
7 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Section 2.5 of the Final EIS/EIR for information on this analysis.

Furthermore, the Project would not eliminate bus service along Wilshire Boulevard but
rather would supplement it with rail. As explained in Chapter 2, Metro Local, Limited, Rapid,
and Express bus service along Wilshire Boulevard will continue to operate in conjunction
with the rail system, if approved and implemented. The Wilshire Boulevard Bus Rapid
Transit project is also assumed to be in place. Maintenance of local bus service levels is an
important component of the transit system serving the Westside Corridor. With the
extension the Purple Line subway service to the Westwood/VA Hospital Station, it is
estimated that one-third of demand would involve local bus access. Metro continues to
seek to improve the region's transit needs and continually evaluates various transit
corridors to achieve a more interconnected transportation system. To help guide design of
subway stations, potential enhanced local bus service at stations was assessed and is
discussed in Chapter 3 of the Final EIS/EIR.

The Project will be funded primarily through a combination of Measure R local funds and
Federal New Starts funds, with some other local, State, and Federal funds. Metro will
continue to use a combination of local, State, and Federal funding sources to operate and
maintain the system. In addition to these funding sources, Metro relies on fare revenues to
fund about one-third of its operating costs. Bus operating funds will not be used to construct
the Project, and no fare increases or service reductions are proposed to cover the Project's
costs. The selection of the TSM Alternative would not have resulted in lower

fares.The Metro Board of Directors establishes fares. Currently, the Base Fare for each
boarding is $1.50 and the Metro Day Pass is $5.00. A transfer is the same as the Base
Fare - $1.50.

Furthermore, 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. Transit service is meant to serve where the
demand is greatest, and these areas are often within neighborhoods that have
Environmental Justice (EJ) populations and communities of concern. Four of the seven
stations are located in, or adjacent to the Environmental Justice populations identified in
Section 4.2.6 of the Final EIS/EIR. Therefore, people living in EJ populations will have the
same opportunity to access the transit and mobility improvements provided by the subway.

The increased connectivity would also reduce the number of transfers which would have a
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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. The transit
benefits associated with the LPA are further detailed in Section 3.4 of the Final EIS/EIR.
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Status :

Record Date :

Submission Date :

First Name :

Last Name :

Group Affiliation :
353-1 Submission Content :

Westside Subway Extension

Submission Summarized
10/11/2010

10/11/2010

John

Thompsen

All | can say is "Build Baby Build!" And it would be great to get the line all
the way to Century City as the first phase. Ridership will be off the
charts if you can do this...

Final Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report

Appendix H - Response to Comments

3531
Your comment in support of the Westside Subway Extension Project has been noted. On
October 28, 2010, the Metro Board of Directors identified 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, and between them,
Alternative 2 provides higher ridership and improved cost effectiveness. Additionally,
Alternative 2 serves the VA Hospital and other communities west of the 1-405 more
effectively.

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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Your preference for the TSM Alternative 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). Alternative 2 was selected as the LPA because the analysis in
the Draft EIS/EIR demonstrated that the Build Alternatives would be more effective than the
TSM Alternative in terms of enhancing mobility, serving development opportunities, and
addressing other aspects of the Purpose and Need for the Project. Please refer to Chapter
7 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Section 2.5 of the Final EIS/EIR for information on this analysis.

Furthermore, the Project would not eliminate bus service along Wilshire Boulevard but
rather would supplement it with rail. As explained in Chapter 2, Metro Local, Limited, Rapid,
and Express bus service along Wilshire Boulevard will continue to operate in conjunction
with the rail system, if approved and implemented. The Wilshire Boulevard Bus Rapid
Transit project is also assumed to be in place. Maintenance of local bus service levels is an
important component of the transit system serving the Westside Corridor. With the
extension the Purple Line subway service to the Westwood/VA Hospital Station, it is
estimated that one-third of demand would involve local bus access. Metro continues to
seek to improve the region's transit needs and continually evaluates various transit
corridors to achieve a more interconnected transportation system. To help guide design of
subway stations, potential enhanced local bus service at stations was assessed and is
discussed in Chapter 3 of the Final EIS/EIR.

The Project will be funded primarily through a combination of Measure R local funds and
Federal New Starts funds, with some other local, State, and Federal funds. Metro will
continue to use a combination of local, State, and Federal funding sources to operate and
maintain the system. In addition to these funding sources, Metro relies on fare revenues to
fund about one-third of its operating costs. Bus operating funds will not be used to construct
the Project, and no fare increases or service reductions are proposed to cover the Project's
costs. The selection of the TSM Alternative would not have resulted in lower

fares.The Metro Board of Directors establishes fares. Currently, the Base Fare for each
boarding is $1.50 and the Metro Day Pass is $5.00. A transfer is the same as the Base
Fare - $1.50.

Furthermore, 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. Transit service is meant to serve where the
demand is greatest, and these areas are often within neighborhoods that have
Environmental Justice (EJ) populations and communities of concern. Four of the seven
stations are located in, or adjacent to the Environmental Justice populations identified in
Section 4.2.6 of the Final EIS/EIR. Therefore, people living in EJ populations will have the
same opportunity to access the transit and mobility improvements provided by the subway.

