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1.0 BACKGROUND 
Introduction 

The urban design process fo r the Westsi de Subway Extension 
Proj ect has been an on-going process that began with the 
Alternatives Ana lysis (AA) Phase, which resulted in the first 

Urban Design Concept Report (January 2009) . During the 

prel imina ry station area planning and design phases of the 
project, the Urban Design Concept Report set forth the des ign 
guidelines and framework for working with the community 

and local jurisdictions. From the beginning of the project, this 
process has been closely coo dinated with public outreach, 
which has resulted in successful collaboraticns with the 

stakeholders in the project study area. 

During the Draft EIS/EIR phase, a second urban design report, 

"Final Upda ed Station Planni1g and Urban Design Concept 
Report" (August 27, 2010). was prepared which detailed how 
the basic urban design principles and goals cou Id be applied to 

the selection of station locations and station entrance portals 

through the use of a station planning toolkit. A series of 
workshops were held wi th key stakeholders during this phase 

of the project, Conceptual Engineering, to refine and further 
develop this toolkit in preparation for the final selection of 
station box locations and station entrance locat ions. 

This report builds on the "Final Updated Station Planning & 
Urban Design Concept Repor" (August 27, 2010) that was 

completed during the Conceptual Engineering and Draft EIS/El R 

phase of the project. During this Final EIS/EIR and Preliminary 
Engineering phase, the urban design process focused on a series 

of workshops with the Station Area Advisory Groups (SAAG) , 
composed of selected key stakeholders (reside.rts, business 
owners, major institutions, etc.) from each station area to review 

potential sta:ion entrance locations and obtain consensus and 
public support for the final station entrance locations. For the 
Veterans Administration property, separate meetings were held 

with the VA and the Los Angeles County Supervisor's office to 
discuss the prefe rred entrance location. 

Aerial view ofWi/shire corridor 

Purpose of the Report 

The purpose of this report is to update the previous "Fina l 

Updated Sta tion Planning & Urban Design Concept Report" 
(August 27,2010) with the revised sta t ion plan ning too lkit, 
and to document the SAAG workshops that were part of the 

continuing public outreach efforts that took place during this 

phase of the project. 

Report Summary 

This report discusses the urban design and planning process 

for stat ion areas, summarizing findings from commun ity 

meetings, site analysis, and station studies performed to inform 

Prel iminary Engineering. The report h:,s three parts: 

• Chapter, out lines the urban design principles and tools that 

helped define the approach to station design and planning. 

• Chapter 2 documents the stakeholder input received 

during this phase of the project and describes the series 
of workshops with the Station Area Advisory Group where 

the updated station planning toolkit was used to discuss 
preferences for the station areas and urban design ideas 

for the final station entrance locations. 

• Chapter 3 summarizes and identifies the final recommended 

station entrance locations for the Prel iminary Eng ineering 
design phase. 

Station Planning Toolkit 

The Station Planning and Design Toolkit out lines over arching 

urban design princ iples and goa ls for the new station areas to 
assure a level of design quality and continuity across the system, 
while still allowing for variety to differentiate the station areas 
in response to their unique neighborhood characteristics and 
sJpport the greater goal of placemaking. The design principles 
(box, right) approach the design of stations and the larger 
sration areas as more than transition spaces, but as vibrant 

places in themselves . 

Based on the urban design principles, the team developed a 

set of key tools or cesign strategies to emp loy at each station 

based on their characteristics. To help describe the station area 
characteristics, the team developed a set of station typologies 
a1d activity indicators to assign to each station area. The station 

urban form typologies and activity indicators informed the 
team's approach to station design when cons idering the scale 

offuture development, types of desired station amenities, and 
connections to transit and other activity centers . 

Urban Design Principles 

1. MAKE STATION EASY TO FI ND 

Sta tions should use common Metro elements and assure 

the station entrance is visible to help both new and returning 

riders find the sta tion. 

2 . CONNECT TO PEDESTRIAN , ADA, BICYCLE, AND BUS 
ROUTES. 

Station area s should use direct ional and informational 

signage, landscapi ng, specia l paving, and art features to 

indicate key location s and draw pedestrians in particular 
directions. 

3. DESIGN A WELCOMING STATION 

Design station areas that have pedestria -friendly uses on 

ground floors (e.g. retai l) wi th large transparent windows, 
along wi th street vendors and micro-businesses, areas with 
ample shade, various amenities, and queuing and wai ting 
areas, where appropriate so that people feel welcome and 

comfortable. 

4. DESI GN A SAFE & ATTRACTIVE ENVIRONM ENT 

Employ natural surveillance techniques, such as transparent 
station portals designed to be visible from the street and 
assure maintenance of the station site to upkeep landscaping 

and lighting features. Auxiliary fu nctions, such as vent shafts 
and fresh air intakes should be clustered in one area an d 

screened so that they are not visually obtrusive. 

5. PROVIDE ACCESS TO OTHER MODES OF TRANSIT 

Assure that stat ion is located near and is connected to bus 

stops, shuttle stops, and bike lanes and that it offers ample 
amen ities for bike riders, including racks, lockers, and bike 
faci lities. Where appropriate, other form s of altern ative 

transportation should be accommodated, including pa rking 
for car-shares, electric car charging stations, and taxi queuing 

areas. 

Metro Westside Subway Extension I Station Planning+ Urban Design Concept Report I February 1, 2012 
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6. GIVE TH E STATION CHARACTER 

Design each stati on si te thoughtfu lly, with consideration for 
the geographical and local na rratives of the area. Preserve 
cu ltural resources at and near the station site, and include 

different fo rms of pu blic art at each station site . Use 

innovative materials and finishes that are place-specific. 

7. DESIGN FOR THE FUTURE 

Choose materials and designs that are sustai nable and long
lasting in recognit ion of the permanence of the subway line. 

Build knock-out panels along the station box to accommodate 
future station portals. Assure that station and tracks are of 

sufficient depth and that auxi liary features are appropriately 
cl ustered so they do not preclude future development. 

Consider the role of the station area bei ng designed, in the 
larger t ransit system. Not all station areas need the same 
amenities and land uses, etc. 

8. MAKE CITIES TRANSIT-SUPPORTIVE . 

Work with city planners, developers, commun ity groups to 
develop policies, incentives and building densities and scales 

that support transit and a wa lkable community. 

Wilshire(Vermont station along Wilshire Boulevard 
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Describing the Station Areas 
The urban typologies (below) seek to describe t he degree of urbanity of the 

bu il t environment based on density and scale. The activity indi cato rs (right) 

he lp explain how the station is used and by whom. Together, the urban 

typo logies and activity indicators work to give future designers, city pla nners, 

developers, and community groups a better idea of how to design the station 

sites and la rger station areas. 

Urban Form Typologies 

Major Urban Center Density /Scale 

Urban Corridor 

FAR 2: 6.0, 2: 100 DUA 

Building Height 

High-rise (2: 240') 

M id/H igh-rise (75'-239') 

Mid-rise (51 '-74' ) 

Density /Scale 

High density along corridor 

(FAR c 6.0, ~ l 00 DUA) 

Low/Mid dens ity adjacent 

(FAR= 1-2.4, 20-39 DUA) 

Building Height 

Stations 

Westwood/UCLA 

Century City 

Stations 

Wi lshi re/La Brea 

Wilshire/ Fa irfax 

Wilshire/La Cienega 

• M id/High-ri se along and adjacent the 
corridor 

Urban Center 

Neighborhood Center 

Density/Scale 

Mid (FAR = 2.5-5.9, 40-99 DUA) 

Low/M id (FAR = 1-2.4, 20-39 DUA) 

Building Height 

Mid/H igh-r ise (75 '-239') 

Mid-rise (5 l ' -74') 

Density/Scale 

Low/ Mid (FAR= 1-2.4, 20-39 DUA) 

Low (FAR = .5-.9, 8-19 DUA) 

Building Height 

Mid-rise (51 '-74 ') 

Low-rise (:S: SO') 

The Station Urban Form Typologies were de11efoped based on analys;s of the existing built form along the Wilshire 

corridor, looking at the height, bulk, scale and density of buildings to assign a general urban form characteristic to 

the seven station areas. 

Station 

Wil shire/ Rodeo 

Station 

VA Stati on 

FAR: Floor area ratio 

DUA: Dwell in g units per acre 

Station Activity Indicators 

Tourist Destination 

Im 
Institutional 
Destination 

nmr 
Business Center 

Retail Destination 

Development 
Potential 

Attracts visitors for entertainment or cultural purposes , or 
to a pedestrian-oriented area (e.g. a museum or theatre). 

Station portal (s) should be oriented in the direction of the 
tourist attraction or should be in tegrated into the building. 

Station si tes cou ld have spaces for vendors and street 
performers. 

Has civic purposes (e.g. near a university or hospital). 

Station portal(s) should be oriented in the direction of the 
institution or integrated into the institution. 

Station sites shou ld include information booths/kiosks and 

maps of the institution. 

Has substantial employment areas. 

Station portal(s) should align with key pathways to the 
employment centers . 

Station sites may include maps, which may be interactive 
or non-interactive, and service related vendors, such as 
shoe shine and key repa ir, are encouraged. 

Attracts visitors for shopping purposes. 

Station portal(s) should be oriented in the direction of 
the ma in retail area or should be integra ted into the retail 
area itself (e .g. portal entry through Westfield Century 
City Mal l). 

Vendors are encouraged in retai l areas to supplement retail 
offered and activate the sidewalk. 

Has substantial development at or near the Station site. 

Exhibits particular infil l and joint-development possibilities, 

due to existing densities that are lower than current 

demand or than expected in the future. 

Stations 

Wilshire/Fairfax 

Wi lshire/Rodeo 

Westwood/UCLA 

Stations 

Wils hire/Fairfax 

Westwood/UCLA 

Westwood/VA Hospital 

Stations 

Wilshire/La Brea 

Wilshire/Fairfax 

Wilshire/ La Cienega 

Wilshire/Rodeo 

Westwood/UCLA 

Century City 

Stations 

Wilshire/Rodeo 

Century City 

Westwood/UCLA 

Stations 

Wilshire/La Brea 

Wilshire/Fairfax 

Wilshire/La Cienega 

Century City 

Westwood/UCLA 

The Acti11ity Indicators were dei,eloped through studying the i,arious land uses and activities along the Wilshire corridor 
to determine how the station areas are used by residents, employees, and 11isitors, what brings them to the area and why. 
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Urban Design Matters 

The way we perceive our cities is in large part due to the design of 
the built environment and the degree to which it fosters a livable 

city. Design choices noton lyaffectourperceptionof 'place" but 

also the way we use it. While opin ions of aesthetics vary from 
person to person, there are some core design strategies that 
promote vibrant neighborhoods and l'ivable cities regardless 
of the chosen style and/or aesthetic. Understanding that cities 
and neighborhoods will approach the design aesthetic of Metro 

stations differently, this report outlines the system-wi de design 

standards and goals that insti ll a high level of design quality and 

consistency throughout the Metro system. 

There is a huge opportunity for Metro to design stations as local 
landmarks and/or gateways to the cities and neighborhoods that 
they service. Trans it stations move travelers from undefined 

underground space through a porta l to vibrant city streets. 

Hence, they provide travelers with their first impression of the 
city, distric~ or neighborhood to which they are arriving. It is 

thus. essentia l that the new stations be visible. attractive. and 
well-integrated into the urban fabr ic of the area. 

Evolution of the Toolkit 

The Station Planning & Design Toolkit was intended to be a 
living document that is updated over time to reflect significant 

changes/innovations in technology, land use polrcy, and public 
policy. The goal of the Toolkit was to promote and plan for good 
station design, allowing for the most efficient, productive, and 

sustainable strategies to be considered. The design guidelines 
were written to be Flexib le rather than rigid. They are directive, 
but not set in stone. Smart transit planning and design is 
an ongoing educational process where the participants are 
proactive, creative, and engaged in the design process through 

the public involvement program. 

During the public outreach process (d iscussed in Chapter 2 

of th is report), the Toolkit was redesigned to be presented as 
a as set of "Aashcards." The fashcards were vi sual and tactile 

too ls used to generate d iscussion during break-out group 
sessions at the SAAG workshops. The cards also served as 

educational resources to make planning concepts accessible to 
the genera l public through images, diagrams and simple text. 

Like the Toolkit report, the flashcards were organ zed by design 
principles. The cards were color coded to respond to the over 
arching urban design principles. One side of the card presented 
the principle; the Aip side of the card show a design strategy. 

Conceptual rendering of a station area with joint development, amenities, signage, and multi-modal connections. 

By organ izing the flashcards according to urban design 
princip les, the public outreach facilitators were able to lead the 
stakeho lders through productive disc:.issions about their hopes 
for future station areas. For example, some stakeholders wanted 

to spend time discussing station character so they reviewed the 
Aashcards with design strategies to create and enhance station 
character. 0 her groups were most interested in mobili ty and 
transit connections, looking at the flashcards that related to 

pri nciple 4, ' provide access to other modes of transit." 

From the Aashcards, the SAAG Members selected their " top 
tools " (i.e. design strategies) for their station area. Thro1,.1gh this 
process, the Metro Project Team was able to better understand 

what design strategies the community stakeholders favored for 
their station area. The selected tools were then used to help the 
designers develop site plans during Preliminary Engineering. 

The following pages present the Toolkit Aashcards in the 
Aashcard format presented to the SAAG Members. 

MAKE THE STATION A.REA 

EASY TO FIND 
► 

Front of Flashcard 
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T00l 1. 1 

VISIBLE STATION t ffTKANCE 

◄ 

Back of Flashcard 

3 
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Station Design Toolkit 

MAKE THE STATION AREA 

EASY TO Fl D 

~ etro 

PRINCIPLE 1: MAKE THE STATION EASY TO Fl D 

Stations should use common Metro elements and assure the station entrance is 
visible to help both new and returning riders find the station. 

TOOL 

VISIBLE STATION ENTRANCE 
• Metro stations must be easy to find for both first-time and everyday stbway 

travelers. 
• The station site should be visible from the stree , with entrances and exits 

onented to primary streets, pathways and/or public spaces. 
• Signage. defining llghtlng, landscaping, and/or public art should accentuate key 

pathways to station entrance. 
• Paving materials with a varied colors and textures help 10 distinguish it as a 

transit place. 

Copenhagen. Denmark station entrance 1s unmarked, with no slgnage to inform 
trave;ers of entrance 

1.1 TOOL 1. 2 

m Metro 

THE METRO 'LOOK" 
• Signage should use Metro language and graphics to mainta n a sense or 

' biand" along he Westside Subway Extension and greater LA Metro system. 
• Color schemes and fonts for signs should be consistent throughout the 

Westside Subway Extension. 
• Graphics or amenities such as elevators, stairs. etc., shoulcl use universal 

design to communicate beyond language barriers for non-engllsh speaking 
travelers. 

• Station areas should use unified signage and/or the Metro pylon to announce 
the locatlon. 

• Pylon and signage should be located In plain view from primary street 
lntersecllon(s), and/or palhway(s) . 

• Pylon and s1gnage should not interfere with flow of :iedestnan lrafhc. 
• The stat on name should be clearly visible, using a font s12e and rypelace 111at 

is easy to read for peoeslrians approaching station. 
• Larger signs to direct autos. buses. and bikes ~ th bigger lonts should be 

placec around key streets and pathways approachmo station. 

M lro S,gnaga. Los Angeles SpuytanDuyvil Mratro, NY M.onlra9/ Matro, Can-ad 
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Station Design Toolkit 
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© Metro 

PRINCIPLE 2: CONNECT TO PEDESTRIAN, ADA, BICYC LE, AND BUS ROUTES. 

Station areas should li nk to sidewalks, crosswalks, ADA ramps, bL.s shelters , and 

bike routes us ing directional and informational signage, landscaping, specia l paving, 

an d art features to in dicate key locations and routes. 

TOOL 

ORIENTATION OF STATION PORTAL 
• Station entrances or "portals" should face the primary street, intersection and/ 

or destination they serve, including iconic or historic buildings. 

• Pedestrian entrances should be oriented to the street and connect to 

crosswalks and bus connections, where possible. 

• Auto drop-off and truck loading should be placed on side streets or alleys so 

as not to impede pedestrian or bus connections. 