The increased connectivity would also reduce the number of transfers which would have a
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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. The transit
benefits associated with the LPA are further detailed in Section 3.4 of the Final EIS/EIR.
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From: Diane R. Tishkoff
To: Westside Extension
Ce: zev@bos.lacounty.gov; Jonathan Prince
Subject: No Tunneling Under Beverly Hills High School
Date: Wednesday, September 29, 2010 9:09:35 PM
1201 This note is to inform you and the MTA that | am not in favor of the

Congtellation Station in Century City, as drilling and construction would run
under Beverly Hills High School.

| urge MTA to use the original plan, one that incorporated Santa Monica Blvd
to use for the Westside expansion of the subway (called "the Santa Monica
Boulevard option").

Thank you,

~ Diane Tishkoff

DR Tishkoff
MOBILE: 310-487-5556

diverse@me.com
TishkoffCreative.com

----- Forwarded Message ----

From: Beverly Hills High School PTSA <bhhsptsa@gmail.com>
To: diverse@me.com

Sent: Wed, September 29, 2010 8:51:04 PM

Subject: No Tunneling Under BHHS

Westside Subway Extension
Final Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report

Appendix H - Response to Comments

120-1

Your comment in support of the Century City Santa Monica Station location and concerns
about tunneling beneath homes and schools as well as the development of the Century
City station and alignment options has been noted.

Metro followed FTA’'s New Starts project planning and development process and carefully
considered public input in developing the location of the Century City Station. The process
of determining the location of the Century City Station began with the Westside Transit
Corridor Alternatives Analysis Study in 2007. At the beginning of the Alternatives Analysis
(AA) Study, two general corridors—one along Wilshire Boulevard and the other along
Santa Monica Boulevard—were presented to the public at Early Scoping meetings. Some
people who spoke at the Early Scoping meetings generally supported the proposed station
locations that were presented (Santa Monica Boulevard in Century City being one of them).
However, some attendees also suggested additional or alternate station locations, with
some commenting that the station in Century City should be south of Santa Monica
Boulevard, closer to the center of Century City, which Metro took into consideration.

During scoping for the Draft EIS/EIR in 2009, Metro sought additional public comment on
the alignment and station options in the Beverly Hills to Westwood area, including the
Century City Station location. During preparation of the Draft EIS/EIR, the alignment and
station locations were refined to avoid impacts to the natural and built environments where
feasible, provide a cost-effective solution to increase east/west mobility in the Study Area,
and respond to public and agency input. The analysis and refinement of the station and
alignment locations, including the Century City Station location, are described in the
Westside Subway Extension Alternatives Screening and Refinement Following Scoping
Report. Ultimately, the Century City Santa Monica Station and the Century City
Constellation Station were carried forward for analysis in the Draft EIS/EIR.

Following public circulation of the Draft EIS/EIR, on October 28, 2010, the Metro Board of
Directors identified Alternative 2 (Westwood/VA Hospital Extension) as the Locally
Preferred Alternative (LPA). As part of the LPA selection, the Metro Board of Directors
decided to continue to study both station location options in Century City (Santa Monica
Boulevard and Constellation Boulevard) to address concerns raised by the community
regarding locating a station directly on a seismic fault and the safety of tunneling under
homes and schools. The Metro Board of Directors also decided to not include the
Constellation South alignment between the Wilshire/Rodeo and Century City Stations as
part of the LPA, but to continue to study the Constellation North and the Santa Monica
Boulevard alignments. The Constellation South alignment passed beneath more residential
properties than the Constellation North or Santa Monica Boulevard alignments. In addition,
the Metro Board of Directors decided to not include the West or Central alignments
between Century City and Westwood/UCLA as part of the LPA, but to continue to study the
East alignment because the East alignment is the most direct and least expensive route
between the two stations.
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Safety, both during construction and eventual operations, is one of Metro’s highest priorities
and is one of the key evaluation criteria in selection of the Locally Preferred Alternative
(LPA). In response to the Metro Board of Director’s request for more information, further
analysis was undertaken to focus on the engineering and environmental aspects of the two
options during the preparation of the Final EIS/EIR to expand on the studies conducted in
preparation of the Draft EIS/EIR. It should be noted that prior to conducting the comparative
study, the Santa Monica Boulevard Station location was shifted slightly to the east from the
location in the Draft EIS/EIR to avoid the Santa Monica Fault zone.

On most transit tunnel projects, significant portions of the alignment are constructed
adjacent to or beneath buildings. The LPA passes beneath homes and schools in these
neighborhoods because the curve radius required for subway tunnels is much wider than
that required at a typical surface street intersection. The current alignment minimizes
tunneling under buildings to the east and west of both the Century City Stations. The
station position on Constellation Boulevard requires the tunnel alignment to be under the
south portion of Beverly Hills High School Building B in order to reach the station location.
There is no reasonable tunnel alignment that does not pass under homes or structures
within the Beverly Hills High School campus.

The geotechnical studies conducted during preparation of the Final EIS/EIR concluded that
tunneling can be safely carried out beneath the Beverly Hills High School campus and the
West Beverly Hills, Century City, and Westwood neighborhoods. The use of state-of-the-art
pressurized closed-face TBMs for soft-ground tunneling has greatly improved the control of
ground movements such that tunneling can be done with minimal surface settlements. The
presence of the tunnels will neither affect the risk to buildings above them during an
earthquake nor change the severity of shaking. Finally, tunnels can be constructed and
operated safely in gassy grounds and oil wells do not pose an unmitigatible risk to
tunneling.

The additional detailed geotechnical studies also assessed soil conditions and determine
the potential for noise or vibration impacts on the surface along the refined alignments.
These studies concluded that the predicted vibration and noise levels are within the FTA
requirements and operation of the subway is not anticipated to have adverse impacts with
the implementation of mitigation, including areas where the tunnels pass beneath homes
and schools. During construction, low levels of noise and vibration may be experienced for
a day or two as each of the two TBMs pass under a given location. In addition, as the
tunnels are driven, construction trains bring supplies to and from the tunnel heading.
However, these underground construction noises will also be controlled to be within Metro
criteria.

The Westside Subway Extension will not reduce the availability of BHHS for use as an
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emergency shelter or impact the operations of its use as an emergency shelter.
Furthermore, tunneling would not prevent future development of the BHHS campus. The
vertical alignment of the tunnel would be 55 to 70 feet below the ground surface (to the top
of the tunnel), which would allow for construction of an underground structure over the
tunnel at a later date.

These geotechnical studies also determined that the Century City Santa Monica Station
would cross the West Beverly Hills Lineament, a northern extension of the active Newport-
Inglewood Fault, which poses a significant safety risk to passengers at this station location.
No evidence of faulting was found at the proposed Century City Constellation Station site.
Tunnels to the east and west of Century City pass through at least two active faults.
However, there are numerous tools, designs, and construction means and methods that
have been used elsewhere that can be used to safely tunnel through these fault zones.

In addition, the Century City Constellation Boulevard Station has the best pedestrian
environment, can be expected to attract the most transit riders, and is centrally located to
help shape the redevelopment of Century City as an important transit-oriented destination
on the Westside Subway Extension. Further refinements to the ridership analysis
concluded that the Century City Constellation Station would result in 3,350 more boardings
along new Westside Subway Extension stations than the Century City Santa Monica
Station due to proximity to jobs and residences within the critical 600-foot and 1/4-mile
walksheds.

Based on all of these factors, the Century City Station Location Report concluded by
recommending that the Century City Station be located along Constellation Boulevard due
to seismic safety concerns at the Santa Monica Boulevard Station and higher ridership
projections with Constellation Boulevard Station.

Please refer to Section 8.8.2 and 8.8.3 of the Final EIS/EIR for more detailed responses to
concerns related to the Century City Station and alignments and Section 8.8.4 of the Final
EIS/EIR for a more detailed response to geotechnical concerns. Refer to Section 7.3 of the
Final EIS/EIR and the Westside Subway Extension Century City Station Location Report for
a comparison of the two Century City Station locations. The results of further geotechnical
investigations in the Century City vicinity can be found in the Westside Subway Extension
Century City Area Fault Investigation Report and the Westside Subway Extension Century
City Area Tunneling Safety Report. The results of further ridership studies can be found in
the Westside Subway Extension Technical Report Summarizing the Results of the
Forecasted Alternatives and the Westside Subway Extension Century City TOD and Walk
Access Study. All reports are available on the Metro Westside Subway Extension Project
website: www.metro.net/projects/westside/westside-reports.
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From: ila Toobi
To: Westside Extension
Subject: metro
Date: Monday, October 04, 2010 6:28:11 PM
Hello,
292-1 I'm a Beverly Hills resident and a tax payer. | have one child in El Rodeo public school,

another one, a 10th grader at Beverly Hills High School and an 18 year old who graduated
from Beverly Hills High School last year.

PLEASE DO NOT run the metro under Beverly Hills High School and go ahead with your
first and original plan.

Thank you

A Very Concerned Parent

Westside Subway Extension
Final Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report

Appendix H - Response to Comments

292-1

Your comment in support of the Century City Santa Monica Station location and concerns
about tunneling beneath homes and schools as well as the development of the Century
City station and alignment options has been noted.

Metro followed FTA's New Starts project planning and development process and carefully
considered public input in developing the location of the Century City Station. The process
of determining the location of the Century City Station began with the Westside Transit
Corridor Alternatives Analysis Study in 2007. At the beginning of the Alternatives Analysis
(AA) Study, two general corridors—one along Wilshire Boulevard and the other along
Santa Monica Boulevard—were presented to the public at Early Scoping meetings. Some
people who spoke at the Early Scoping meetings generally supported the proposed station
locations that were presented (Santa Monica Boulevard in Century City being one of them).
However, some attendees also suggested additional or alternate station locations, with
some commenting that the station in Century City should be south of Santa Monica
Boulevard, closer to the center of Century City, which Metro took into consideration.

During scoping for the Draft EIS/EIR in 2009, Metro sought additional public comment on
the alignment and station options in the Beverly Hills to Westwood area, including the
Century City Station location. During preparation of the Draft EIS/EIR, the alignment and
station locations were refined to avoid impacts to the natural and built environments where
feasible, provide a cost-effective solution to increase east/west mobility in the Study Area,
and respond to public and agency input. The analysis and refinement of the station and
alignment locations, including the Century City Station location, are described in the
Westside Subway Extension Alternatives Screening and Refinement Following Scoping
Report. Ultimately, the Century City Santa Monica Station and the Century City
Constellation Station were carried forward for analysis in the Draft EIS/EIR.