Portal orientation is 1mportanl rn designing station entrances, especlally near 
Iconic bulldlngs such as theatres. museums. churches, etc. 

Station parts/ in Navy Yard Area m Washington. D. C. is oflenled toward the main 
street and intersection for easy pedestn'an orientation. 

Metro Westside Subway Extension I Station Planning+ Urban Design Concept Report I February 1, 2012 
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1.0 BACKGROUND 

TOOL 

CREATE PATHS WITH LANDSCAPE, ART & 
LIGHTING, 
• Landscaping, fighting, special paving, design, and/or art can be used to guide 

the user through the station area to destinations. 

Well maintained landscaping and amenities 

Sia/Jon light1ng. 

2.2 

5 
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Station Design Toolkit 

TOOL 

DIRECT ONAL SIG AGE 
• Stalion sites should provide signage that orients the customers around the 

station o entrance, exi . elevators. and escalators. 

• Signage should direct lraveler to additional transportation linkages (bus, bike, 

shuttle, etc). 

PATCO System Phtlsdelph,s PA 

Downtown LA D1rect1on S1gnags 

2.3 TOOL 3.1 

np111BeTS 

B~! ~ 
?~ Bie1we1ule! ~1?tll 

eJ-~o~A~IH 
DESIGN A 

WELCOMING 
STATI 0 AREA 

~Metro 

PRINCIPLE 3: DESIGN A WELCOM ING STATI ON 

Design station areas that have info rmational signage, pedestrian -friendly uses on 
ground floo rs {e.g. retail) with la rge tran sparent wi ndows, along wi h street vendors 
and micro-businesses, areas with ample shade, various amenities, and queuing and 
waiting areas , where appropriate, so people feel welcome and coMfortable. 

~ Metro 

INFORMATIONAL SIGNAGE 
• Signage should orient the traveler around the neighborhood/district. 

• Map should Identify station area, key streets and major po nts or Interest 

to traveler such as inst1tutio s, museums, business centers, theaters, 

unlversijies, shopping districts, historic buildings, etc. 

• Information kiosks can present the history of the area, and ofter brochures to 

local attractions. 

Madison Square Garden Atea, NYC 
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Station Design Toolkit 

TOO 3. 2 
GROUND FLOOR TRANSPARENCY/ACTIVITY 
• The ground floor of development at station areas should be highly transparent 

{e.g. using large and/or frequent windows, doors, and/or glass walls to see In 
and out) , providing visual interest to the pedestrian. 

• Retail and other active uses (such as restauranls and cafes} that attract and/ 
or employ a critical mass of potential transit riders, should occupy ground floor 
space. 

• Tenants and occupants of ground floor space at station areas should host a 24-
hour level of activity, collectively to activate the station area and maintain •eyes 
on the street" for safety. 

• Awnings and pedestrian-scale signage are encouraged to create a lively, 
telcoming street front. 

Ground floor transparency is inviting to pedestrians. 

TOOL 

QUEUING AREA 
• Queuing areas should be large enough to accommodate station foot 

traffic without creating safety concerns and concentrating customers into 
uncomfortable claustrophobic spaces. 

Consolatlio Sration: Sau Paulo, Brazil Queuing area does no/ effect station 
entrance with perpendicular entrance. 

3.3 

Queuing area is integrated mto pathway for easy navigation at Netherlands Transit 
Stat,on. 

Metro Westside Subway Extension I Station Planning+ Urban Design Concept Report I February 1, 2012 
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TOOL 3.4 
WAITING AREA/PUBLIC PLAZA 
• Waiting areas and plazas should be visible from the street, open, shaded and1 

provide places to sit. 
• Waiting areas can be programmed with public art, community festivals, farmers 

mark.els, etc. to create inviting spaces. 

Shade and street fum1ture allow for a gathenng place at transit stations. 

Public an ,s incorporated street furniture and landscaping. 

7 
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Station Design Toolkit 

TOOL 3.5 
STATION AMENITIES 
• Amenities should complement the neighborhood and provide an inviting space 

or transit customers to gather, wait, or transition to their next location. 
• Street furniture and wireless internet access encourage people to visit areas 

around stations. Wireless internet access is appropriate at the denser, busier 
stations. 

• Street furniture should be designed o withstand the elements, resist vandalism 
and be easy to maintain. 

• All station sites should provide pedestrian lighting, shade, trash and recycling 
receptacles . 

• Vendors, newspaper stands, and kiosks are encouraged to activate Ille spaces. 

Movable chairs end tables ,n a perking space used as a public gathering space. 

Statton sites should use recycling bins. tntemet access invites patrons to stay 
and visit 

TOOL 
FOOD AND DRINK (VENDORS) 
• Vendors can transform a transition space into a gathering,/social space by 

providing food, drink, newspapers, etc. 
• Coffee, foods, newspaper and magazine kiosks are encouraged since they 

provide quick, convenient refreshments to travelers. 
• Vendors should work with nearby businesses to support the local economy. 
• Vendors should not occupy primary paths to station entrances and exits. 

Srreet vendor en//vens the streer 

Newsstands bring eyes to the 

street 
Mobile food 1•endors can activate public 
spaces 

3.6 TOOL 
SHADE 

3.7 

® Metrd 

• Public spaces should be light, airy, and shaded so that transit users are 
protected from the sun, rain, and wind. 

• Moveable shade devices, such as umbrellas are convenient !or station plaza in 
major urban centers where people may want to eat lunch outside. 

• Awnings, trees, and overhangs provide shade for shoppers and restauran care 
patrons along primary streets. 

• Shadi g Is Important all year round In Los Angeles due to warm temperatures. 

Luo-hu, Shenzhen, China 

Sun screens, overhangs, and canopies provide shade In public spaces. 

.. ~ 
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Station Design Toolkit 

©Metro 

DES GN A 

SAFE AND 

ATTRACTIVE 
ENVIRONMENT 

PR INCIPLE 4: DESIGN A SAFE AND ATTRACTIVE ENVIRONMENT 

Design a station area that feels safe to all types and ages of transit users . Employ 
natural surveillance techniques, such as transparent stat ion portals des igned to 

be vis ible from the street and assure maintenance of the station area to upkeep 

landscaping and lighting features and remove trash , graffiti , etc that tarn ish the 
station environment. 

TOOL 
NATURAL SURVEILLANCE 
• Sta1ion entrances should be designed with windows, large openings, and/or 

transparent walls to allow transit users to see in and out of the station. 
• Transparency allows for ·eyes on the street" creating a natural area for 

observation, making the user feel safer. 
• Stations should integrate easi ly into the street grid and/or pedestrian circulation 

flow, and be ADA accessible. 

• Small . secluded spaces blocked by tall walls and edges are not recommended. 

London, UK 

Oporto, Portugal 

Metro Westside Subway Extension I Station Planning+ Urban Design Concept Report I February 1, 2012 

4.1 

1.0 BACKGROUND 

TOOL 
LIGHTING 
• Stations should be well-lit to allow users to navigate the area, read signage, 

and move safely. 
• Pedestrian-scale lighting can and should be used to light pathways, entrances, 

and public plazas - designed for safety, as well as beauty. 
• Lighting schemes should use energy efficient systems when possible. 

Hollywood/Highland Station has well lit platform and concourse level 

4.2 

9 
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Station Design Toolkit 

TOOL 

LANDSCAPING 
• Landscaping should be designed to fit with the context of the nearby area to 

contribute to its character and aesthetic quality. 
• Plants, trees, planters, and hedges shoul.d not block views to stations. 
• Landscaping should use xeriscaping techniques and/or drought-tolerant plants, 

as well as attempt to address stormwater managemernt using permeable 
surfaces ancl vegetation to absorb and clean runott where possible. 

Canary Wharf. London, UK 

4.3 

Planters can help define pathways and separate public routes from private space. 

TOOL 

MAINTENANCE 
• Maintenance is essential to offering travelers a quality travel environment. 
• Stations should be well-maintained to ensure that lighting, landscaping, ticket 

equipment, vendors, elevators, escalators are functioning. 
• Stal'ions shOuld be designed to withstand the elements and vandalism so as 

to be easily cleaned and serviced to remain attractive places through which to 
travel, wait, and gather. 