Following public circulation of the Draft EIS/EIR, on October 28, 2010, the Metro Board of
Directors identified Alternative 2 (Westwood/VA Hospital Extension) as the Locally
Preferred Alternative (LPA). As part of the LPA selection, the Metro Board of Directors
decided to continue to study both station location options in Century City (Santa Monica
Boulevard and Constellation Boulevard) to address concerns raised by the community
regarding locating a station directly on a seismic fault and the safety of tunneling under
homes and schools. The Metro Board of Directors also decided to not include the
Constellation South alignment between the Wilshire/Rodeo and Century City Stations as
part of the LPA, but to continue to study the Constellation North and the Santa Monica
Boulevard alignments. The Constellation South alignment passed beneath more residential
properties than the Constellation North or Santa Monica Boulevard alignments. In addition,
the Metro Board of Directors decided to not include the West or Central alignments
between Century City and Westwood/UCLA as part of the LPA, but to continue to study the
East alignment because the East alignment is the most direct and least expensive route
between the two stations.
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Safety, both during construction and eventual operations, is one of Metro’s highest priorities
and is one of the key evaluation criteria in selection of the Locally Preferred Alternative
(LPA). In response to the Metro Board of Director’s request for more information, further
analysis was undertaken to focus on the engineering and environmental aspects of the two
options during the preparation of the Final EIS/EIR to expand on the studies conducted in
preparation of the Draft EIS/EIR. It should be noted that prior to conducting the comparative
study, the Santa Monica Boulevard Station location was shifted slightly to the east from the
location in the Draft EIS/EIR to avoid the Santa Monica Fault zone.

On most transit tunnel projects, significant portions of the alignment are constructed
adjacent to or beneath buildings. The LPA passes beneath homes and schools in these
neighborhoods because the curve radius required for subway tunnels is much wider than
that required at a typical surface street intersection. The current alignment minimizes
tunneling under buildings to the east and west of both the Century City Stations. The
station position on Constellation Boulevard requires the tunnel alignment to be under the
south portion of Beverly Hills High School Building B in order to reach the station location.
There is no reasonable tunnel alignment that does not pass under homes or structures
within the Beverly Hills High School campus.

The geotechnical studies conducted during preparation of the Final EIS/EIR concluded that
tunneling can be safely carried out beneath the Beverly Hills High School campus and the
West Beverly Hills, Century City, and Westwood neighborhoods. The use of state-of-the-art
pressurized closed-face TBMs for soft-ground tunneling has greatly improved the control of
ground movements such that tunneling can be done with minimal surface settlements. The
presence of the tunnels will neither affect the risk to buildings above them during an
earthquake nor change the severity of shaking. Finally, tunnels can be constructed and
operated safely in gassy grounds and oil wells do not pose an unmitigatible risk to
tunneling.

The additional detailed geotechnical studies also assessed soil conditions and determine
the potential for noise or vibration impacts on the surface along the refined alignments.
These studies concluded that the predicted vibration and noise levels are within the FTA
requirements and operation of the subway is not anticipated to have adverse impacts with
the implementation of mitigation, including areas where the tunnels pass beneath homes
and schools. During construction, low levels of noise and vibration may be experienced for
a day or two as each of the two TBMs pass under a given location. In addition, as the
tunnels are driven, construction trains bring supplies to and from the tunnel heading.
However, these underground construction noises will also be controlled to be within Metro
criteria.

The Westside Subway Extension will not reduce the availability of BHHS for use as an
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emergency shelter or impact the operations of its use as an emergency shelter.
Furthermore, tunneling would not prevent future development of the BHHS campus. The
vertical alignment of the tunnel would be 55 to 70 feet below the ground surface (to the top
of the tunnel), which would allow for construction of an underground structure over the
tunnel at a later date.

These geotechnical studies also determined that the Century City Santa Monica Station
would cross the West Beverly Hills Lineament, a northern extension of the active Newport-
Inglewood Fault, which poses a significant safety risk to passengers at this station location.
No evidence of faulting was found at the proposed Century City Constellation Station site.
Tunnels to the east and west of Century City pass through at least two active faults.
However, there are numerous tools, designs, and construction means and methods that
have been used elsewhere that can be used to safely tunnel through these fault zones.

In addition, the Century City Constellation Boulevard Station has the best pedestrian
environment, can be expected to attract the most transit riders, and is centrally located to
help shape the redevelopment of Century City as an important transit-oriented destination
on the Westside Subway Extension. Further refinements to the ridership analysis
concluded that the Century City Constellation Station would result in 3,350 more boardings
along new Westside Subway Extension stations than the Century City Santa Monica
Station due to proximity to jobs and residences within the critical 600-foot and 1/4-mile
walksheds.

Based on all of these factors, the Century City Station Location Report concluded by
recommending that the Century City Station be located along Constellation Boulevard due
to seismic safety concerns at the Santa Monica Boulevard Station and higher ridership
projections with Constellation Boulevard Station.