• When designing stations, use materials to ensure ease of maintenance. 

Trans~ repBir station 
! 

Landscaping sketch presents green plan; maintenance however will ensure that 
green space is inviting and consistent 

4.4 

©Metrd 
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Station Design Toolkit 

PROVIDE ACCESS TO OTHER 

MODES OF TRANSIT 

~ Metro 

PRINCIPLE 5: PROVIDE ACCESS TO OTHER MODES OF TRANSIT 

Assure that station is located near and is connected to bus stops, shuttle stops, and 
bike lanes and that it offers ample amenities for bike riders. including racks, lockers. 
and bike facilities. Where appropriate, other forms of alternative transportation 

should be accommodated, including parking for car-shares, electric car charging 
stations, and taxi queuing areas. 

TOOL 5 .1 

CROSSWALKS 
• Crosswalks should be clearly delineated at intersections surrounding transit 

station. A distinguishing pa~ing material and/or paint help to differentiate 

crosswalk from roadway. 

• Bulbouts and/or sidewalk extens ons to shorten crossing distances for 
pedestrians may be appropriate at major urban centers. 

• Scramble crosswalks reduce the number of crossing for pedestrians and 
improve circulation, while reducing auto/pedestrian Interference. 

• Crosswalks should be ADA accessible. 

•scramble crosswalks-' allow pedestrians to ctoss diagonally i'n Chinatown 

Metro Westside Subway Extension I Station Planning + Urban Design Concept Report I February 1, 2012 

1.0 BACKGROUND 

TOOL 

RELOCATION OF BUS/SHUTTLE STOPS 
• Station sites should be designed to !Ink easily to buses and shuttles. 
• Bus or shuttle routes and stops should be moved near stations lo allow for 

convenient transfers . 

• Bl~e paths should be re-routed to connect to station sites. 
• Live updates showing when the next bus will be available are helpful to transit 

users at bus and shuttle stops. 

Bus Route 

Bus Route 

Prtderred Destgn (above) Bus stop Is moved to drecliy connect 
t Metro st11 on Ith use of crosswaJJc MeJro station sill, is 

mo,ed to corner of mlersection to better access steel grid 

UndesJrable (above) · Bus stop is not directly co?necled to 
slalion area Station entrance is located mid-block. rather than ill 
Jnlersect,on 

5.2 

11 
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Station Design Toolkit 

TOOL 

BICYCLE FACILITIES 
• Station areas should provide convenient and protected bike amenities including 

bike racks, lockers, bike ramps or elevators, and bike showers where possible. 
• Public bike rentals and bike share programs should be considered 10 connect 

travelers to destinations that are within the area. but beyond a comfortable 
walking distance. 

• Station design should use crosswalks, bike boxes at intersections, and bike 
path extensions to connect to major bike trails and pathways in area. 

Community Bike program Rome Italy 

Bike lockers, Taipei Bike Station, Long Beach CA 

5.3 TOOL 

CAR-SHARE PARKING AREAS 
• Car-share (e.g. Flexcar and Zipcar) should be given priority on-street parking 

spaces ad1acent to stations to encourage ·auto independency· (use of 
carshare to complement mass transit in lieu of auto dependency.) 

• Shared vehicles should receive priority parking in parking garages near stations 
to encourage reduced auto-dependency. 

Melbourne. Australia car share program. 

5.4 

®Metro 
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Station Design Toolkit 

GIVE 

Metre 

PRINCIPLE 6: GIVE THE STATION CHARACTER 

Design each station site thoughtfully, wi th consideration for the geographical and 
local narratives of the area. Preserve cultural resources at and near the station site, 
and include different forms of public art at each sta:ion site. Use innovative materials 

and finishes that are place-specific. 

TOOL 
ENHA CE THE NEIGHBORHOOD AESTHETIC 
• Stations should be designed to complement anCl{or enhance ttle culture, 

history, geography, and aesthetics ol an area. 

• StatiOn design should help ~ellne Ille area, acting as a "place· In itsell, rather 
than a pass-through portal. 

• Materials, massing, color, form, and texture of the station should all be easy to 

maintain and complement the surrounding neighborhood context while being 

consistent with Metro • look." 

Canopy m Paris fits the local aestheflc. Mural m Stockholm station showc:ases 
Swedish s enc,/ paflerns 

Metro Westside Subway Extension I Station Planning+ Urban Design Concept Report I February 1, 2012 

6.1 

1.0 BACKGROUND 

TOOL 

PRESERVE CULTURAL RESOURCES 
• Station design should attempt to protect, renovate. and preserve cuttural 

resourcas such as historic buikJings, plazas, trees. etc. 

• Incorporating historic structures into station entrances cafl enhance the staton 
design and help the station serve as a real "place· lathe community. 

Copley Stal.Ion Boston, MA 

6.2 

13 
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Station Design Toolkit 

TOOL 6.3 
PUBLIC ART 
• Public art is an opportunity to enhance the character of the station, as well as 

the neighbomood. 

• Artists are encouraged to think of the S1ation places as active spaces of 

movement that bring people to tile next desired destination. 
• Concourses, platforms, and plazas may act as artist galleri es with rotating or 

permanent displays. 

• Design competitions can be used to involve renowned artists In statiOn design, 

bringing clout to the neighborhood and district. 

Station as Art in Spa,n 

Station as Art in Portugal. 

TOOL 6.4 
INNOVATIVE MATERIALS AND FINISHES 
• The exterior and interior materials and finishes of the stations should be 

Innovative to arrive al superior energy efficiency. 

• Consider materials, paints, and finishes that eliminate indoor air contaminants. 

• Windows, doors, and vents can be used to improve air flow. 
• Skylights can be used to llring natural light to stations. 

• All cons~ruction materials should be renewable, recyclable, and/or low energy 

intensity, as well as easy to maintain against weathering and vandalism, 

• Lig ting, heat, AC, water and other utilities should have energy efficient 

el'ements and run off non-polluting fuels - such as wind and solar power. 

Blaak Statton, Rotterdam, Netherlands 

Yokohama Port Terminal, Japan 

® Metrd 
.. ~ 
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Station Design Toolkit 

FOR THE 

FUTURE 

(I) Metro 

PRINCIPLE 7: DES IGN FOR THE FUTURE 

Choose materials and des igns that are sustainable and long-lasting in recognition of 

the permanence of the subway line. Buil d knock-out panels along the stat ion box to 

accommodate future station porta ls. Assure that station and tracks are of sufficient 

depth and that auxi liary features are appropriately clustered so they do not preclude 

future development. Consider the ro le of the station area being designed, in the larger 
trans it system. Not all station areas need the same amenities and land uses, etc. 

TOOL 6.1 
KNOCK OUT PANELS (KOP) 

• Design knock out panels at concourse level of the underground station box to 
allow for second entrance in future when ridership grows. 

• Knock out panel shoutd connect to empty development space ror a portal 
entry and stairs. 

Primlfy [111111\CI 
bu 11• 

Knock out panel should be placed In /he station during the design proci,ss to 
allow opportumttes fot future station connecltons ancJ expansions 

Metro Westside Subway Extension I Station Planning + Urban Design Concept Report I February 1, 2012 

I 

1.0 BACKGROUND 

TOOL 

SUSTAINABLE, HIGH QUALITY, DURABLE 
MATERIALS 
• Construction materials. energy systems, and amenities should be designed to 

last (withstand weathering and vandalism) . 
• Energy systems should be de.signed to conserve energy, as well as use arid/or 

adapt to use renewable resources (such as wind a11d solar power). 
• Construction and design shOulCI consider solar orientation. stormwater 

management, pollution reduction, and mitigation of e urban heat island effect. 
• Education and maintenance are essential for achieving the maximum 

conservation or energy when using innovative systems and materials. 

Solar panel roof generates energy 
and provkJes shade 

Permeable paver reduces stonnwater 
runoff. 

6.2 

15 
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Station Design Toolkit 

©Metro 

PRINCIPLE 8: MAKE CITIES TRANSIT SUPPORTIVE 

Work with city planners, developers, community g'oups to develop policies, incentives 
and bu ilding densities and sca les that support t ransit and a walkable community. 