Please refer to Section 8.8.2 and 8.8.3 of the Final EIS/EIR for more detailed responses to
concerns related to the Century City Station and alignments and Section 8.8.4 of the Final
EIS/EIR for a more detailed response to geotechnical concerns. Refer to Section 7.3 of the
Final EIS/EIR and the Westside Subway Extension Century City Station Location Report for
a comparison of the two Century City Station locations. The results of further geotechnical
investigations in the Century City vicinity can be found in the Westside Subway Extension
Century City Area Fault Investigation Report and the Westside Subway Extension Century
City Area Tunneling Safety Report. The results of further ridership studies can be found in
the Westside Subway Extension Technical Report Summarizing the Results of the
Forecasted Alternatives and the Westside Subway Extension Century City TOD and Walk
Access Study. All reports are available on the Metro Westside Subway Extension Project
website: www.metro.net/projects/westside/westside-reports.
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Comment from

First Name: Eric
Last Name: Tooley

Email: erictooleyl@gmail.com

Phone:

URL:
52-1 I support the Westside Extension Transit Corridor and think that the station
52-2 should be built at Century City on Constellation. I think that it should go to

at least Westwood, if not beyond to the VA Hospital, although I think that there
should be a portal on both sides of the road for the VA station so that it is
near Bundy.
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Your comment in support of the Westside Subway Extension Project has been noted.

Your comment in support of the Century City Constellation Station 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). As part of the LPA selection,
the Metro Board of Directors decided to continue to study both station location options in
Century City (Santa Monica Boulevard and Constellation Boulevard) to address concerns
raised by the community regarding locating a station directly on a seismic fault and the
safety of tunneling under homes and schools.

In response to the Metro Board of Director’s request for more information, further analysis
was undertaken to focus on the engineering and environmental aspects of the two options
during the preparation of the Final EIS/EIR to expand on the studies conducted in
preparation of the Draft EIS/EIR. It should be noted that prior to conducting the comparative
study, the Santa Monica Boulevard Station location was shifted slightly to the east from the
location in the Draft EIS/EIR to avoid the Santa Monica Fault zone.

The geotechnical studies conducted during preparation of the Final EIS/EIR concluded that
tunneling can be safely carried out beneath the Beverly Hills High School campus and the
West Beverly Hills, Century City, and Westwood neighborhoods. However, these studies
also determined that the Century City Santa Monica Station would cross the West Beverly
Hills Lineament, a northern extension of the active Newport-Inglewood Fault, which poses a
significant safety risk to passengers at this station location. No evidence of faulting was
found at the proposed Century City Constellation Station site.

In addition, the Century City Constellation Boulevard Station has the best pedestrian
environment, can be expected to attract the most transit riders, and is centrally located to
help shape the redevelopment of Century City as an important transit-oriented destination
on the Westside Subway Extension. Further refinements to the ridership analysis
concluded that the Century City Constellation Station would result in 3,350 more boardings
along new Westside Subway Extension stations than the Century City Santa Monica
Station due to proximity to jobs and residences within the critical 600-foot and 1/4-mile
walksheds.

Based on all of these factors, the Century City Station Location Report concluded by
recommending that the Century City Station be located along Constellation Boulevard due
to seismic safety concerns at the Santa Monica Boulevard Station and higher ridership
projections with Constellation Boulevard Station.

Please refer to Section 8.8.2 and 8.8.3 of the Final EIS/EIR for more detailed responses to
concerns related to the Century City Station. Refer to Section 7.3 of the Final EIS/EIR and
the Westside Subway Extension Century City Station Location Report for a comparison of
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the two Century City Station locations. The results of further geotechnical investigations in
the Century City vicinity can be found in the Westside Subway Extension Century City Area
Fault Investigation Report and the Westside Subway Extension Century City Area
Tunneling Safety Report. The results of further ridership studies can be found in the
Westside Subway Extension Technical Report Summarizing the Results of the Forecasted
Alternatives and the Westside Subway Extension Century City TOD and Walk Access
Study. All reports are available on the Metro Westside Subway Extension Project website:
www.metro.net/projects/westside/westside-reports.

52-2

Your support for Alternative 1 (Westwood/UCLA Extension) or the (Westwood/VA Hospital
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. Only
Alternatives 1 and 2 are affordable within the adopted Long Range Transportation Plan,
and between them, Alternative 2 provides higher ridership and better cost effectiveness.
Additionally, Alternative 2 serves the VA Hospital and other communities west of the 1-405
more effectively.

Your comment in support of two portals at the Westwood/VA Hospital Station to provide
access to Bundy has been noted. The number of entrances (portals) at each station was
based on the ridership projections for that station. Based on these projections, Metro would
construct one portal at each of the proposed stations, with the exception of two portals at
the Westwood/UCLA Station due to high ridership projections.

During the Draft EIS/EIR scoping, the public suggested that an additional station should be
provided west of -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 1-405 more
effectively. In response, five proposed stations west of 1-405 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
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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,
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.

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 and 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/VA Hospital Station locations in the Final EIS/EIR. All reports are available on
the Metro Westside Subway Extension Project website:
www.metro.net/projects/westside/westside-reports.
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Status :

Record Date :

Submission Date :

First Name :

Last Name :

Group Affiliation :
800-1 Submission Content :

Attachments :

Westside Subway Extension

Submission Summarized
11/1/2010

11/1/2010

Miguel

Torres

BRU

As a daily rider bus rider on the Wilshire corridor, | am looking forward to
the public health and mobility benefits that the Transportation System
Management (TSM) Alternative in the Westside Subway Extension Draft
Environmental Impact Report could have for Wilshire Blvd. If chose, this
option could create a more robust bus system by improving “upon the
existing Metro Rapid Bus service and local bus service in the Westside
Extension Transit Corridor study area.”