TOO 

CONCENTRATION OF TRANSIT-ORIENTED 
BU ILDING USES 
• Vacant and under-developed parcels should be developed around transit areas 

to maximize the buildable area that ls transit-adjacent. 
• Buildings should be designed to reduce traffic with transit-supportive uses 

(i.e. businesses, institutions, services that support a critical mass of people. 
Industrial uses and other uses that employ a small number ol people in a large 
amount of square footage are not appropriate). 

TRETT 

m 

Preferred Design 
(left): Bwldlng:s bwlt 
lo the property fine 
Metro station located 
at visible corner 

intersection accessible 
by crosswalks. 

Poor Design (left)" 
Large b111fdings ar& 
setback from sidewalk 
with under-ut/Jlzed 

Metro space creeling a poor 
Sli!non relaliorisll1p lo slret1l 

Metro station placed In 
center of large parcel 
with poor v1s1bi/1ty 

and no connection 
mtersecllon or 
crosswallc. 

7 .1 TOOL 7.2 

®Metro 

PARKING STRATEGIES 
• Implement parking policy programs to reduce need for car ownership and 

single occupancy vehicle trips (such as the One Less Car Program in CUy of 
Seattle). 

• Require no new parking for development above and/or adjacent to transit 
station parcels or implement parking policies, such as pricing policies, 
unbundling parking, parking maximums, etc. ..... . 

• 

Seattle. Washington One Less Car Pror;ram. 

New York City car-free streets. 
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Station Design Toolkit 

TOOL 

SMALL BLOCKS. PASEOS LINKAGES 
• Station design should maximize connections and linkages ith pathways. 

streets. alleys, and bndges lo link transit stabort to surrounding area 
• Large pa reels should be d1v1ded into smaller developable parcels for more 

human-scale development. 

• Streets should b8 recon ected with crosswalks at Intersections and mid-blocks 
for long blocks. 

• Alleyways should be greened to create more linkages to nearby parks plazas, 
and connections. 

II II II 
STREET --

II 

Prelorred Des19n (sbova). Small blocks. connecred tree/ gnd m1d,1Jlack 
cro sing BIid ctosswefks lhet connect to station 1/e. Adia1.1ent commu1•ily g, n 
paces a CJ P8 os through blocks formcreased peCJestnan conn ctiv,ty 

7.3 TOOL 

FLEXIBLE/ ADAPTIVE SPACES 
• Development In and arouno stations should be designed for flexlbility to 

accommodate future uses. 
• Adapting existing structures lo Integrate the transit station and related 

development is encouraged 
• Adaptive reuse of buildings reduces construction waste and pollution and 

conserves resources. 

Metro station entrance In Shanghai 

Metro Westside ubway Extension I Stati on Plan ning+ Urban Design Concept Report I Februa ry 1, 2012 

7.4 

1.0 BACKGROUND 

TOOL 

HUMAN SCALE DEVELOPMENT 
• The scale and size of development should prioritize the pedestrian 
• Development should distinguish and articulate the ground floor lo create an 

attracbve. pedestrian-friendly street fronL 
• Primary streets should have a high level of transparency w1!h frequent 

windows, doors, and/or openings to break up long blank walls. 
• Large buildings should use design techniQues to ensure tllat the massing, 

height, and scale of the building contribute lo a human-scale environment. 

In th,s ellample. /he ground floor of the building Is articulated with a ver1ety 
of building m terfsls. awnings, frequent windows snd entrances A var;ety of 
building mater, Is an<:J co/ors break up but/ding far;ede an<:J create intorest for 
the pedes/nan. Buildings are scaled for a walkable commu111ty, /f1e1r w,dth 1s 

I twofy narrow Furthermon!J, crowning and mol<:Jing breok up bcnldmg fac;odo 
and above-tavel setback /ie/ps reduce building mass along stteel front 

7.5 
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2.0 STAKEHOLDER IN,PUT 
Station Area Advisory Groups 
The Westside Project Team corducted a ser ies of urban design 

workshops with the Station Area Advisory Groups (SMG) in 

the months of February, April, May and June. Metro selected 

10 to 20 key stakeholders (residents, business owners, major 

institutions, etc) from eaclri station area to form advisory groups 

for the new station areas (except for VA). City staff and City 

Council Member staff also attended the workshops to listen 

to feedback and answer questions related to city policies and 

plans for the sta t ion areas. The :able (right) presents a lis t of the 

advisory members, ci ty sta ff, and cou ncil o ffice representatives 

tha t participa ted in the outreach process . The Projec t Team 

also met with represen tatives fro m the Veterans Admi n ist rat ion 

property and Los Angeles County Supervi so r, Zev Yaroslavsky 

to discuss station needs and mitiga tions for t he VA station. 

Community Outreach Process 
The SAAG Members met over five months for three workshops 

and a half-cay tour of existing station areas along the Red 

and Purple Line. The workshops were held in the even ings in 

February, Apr il, May, and June. Each workshop consisted of a 

presentation given by members of the Westside Project Team, 

followed by station specific break-out groups, acilitated by 

moderators. The following pages discuss the topics presented 

and discussed at each meeting. 

List of Participants at SAAG Workshops and Station Tours 
Station Area W ilshir,e / La Brea Wilshire/ Fairfax Wilshire / La Cienega 

SAAC . Wally Marks, Property . Steve Kramer, Miracle . Howard Fisher, Public 
Members &. Owner Mile Chamber of Works Commission 
Associations 

Owen Smith, Brookside 
Commerce (outgoing) & Traffic & 

Parking Commiss ion 
Homeowners & GWNC . Evan Kaizer, President, (incoming) 

Sieroty Company 
Liz Fuller, Sycamore Joyce Braun, Tra'fic & 
Square Homeowners & . Fred Goldstein, Pa rking Commiss ion 
GWNC LACM.A Attorney (Pam 

Kohanchi, Alternate) Craig Corman, 
Fred Pickel , Hancock La 1-'lanning 
Brea Homeowners . Jeff Jacobberger, Chair, Commission 

MCWNC 
Dave Powers, Senior Todd Johnson, 
Investment Direc tor, . She lley Wagers, Beverly General Manager, 
BRE Properties Wi lshire Homes A soc. Lawrys . Tim Deega n, Chair . Buddy Pepp, President, AJ Wi llmer, Area 
Mid-City West NC Petersen Automotive 
Transporta tion Museum 

resident. 

Committee (LACMA 
Diana Plotkin, Beverly 

Michae l Blumenfeld, 
employee) 

. 
Area resident. 

Wilshire Home Assoc. . Wayne Sachs, Lives (Bob Cherne, Altern te) Amanda McCauley, 
near 3rd & La Brea, Flynt Building 
Member MCWNC 

. Dr. Robert Newport, representative 
Circle Neighborhood 

Rita Az.ar, Owner, ~ita Association 
Flora . Henry Miller, 99 Cents . William (Bill) Only Store 
Ahmanson , The 
Ahmanson Foundation, . Kevin Glynn, MMRA 

Hancock Park resident . Bernie Clinch, Park La 
Brea Residents Assoc. 

. Adam Lev, Ratkovich 

. Joyce Kleifield, Fairfax 
HS . Bruce Mccormic, 
MCWNC 

City Staff City of LA Planning: City of LA Planning: City of Beverly Hil ls 

. Claire Bowin . Claire Bowin 
Planning & Transportation 

Nick Maricich Nick Maricich 
. Aaron Kunz . . 

Chris Koontz Chris Koontz 
. Peter Noonan . . 

Susan Robinson Susan Robinson 
. Martha Eros . . 

Michele McGrath 

Council Offices A City Council District 4: LA City Council District 4: N/A 
,. Sheila Irani . Sheila Irani 

. Nikki Ezhari Nikki Ezhari, 

A City Council District 5: LA City Cou cil District 5: 

·• John Darnell . John Darnell 

. Jay Greenstein . Jay Greenstein 

LA County: LA County: 

. Fernando Ramirez . Fernando Ramirez 

Metro Wests ide Su bway Extension I Station Planning+ Urba n Desig n Concept Report I February 1, 2012 

2.0 STAKEHOLDER IN PUT 

Wilshire / Rodeo Century City Westwood / UCLA 

. Bill Wiley, General . Carol Spencer, . Jeff Averill, UCLA Campus Architect 
Manager, 2 Rodeo Comstock Hills (Alternate: Dave Karwaski) 

. Joe Shooshanl, Public Steve Breuer, Kam Hekmat, lndivesl 
Works Commission President Century City 

Tony Ranger, President, TOPA Homeowners Alliance 
. . Noah Furie, Planning Management Company 

Commission Richard Harmetz, 
Angela Rinebold, Equity Office. Owns Tract 7260 . Jeff Levine, Traffic & several Westwood office properties 

Parking Commission Sarah Shaw, JMB (Alternate: Charlie Hobey) 

Wi lliam Shaw, Beverly 
Realty /Constellation 

John K. Heidt, Westwood . Place 
. 

Wi lshire Hote l, Director Homeowners Association 
of Publi c Re lations . Bob Ha le, Rios 

Michael Metca lfe, Westwood Clementi Ha le 
. . Kelly Pucci, George Studios Homeowners Association 

Comfort & Sons, owner 
Debbie Nussbaum, Westwood Hills of Bank of America . Joe de Tuno, 

. 
bui lding Woodridge Capital/ Property Owners Assoc. 

Alan Abramson, B&A 
Next Century . Jackie Freedman, Holmby-Westwood . 
Associates (CentLJry Property Owners Assoc. Management Company Plaza Hotel) 

Joe Tilem, Former BH 
. Dr. Wolfgan~ Veith, North Westwood . 

Cameron Benson, Village Resi ents Association Mayor Watt Companies 
Hermann Elger, 

. Clinton Schudy, Oakely's B rber Shop . . Joe Marcinek, Watt 
Montage Hotel Companies Gail Friedman, Sarah Leonard Fine 

Jay Newman, Athens jewelers . Susan Bursk, Ce tury 
Groulc (Hotel City Chamber of Steve Sann. NINETHIRTY & The 
Deve oper) Commerce Backyard at the W 

. Tom Blumenthal. Renee Watkinson, CB Thomas Schneider, Barton Myers 
Geary's Richard Ellis Associates (Architecture) 

. Douglas Chrismas, Ace . John Goodwin, ' Richard A_ Fragapane, The Muller 
Gallery Westfield Company (owns Westwood Medical . Raffi Cohen, Galaxy Lou Marienthal, 

Plaza) (Alternate: /I.my Martin) 

Commercia l Properties VP, Century City Matt Abularach, UCLA Student, USAC 
Homeowners Faci lit ies Commission: Parking & 
Alliance. Resident, Transportation Co-Chair 
Cen tury Hil 

City of Bever,y Hi lls Planning City of LA Plann ing: City of LA Planning: 
& Transportation 

Michelle Sorki n . M ichelle Sorkin . Aaron Kunz 
Conni Pa llini-Tipton Conni Pallini-Tipton . . Peter Noonan 
Susan Robinson Susan Robinson . Martha Eros 
Nick Maricich Nick Maricich . 

. Michele McGrath 

N/A LA City Council District 5: LA City Council District 5: 

Jay Greenstein . Jay Greenstein 

Eric Norton Eric Norton 
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February 2011 SAAG Workshops 
The focus of th is first workshop series was on conceptual urban 

design issues at and around the station areas_ The workshops 
began with a brief presentation given by the Metre Design Team. 

The presentation: 

Updated Members on the status of the Metro Westside 

Subway Extension process. 

Outlined the goals of the SAAG design workshops, what 

they will cover, and the role of the SAAG in the publi c input 

process, 

Presented the potential locations of the stations and 

entrance (portal) locations being studied . 

Gave an overview of the key factors that were evaluated to 
select the station locations and station entrances. 

Introduced the Station Planning and Design Toolkit , how 

it has been used and how it will be used during the station 

area design process. 

Following the presentation , the Members gathered into station

specific groups to discuss their respective station areas in 
greater detail and evaluate loca l design needs. Members of 

the Metro Design Team moderated the group discussions and 

documented the Members' input. In general, the conversations 

focus-ed on conceptual design strategies for the station areas. 

Safety and station des ign character were two of the biggest 

issues, along with strategies for integrating the station into the 
neighborhood character, assuring existing and future transit 

connections, and thinking about new development. To help 

facil itate the meetings and ga her feedback, the Metro Design 

Team presented the SAAG Members with visua l mater ials 

(maps, photos, precedent images, a board of design principles 

and the too kit flas hcards) . 

April 2011 Station Tours 
The Metro Project Team led the SAAG Members through tours 
of several existing station areas along the Red and Pu rple lines 

to observe urban design features , station art, multi -moda l 
circulation issues, and fu tu re development opportunities. The 

tour was designed to show a range of stations : new and old, 

big and small, developed and stand-alone. 

The stations visited inc luded: 

• Union Station : large, transit center with multi -modal 
connections, 

• 7th/Metro: downtown transfer station with three station 

entrances, all integrated into existing build ings, connects 

to the Blue l ine, 

• Wilshire/Vermont: large station plaza with recent joint 

development (mixed use and affordable housing) and 
interior courtyard programmed with activities (i.e. farmer's 

market), 

• Hollywood/Vine: small station plaza with recent jo int 

development (mixed use, W hotel and condos), oriented to 

take advantage of views of the iconic Pantages Theater, and 

• Sunset/Vermont: small station plaza with secondary station 

entrance at Kaiser Permanente Hospital. 

Following the tour, the SAAG Members sent comments on the 

station tour, highlight ing what they liked and didn't like. 

The number one concern for the Members was wayfinding 

and signage . Many Members expressed that it was hard to 

find elevators, bike parking, and in some cases, the station 

entrance. Similarly, the SAAG Members would like better sign age 

and maps to help customers nav igate through the system , 

as well as around the neighborhood once exiting the station. 
In addition to signage, the SAAG Members commented on 

station art, materia ls and fin ishes, lighting, station advert ising, 

and amenities such as landscaping, seating, trash cans, etc. 

Of the stations that the group visited , many SAAG Members 

reported Hollywood/Vine as their " favorite" because they liked 

the station art, canopy, and view of the Pantages Theater upon 
exiting the station entrance . Many Members also liked the 

Sunset/Vermont station as an example of a simple, "elegant" 

stat ion with nice artwork, materials, and some landscaping to 
add greenery. A majority of Members did not li ke the plaza 

design at the Wilshire/Vermont station as it felt too harsh and 

"barren" with lots of concrete and no landscaping. The plaza 

also concentrates retail frontages to the interior of the courtyard , 
rather than along Wilsh ire where they would be more visible , a 

concern to some Members. 

The SAAG Members were divided in their opinion of station 

advertising. Some Members believe that sta t ion advertising is 
a good way to generate income; others do not th ink it belongs 

in the station_ Most SAAG Members would prefer to see 

advertising located in des ignated cases rather than covering the 

station walls or artwork, as some of the large advertising st ickers 

currently do. With regard to station mater ials , Members were 

very concerned with durabil ity of finishes and their aesthetic 
qua lity, and maintenance. SAAG Members would like future 

stations to be "elegant" and ho ld up well to wear and tear. In 

addition to sending comments on the tour, the SAAG Members 

were also invited :o discuss their observations and opin ions 

durin the A. ri l Ma worksho . 

Photo (above) from Station Tour at Sunset a(. Vermont 

Photo (above) fro m SAAG station tour at Hollywood a[ Vine 

Photo from SAAG station tour at Wilshire l1{ Verm ont with 
)armer's market activating courtyard plaza on Friday mornings 
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Photo (above) from SAAG workshop presentation 

Photo (above) from SAAG workshop break-out group 

Photo from SAAC meetings in February 
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April/May 2011 SAAG Workshops 
The second set of workshops, held April 25 , 26, and May 2, 
provided updates on the station planning process and focused 
on urban design considerations for the new station areas 

based on observations from the station tour. The opening 

presentatio11: 

Described how cities in the U.S. and Ca nada have bui lt a 
"culture of trnnc;it" in rnmm,mitiPS th;i t did not initi;illy 

identify themselves as t ransit cities . 

Presented updated station area maps showing potential 

po rtal loca tions (stairs, elevators , and escalators) and 

knock-out panels at six new station areas. 

Introduced a set of presentation boards and signage 
flashcards to help facili ta te discussion during the break-out 

groups regarding observations and lessons learned from 

the LA subway tours tha t Metro hosted in Apri l. 