Putting more buses in service is better.
miguel torres.pdf (461 kb)

Final Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report

Appendix H - Response to Comments

800-1
Your preference for the TSM Alternative 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). Alternative 2 was selected as the LPA because the analysis in
the Draft EIS/EIR demonstrated that the Build Alternatives would be more effective than the
TSM Alternative in terms of enhancing mobility, serving development opportunities, and
addressing other aspects of the Purpose and Need for the Project. Please refer to Chapter
7 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Section 2.5 of the Final EIS/EIR for information on this analysis.

Furthermore, the Project would not eliminate bus service along Wilshire Boulevard but
rather would supplement it with rail. As explained in Chapter 2, Metro Local, Limited, Rapid,
and Express bus service along Wilshire Boulevard will continue to operate in conjunction
with the rail system, if approved and implemented. The Wilshire Boulevard Bus Rapid
Transit project is also assumed to be in place. Maintenance of local bus service levels is an
important component of the transit system serving the Westside Corridor. With the
extension the Purple Line subway service to the Westwood/VA Hospital Station, it is
estimated that one-third of demand would involve local bus access. Metro continues to
seek to improve the region's transit needs and continually evaluates various transit
corridors to achieve a more interconnected transportation system. To help guide design of
subway stations, potential enhanced local bus service at stations was assessed and is
discussed in Chapter 3 of the Final EIS/EIR.

The Project will be funded primarily through a combination of Measure R local funds and
Federal New Starts funds, with some other local, State, and Federal funds. Metro will
continue to use a combination of local, State, and Federal funding sources to operate and
maintain the system. In addition to these funding sources, Metro relies on fare revenues to
fund about one-third of its operating costs. Bus operating funds will not be used to construct
the Project, and no fare increases or service reductions are proposed to cover the Project's
costs. The selection of the TSM Alternative would not have resulted in lower

fares.The Metro Board of Directors establishes fares. Currently, the Base Fare for each
boarding is $1.50 and the Metro Day Pass is $5.00. A transfer is the same as the Base
Fare - $1.50.

Furthermore, 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. Transit service is meant to serve where the
demand is greatest, and these areas are often within neighborhoods that have
Environmental Justice (EJ) populations and communities of concern. Four of the seven
stations are located in, or adjacent to the Environmental Justice populations identified in
Section 4.2.6 of the Final EIS/EIR. Therefore, people living in EJ populations will have the
same opportunity to access the transit and mobility improvements provided by the subway.

The increased connectivity would also reduce the number of transfers which would have a
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beneficial economic impact to elderly and low-income communities. The Project would also

800-1

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. The transit
benefits associated with the LPA are further detailed in Section 3.4 of the Final EIS/EIR.
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Your preference for the TSM Alternative 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). Alternative 2 was selected as the LPA because the analysis in
[ the Draft EIS/EIR demonstrated that the Build Alternatives would be more effective than the
TSM Alternative in terms of enhancing mobility, serving development opportunities, and
addressing other aspects of the Purpose and Need for the Project. Please refer to Chapter
7 of the Draft EIS/EIR and Section 2.5 of the Final EIS/EIR for information on this analysis.

Furthermore, the Project would not eliminate bus service along Wilshire Boulevard but
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Fare - $1.50.

Furthermore, 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. Transit service is meant to serve where the
demand is greatest, and these areas are often within neighborhoods that have
Environmental Justice (EJ) populations and communities of concern. Four of the seven
stations are located in, or adjacent to the Environmental Justice populations identified in
Section 4.2.6 of the Final EIS/EIR. Therefore, people living in EJ populations will have the
same opportunity to access the transit and mobility improvements provided by the subway.

The increased connectivity would also reduce the number of transfers which would have a
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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. The transit
benefits associated with the LPA are further detailed in Section 3.4 of the Final EIS/EIR.
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482-1 Submission Content : Oppose S.M Blvd. stop- support Constellation and Ave. of Stars metro

stop. Thanks
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Your comment in support of the Century City Constellation Station 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). As part of the LPA selection,
the Metro Board of Directors decided to continue to study both station location options in
Century City (Santa Monica Boulevard and Constellation Boulevard) to address concerns
raised by the community regarding locating a station directly on a seismic fault and the
safety of tunneling under homes and schools.

In response to the Metro Board of Director’s request for more information, further analysis
was undertaken to focus on the engineering and environmental aspects of the two options
during the preparation of the Final EIS/EIR to expand on the studies conducted in
preparation of the Draft EIS/EIR. It should be noted that prior to conducting the comparative
study, the Santa Monica Boulevard Station location was shifted slightly to the east from the
location in the Draft EIS/EIR to avoid the Santa Monica Fault zone.