Following the presentatiion , the participants gathered into 
smaller station-specific groups moderated by fac litators from 

the Metro Team. The groups: 

Discussed the pros and corns of the potential station 

entrances to understand which entrances are preferred . 

Provided input on amenities and improvements in and 
around the station areas to help foster a "culture of transit"" 
in Los Angeles . 

Discussed their observations and insights from the LA 
subway tour and how these observations might inform 

future station design. 

Gave recommendations on how to improve station signage 
and wayfinding in and around the stations. 

The SAAG Members revi1ewed a set of " signage flashcards" 
showing different types of station wayfinding signage to 
conc;idPr. ThP group ;:il<:o rPviPwed rPvised maps 

June 2011 SAAG Workshops 
The third and final set of workshops was he'ld June 20-22, 2011 
to discuss uodated station entrance locations, staging areas, 
and urban design concepts. The open ing presentation : 

Presented TOD build-out scenarios and analysis for each 

station area , explained by team member, G.B. Arrington 
from PB Placemaking. 

Provided an overview of the Metro Art Program, presented 

by Metro Creative Services staff, Maya Emsden (Deputy 
Executive Director} and Jorge Pardo (Director, Art & 
Design) . 

Presented updated station area maps showing potential 
portal locations (sta irs, elevators, and escalators) , knock
out panels, and staging areas at six new station areas, as 
we ll ;i<; ,;ome ,;kpt,hPs and renderings of the station areas 

Following the presen tation, the Members gathered in station 

speci fic groups. Dur ing this time, the SAAG Members: 

Discussed the pros and co ns of the potent ia l s:ation 
entrances to inform the Metro Projec t Team on why 

particular station entrance options are preferred. 

Reviewed and provided input on presentation drawings of 

the proposed station areas , including 3D views of station 
models, "before a,nd after'' photo montages, conceptual 

landscape drawings and potential joint development. 

Provided input on amen ities and improvements in and 
around the station areas to help foster a "culture of transit" 

in Los Angeles . 

The tab le on the following page summarizes the feedback 
gathered during the SAAG workshop series pertai ning to each 

s:ation area . 

Photo of breok-ovt group diswssion at SAAG workshop 

Ph oto of break-out group discussion ot SAAG workshop 
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Images (above) of urban design "flashcards" used 
during the SAAG workshops. 
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Photo of recent joint development at Hollywood/ Vine stat ion 

Wilsh ire/Vermont joint development 

SAAG Mem bers at Sunse t/Vermont station 
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Summary of Feedback from SAAG Workshops 

Station Area SMG Preferred Consensus Summary of Major Input Received 

Entrance 

Wilshire/La NW or SW y . Members favor station at either NW or SW corner. Members would prefer a en trance that is oriented to Wilshire, but would support a "straight run" 
Brea corner orientation facing the north as it provide iconic views of the Hollywood Hi ll s and allows for retail to remain visib le. 

. Members favor futu re development on station parcel that wil l mai ntain public plaza at corner. Members oppose joint development that would 

incorporate the station into a build ing envellope. 

. Members would like knock out panels at all four corners of the intersect ion . 

. Members wou ld like a passage/paseo through the station parcel to access Detroit street. 

. Members think bus interface, bike ameni ties, signage and art are needed in and around the station . 

. Members would like for jo int development to be pedestria n-oriented with reta il that faces Wilshire and La Brea rather than fronti ng an internal 

courtyard (l ike Wi lshire/Vermont station). Members are concerned with location of emergency generator. 

Wilsh ire/ NE corner, y . Members strongly favor LACMA West as primary entrance location to create an " iconic" station in iconic building. 
Fairfax LACMA West 

Mu:lti-modal (bus, bike, shuttles, carshare) interface and connections to activity centers in area (Farmers Market, Park La Brea, etc) are very . 
Bui lding 

important. 

. Members th ink innovative art and design are critica l for station. If the Johnie's parcel is se lected, members wou ld like to see art installat ions curated 

by LAC MA at the station plaza. 

. Members support future development south of Wilshire if A+D parcel is selected. Members think the A+D site is too far from Fa irfax for good multi-
moda l connections. 

Wi lshire/La NE corner, y . Majority of members would like sma ll station plaza that does not encourage lingering. 
Cienega Cit ibank parcel . Members strongly support future development at station site and are concerned that current entrance footprint is too large , does not accommodate 

underground parking, and wi ll hinder future development potentia l. 

Wi lshire/ SE portal . Ace N . Most members favor Ace Gallery as the primary entrance because it has the least impact on traffic and businesses of all the entrance opt ions. 
Rodeo Gallery parcel 

Some memJers wou ld prefer the entrance to be closer to Rodeo Drive. Majority of members would like entrance to be on north side of Wilsh ire . . 
. Members are strongly opposed to losing a lane of traffic along Beverly and/or losing underground parking at Bank of America and Union Bank 

entrance locations. 

Centu ry City NE corner, JMB y . Members strongly oppose a prim ary entrance along Santa Mon ica Blvd as they do not beli eve it would best serve the major activity centers and 
parcel pedestrian sheds in Century City. 

. Members strongly favor a Constellation primary entrance with knock out panels that allow for a Westfield Mall entrance and other connections . 

Members prefer the JMB site as future deve lopment plans include a "trans it plaza" with a subway entrance at the NE corner and mobility hub as part 

of the propo sed build ing. 

. Members expressed great interest in working with Met ro to identify staging areas at Constellation . 

. Members expressed great interest in participating in station art and des ign process . 

Westwood/ NW corner y . Members strongly favor an en trance at both the north and south side of Wi lshire/Westwood with handicap accessibili ty at both entrances . 
UCLA (Gayley & 

Members wou ld prefer for the NW corner entrance at Wilshire/Westwood to be closer to the corner (not tucked behind in the parking garage). 
Wilsh ire) NW 

and SW corner . Members believe multi-modal connections and interface are cr itica l at Lot 36 entrance location. Members are concerned that the station has no park 

(Westwood & & ride garage at Lot 36. Members wou ld like to know how UCLA's future development wou ld affect the station at Lot 36. 

Wi lshire) . Members favor knock out panels to allow entrances at a 11 four corners of the intersection at Wilsh ire/Westwood . 

. Members would like good pedestrian connections from Lot 36 to the Westwood Vi llage area (through a paseo that con nects to Ki nross) . 

22 ©Metrd 

Information Requested from Metro 

Members wou ld like Metro to provide information 

on the size, scale, noise impacts and development 

impacts of the required emergency generator on the 

station parcel. 

Members would like Metro to study seismic issues, 
retrofit requirements, cost and other impacts to the 

LAC MA West bui lding to determine ifit is feas ible to 

host the primary station entrance. 

Members wou Id Ii ke Metro to study if the e'ltrance 

can be reconfigured to face Wilshire with a smaller 

footprint to allow for future development. 

Members would like Metro to provide informat ion on 
the construction impacts and mitigations to traffic 

and businesses, and informatio n on how and why the 
three entrance locations in the DEIR were selected . 

Members wou ld like Metro to provide entrance 

specific ridership analys is comparing the 
Constellation entrance options to the Santa Mon ica 

Boulevard entrance opt ions. 

Members would like Metro to provide information on 

the historical analysi s study of the Westwood Medical 

Bu ildi ng and study if the NW entrance at Westwood/ 
Wilsh ire can be reconfigured to be closer to the 

corner rather than in the garage. 

=,~= TORTI CALLAS AND 
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Veteran Administration Outreach 
The Metro Project Team met with VA representatives and LA 

County Supervisor, Zev Yaroslovsky to discuss entrance options 
and design issues for the VA station area . The Metro design 

team studied a north and south option. The north option would 

be located north of Wilshire and west of Bonsall near the VA 

parking lot area, south of Ei senhower. The south station option 

woul d be located sou th of Wilsh ire and eas t of Bonsall near the 

parking lot that serves the VA Hospital. 

Design issues for the VA station include: 

Security and privacy: need for separation of publ ic and 

private spaces and routes, 

Development impact: design the smallest station footprint 

possible, 

Bus Interface: need for good connections along Wi lshire, 

and 

Safety and accessibil ity: need for good pedestrian linkages 

to VA property and accessibility amenities and infrastructure 

for disabled population. 