The geotechnical studies conducted during preparation of the Final EIS/EIR concluded that
tunneling can be safely carried out beneath the Beverly Hills High School campus and the
West Beverly Hills, Century City, and Westwood neighborhoods. However, these studies
also determined that the Century City Santa Monica Station would cross the West Beverly
Hills Lineament, a northern extension of the active Newport-Inglewood Fault, which poses a
significant safety risk to passengers at this station location. No evidence of faulting was
found at the proposed Century City Constellation Station site.

In addition, the Century City Constellation Boulevard Station has the best pedestrian
environment, can be expected to attract the most transit riders, and is centrally located to
help shape the redevelopment of Century City as an important transit-oriented destination
on the Westside Subway Extension. Further refinements to the ridership analysis
concluded that the Century City Constellation Station would result in 3,350 more boardings
along new Westside Subway Extension stations than the Century City Santa Monica
Station due to proximity to jobs and residences within the critical 600-foot and 1/4-mile
walksheds.

Based on all of these factors, the Century City Station Location Report concluded by
recommending that the Century City Station be located along Constellation Boulevard due
to seismic safety concerns at the Santa Monica Boulevard Station and higher ridership
projections with Constellation Boulevard Station.

Please refer to Section 8.8.2 and 8.8.3 of the Final EIS/EIR for more detailed responses to
concerns related to the Century City Station. Refer to Section 7.3 of the Final EIS/EIR and
the Westside Subway Extension Century City Station Location Report for a comparison of
the two Century City Station locations. The results of further geotechnical investigations in
the Century City vicinity can be found in the Westside Subway Extension Century City Area
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Fault Investigation Report and the Westside Subway Extension Century City Area
Tunneling Safety Report. The results of further ridership studies can be found in the
Westside Subway Extension Technical Report Summarizing the Results of the Forecasted
Alternatives and the Westside Subway Extension Century City TOD and Walk Access
Study. All reports are available on the Metro Westside Subway Extension Project website:
www.metro.net/projects/westside/westside-reports.
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Westside Subway Extension

Submission Summarized
10/17/2010

10/17/2010

Markt

Tunney

Comstock Hills

The Century City subway station should be located on Constellation Blvd
at Avenue of the Stars for optimal convenience to workers in Century
City as well as reduced foot traffic and crime for surrounding
neighborhoods like Comstock Hills where my family lives.
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Your comment in support of the Century City Constellation Station 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). As part of the LPA selection,
the Metro Board of Directors decided to continue to study both station location options in
Century City (Santa Monica Boulevard and Constellation Boulevard) to address concerns
raised by the community regarding locating a station directly on a seismic fault and the
safety of tunneling under homes and schools.

In response to the Metro Board of Director’s request for more information, further analysis
was undertaken to focus on the engineering and environmental aspects of the two options
during the preparation of the Final EIS/EIR to expand on the studies conducted in
preparation of the Draft EIS/EIR. It should be noted that prior to conducting the comparative
study, the Santa Monica Boulevard Station location was shifted slightly to the east from the
location in the Draft EIS/EIR to avoid the Santa Monica Fault zone.

The geotechnical studies conducted during preparation of the Final EIS/EIR concluded that
tunneling can be safely carried out beneath the Beverly Hills High School campus and the
West Beverly Hills, Century City, and Westwood neighborhoods. However, these studies
also determined that the Century City Santa Monica Station would cross the West Beverly
Hills Lineament, a northern extension of the active Newport-Inglewood Fault, which poses a
significant safety risk to passengers at this station location. No evidence of faulting was
found at the proposed Century City Constellation Station site.

In addition, the Century City Constellation Boulevard Station has the best pedestrian
environment, can be expected to attract the most transit riders, and is centrally located to
help shape the redevelopment of Century City as an important transit-oriented destination
on the Westside Subway Extension. Further refinements to the ridership analysis
concluded that the Century City Constellation Station would result in 3,350 more boardings
along new Westside Subway Extension stations than the Century City Santa Monica
Station due to proximity to jobs and residences within the critical 600-foot and 1/4-mile
walksheds.

Based on all of these factors, the Century City Station Location Report concluded by
recommending that the Century City Station be located along Constellation Boulevard due
to seismic safety concerns at the Santa Monica Boulevard Station and higher ridership
projections with Constellation Boulevard Station.

Your comment on crime and security measures has been noted. Metro continues to work
through its Transit Services Bureau (TSB) with the local law enforcement agencies from the
jurisdictions that host the Metro system to reduce crime risk to its passengers, employees,
and communities at and near Metro properties. Crime information reported to Metro and
local law enforcement agencies are available through city and county law enforcement
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agencies.

Operationally, the TSB and designated Metro staff are working to identify future resources
and other security requirements for the proposed stations along the subway extension. The
Metro TSB will evaluate their resources to identify appropriate staffing levels for the subway
extension as stations are designed, built, and opened for service. To determine the most
effective security design for stations and the extended system, a security assessment to
identify potential vulnerabilities will be performed. Typically, the assessment will be
developed based on crime report information from Metro, local law enforcement agencies,
and various other vulnerability information. These and other assessment findings will be
analyzed and used by Metro to develop the most effective security protection measures for
each station along the subway extension. Mitigation measure SS-6 in the Final EIS/EIR
states that Metro will incorporate security features, including lighting, communication
devices, closed circuit television, signs and other design features, and law enforcement
officers to reduce criminal activities. Refer to Section 4.12 of the Final EIS/EIR for a
detailed discussion of security at stations.

Please refer to Section 8.8.2 and 8.8.3 of the Final EIS/EIR for more detailed responses to
concerns related to the Century City Station. Refer to Section 7.3 of the Final EIS/EIR and
the Westside Subway Extension Century City Station Location Report for a comparison of
the two Century City Station locations. The results of further geotechnical investigations in
the Century City vicinity can be found in the Westside Subway Extension Century City Area
Fault Investigation Report and the Westside Subway Extension Century City Area
Tunneling Safety Report. The results of further ridership studies can be found in the
Westside Subway Extension Technical Report Summarizing the Results of the Forecasted
Alternatives and the Westside Subway Extension Century City TOD and Walk Access
Study. All reports are available on the Metro Westside Subway Extension Project website:
www.metro.net/projects/westside/westside-reports.
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Alison

Tunney

Comstock Hills

The subway station should be located on Constellation Ave. and Ave. of
the Stars to enhance convenience to the workers arriving in Century City
and to maintain the peaceful feeling of the neighboring residential areas.
It would also help reduce crime, and concern for the children of the
neighborhoods, to have large populations arriving and leaving in a
commercial district vs. a location near residential areas.
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Your comment in support of the Century City Constellation Station and concerns about
security related to the Century City Santa Monica Station 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). As part of the LPA selection, the
Metro Board of Directors decided to continue to study both station location options in
Century City (Santa Monica Boulevard and Constellation Boulevard) to address concerns
raised by the community regarding locating a station directly on a seismic fault and the
safety of tunneling under homes and schools.

In response to the Metro Board of Director’s request for more information, further analysis
was undertaken to focus on the engineering and environmental aspects of the two options
during the preparation of the Final EIS/EIR to expand on the studies conducted in
preparation of the Draft EIS/EIR. It should be noted that prior to conducting the comparative
study, the Santa Monica Boulevard Station location was shifted slightly to the east from the
location in the Draft EIS/EIR to avoid the Santa Monica Fault zone.

The geotechnical studies conducted during preparation of the Final EIS/EIR concluded that
tunneling can be safely carried out beneath the Beverly Hills High School campus and the
West Beverly Hills, Century City, and Westwood neighborhoods. However, these studies
also determined that the Century City Santa Monica Station would cross the West Beverly
Hills Lineament, a northern extension of the active Newport-Inglewood Fault, which poses a
significant safety risk to passengers at this station location. No evidence of faulting was
found at the proposed Century City Constellation Station site.

In addition, the Century City Constellation Boulevard Station has the best pedestrian
environment, can be expected to attract the most transit riders, and is centrally located to
help shape the redevelopment of Century City as an important transit-oriented destination
on the Westside Subway Extension. Further refinements to the ridership analysis
concluded that the Century City Constellation Station would result in 3,350 more boardings
along new Westside Subway Extension stations than the Century City Santa Monica
Station due to proximity to jobs and residences within the critical 600-foot and 1/4-mile
walksheds.

Based on all of these factors, the Century City Station Location Report concluded by
recommending that the Century City Station be located along Constellation Boulevard due
to seismic safety concerns at the Santa Monica Boulevard Station and higher ridership
projections with Constellation Boulevard Station.

Your comment on crime and security measures has been noted. Metro continues to work
through its Transit Services Bureau (TSB) with the local law enforcement agencies from the
jurisdictions that host the Metro system to reduce crime risk to its passengers, employees,
and communities at and near Metro properties. Crime information reported to Metro and
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local law enforcement agencies are available through city and county law enforcement
agencies.

Operationally, the TSB and designated Metro staff are working to identify future resources
and other security requirements for the proposed stations along the subway extension. The
Metro TSB will evaluate their resources to identify appropriate staffing levels for the subway
extension as stations are designed, built, and opened for service. To determine the most
effective security design for stations and the extended system, a security assessment to
identify potential vulnerabilities will be performed. Typically, the assessment will be
developed based on crime report information from Metro, local law enforcement agencies,
and various other vulnerability information. These and other assessment findings will be
analyzed and used by Metro to develop the most effective security protection measures for
each station along the subway extension. Mitigation measure SS-6 in the Final EIS/EIR
states that Metro will incorporate security features, including lighting, communication
devices, closed circuit television, signs and other design features, and law enforcement
officers to reduce criminal activities. Refer to Section 4.12 of the Final EIS/EIR for a
detailed discussion of security at stations.

Please refer to Section 8.8.2 and 8.8.3 of the Final EIS/EIR for more detailed responses to
concerns related to the Century City Station. Refer to Section 7.3 of the Final EIS/EIR and
the Westside Subway Extension Century City Station Location Report for a comparison of
the two Century City Station locations. The results of further geotechnical investigations in
the Century City vicinity can be found in the Westside Subway Extension Century City Area
Fault Investigation Report and the Westside Subway Extension Century City Area
Tunneling Safety Report. The results of further ridership studies can be found in the
Westside Subway Extension Technical Report Summarizing the Results of the Forecasted
Alternatives and the Westside Subway Extension Century City TOD and Walk Access
Study. All reports are available on the Metro Westside Subway Extension Project website:
www.metro.net/projects/westside/westside-reports.
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