In addition to meeting with VA representatives, the Metro 

Project Tear, met with bus operation representatives from 

Metro and Santa Monica Big Blue Bus as there are major bus 

stops along Wilsh ire, adjacent to the VA property. Currently, the 
pedestrian connections between the bus stops and VA property 

are poor. Safety is a major issue for Metro and VA with future 

riders coming to the area to ride the subway and/or bus. When 

the Exposition Line opens, bus service along Wilshire will be 

reduced. However, Metro plans to keep a bus station at the VA 

stop. Big Blue Bus is very interested in the VA stop and sees this 
as a key place for bus/subway connections to Santa Monica. 

Based on a series of discussions with the Metro team and 

several iterations of sketches and diagrams presented to the 

VA, the VA representatives expressed the ir preference for a 
south station option with a station plaza at the W il shire level for 

easy bus access that is integrated into a secondary plaza at the 
Bonsall level with access to the subway. The various iterations 

and preferred design can be seen at the end of this chapter in 

the section discussing the VA station entrance. 

~ Pedestnan 
ConneC11ons to Bus 
Stops on Wilshire Blvd 

......., Vehicular Movement 

Bus Stops 

2.0 STAKEHOLDER IN PUT 

View of VA Ho spital looking south 

Aerial photo of existing circulation coriditions at VA property between north and south campus View of Wilshire bridge, looking south from VA north station option 

Photo of historic Wadsworth Chapel near VA north station option 

Metro Westside Subway Extension I Station Planning+ Urban Design Concept Report I February 1, 2012 
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Station Planning + Urban Design Considerations 
The following section provides an overview of station design 
issues for the seven (7) new station areas along the Wilshire 
corridor discussed during he SAAG worksliops. The 11ew 
stations include: 

Wilshire/La Brea 

Wilshire/Fairfax 

Wilshire/La Cienega 

Wilshire/Rodeo 

Century City 

Westwood/UCLA 

Veterans Admin istration (VA) 

Th is section outlines the opportunities and constraints for all 

of the station entrance options, as well as commun ity feedback 

the des ign team received from the SAAG Members during 
the workshops and station tours, as welll a meetings with 

representa ives of the VA property and LA County Supervisor, 
Zev Yaros lavsky. The maps, images and graphics in this section 
were presented to the SAAG Members and VA representatives, 

respectively during the workshops and meetings. 

Diagram of Wes tside Subway Extension, showing urban form typologies for seven proposed stations. 
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WILSHIRE/LA BREA 
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STATION BOX AND PORTAL LOCATION OPTIONS 
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·-••. (One To Bo Selected) ~ Ela .. lor Panel V' Bus Stop 

Pol •tl•I ConsllUCllon 
StJlglng Maas 

Map shown during SAAG workshops 
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Station Urban Design Issues 
The two station entrance options for the Wilshire/ La 
Brea station are located at the NW and SW corners of the 
Wilshire/La Brea intersection. Station design issues for 
th is area include: 
• Significant bus connections in area: need for good 

subway/bus interface for east/west and north/south 
routes. 

• Wide streets (up to 6 travel lanes with parking on 
each side of street) with heavy traffic: need for safe 
pedestrian crossings and visible crosswalks . 

• Narrow sidewalks : need for wider sidewalks to 
accommodate pedestrian amenities and bus/subway 
queuing. 

• Large parcels: need for pedestri;an passages to create 
good neighborhood access between station area and 
Detroit Street. 

• joint development opportunities on NW and SW 
parcels: need for active land uses and pedestria n
friendly development to support station. 

Station Area Characteristics 

Urban Corridor Business Center Development 
Potential 

The following pages discuss the opportunities and 
constraints of the two station entrance options, as 

well various drawings presented to the publ ic as part 
of the outreach process. The drawings include: " before 
and after" photo renderings, sketches, and 3-D models 
to explore urban design concepts in and around the 
stat ion area. The drawings helped generate oiscussion 
and pinpoint issues to inform the Metro Design Team's 

analysis and recommendations . 
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Entrance 1 (NW Corner) 

OPPORTUNITIES: 
• Metro owns Parcel (no acquisition) . 
• Good access to La Brea/Wi lshire bus connections. 

Transit supportive adjacent land uses (high density 
housing and commercial). 

• Construction and staging occur on same site (more 
efficient, less impacts). 

• Sufficient space for station plaza with pedestrian and 
bike amenities and kiss & ride or taxi queuing 
joint development opportunities. 
Close to pedestrian -oriented bu sinesses along north 
La Brea. 

CONSTRAINTS: 
Limited visibility from Wilshire as station entrance 
is not oriented to la Brea (potent ial for switchback 
orientation). 
Elevator and station entrance are not close to each 
other for easy circulation. 
Emergency generator s large, makes noise and may 
impact future development opportunities. 

• Gassy grounds and tar sands. 

SAAG MEM BER IN PUT: 
No strong preference between northwest and 
southwest entrance. 
Would like strategic placement of emergency 
generator so as not to preclude future development 
and minimize visua l impacts and noise impacts. 
Would like wider sidewalks, bright crosswalks, and 
other pedestrian safety enha ncements. 
Would like pedestrian/bike access to Detroit through 
paseo or pathway through Metro parcel. 
Would like knock out panels at all four corners of 
intersection to allow for future station entrances. 
Supportive of joint development opportun ities at 
both station entrance sites (north and south). 
Favor an "open statior" plaza (i.e. station entrance 
is not covered by development). 
Would like good signage and station art that reflects 
history of area. 
Support northwest corner option as it is close to 
high density housing and pedestrians. 

Entrance 1, view looking towards west side of La Brea north of 
Wilshire . 

Entrance 1, Aerial View 
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Entrance 1, Engineering Drawing 
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Entrance 2 (SW Corner) 

OPPORTUNITIES: 
• Oriented to Wilshire Blvd, good station visibility. 

Construction and staging occur on same c;ite {more 
efficient, less impacts). 
Adjacent to major bus connections along Wilshire 
and La Brea. 

• Sufficient space for station plaza with pedestrian and 
bike amenities and kiss & ride or taxi queuing. 

• joint development opportunities. 

CONSTRAINTS: 
• Metro must acqu ire parcel. 
• Less high density housing south of Wilshire 

(compared to north parcel). 
Lack of trees and pedestrian amenities along south 
side of Wilshire. 
Potential infrastructure challenges. 
Gassy grounds and tar sands. 

SAAG MEMBER INPUT: 
No strong preference between northwest and 
southwest entrances. 
Would support both options. 
Would like strategic placement of emergency 
generator so as not to preclude future development 
and minimize visual impacts and noise. 
Would like knock out panels at all four corners of 
intersection. 
S pportive of joint development opportunities at 
both station entrance sites (north and south). 
Favor an "open stat ion" plaza (i.e. station entrance 
is not covered by development). 
Would like good signage and station art that reflects 
history of area. 

• Would like wider sidewalks, bright crosswalks, and 
other pedestrian safety enhancements. 

• Would like pedestrian/bike access to Detroit through 
paseo or pathway through parcel. 

Entrance 2, looking toward5 sou,hwest corner of Wilshire and 
La Brea 

Entrance 2, Aerial View 

Entrance 2, Engineering Drawing 
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Photo Rendering of Entrance Area 

''After" photo montage of La Brea, looking west down Wilshire 

Metro Westside Subway Extension I Station Planning + Urban Design Concept Report I February 1, 2012 
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Photo of La Brea, looking west down Wilshire 

PHOTO RENDERING: The "Befo re and After" montage explores 
station plaza design concepts on the northwest corner of the 
intersection. The photo rendering helps visua lize the scale of the 
station plaza and amenities, showing the Metro canopy, elevators, 
pedestr ian lighti ng, signage, enhanced crosswalks, shade trees 
and bus she llers . In th is rendering, the entranct:! i::; urit:!nlt:!d Lu race 

Wi lsh ire Bouleva rd with a "switchback configu ration." 

SAAG INPUT: SAAG Members expressed that they would like an 
open station plaza at the corner. Signage and pedestrian amenities 
are ve ry im portant, as we ll as good bus connections and kiss & ride 
drop off area. 
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Landscaping Concepts 

Scheme A: Straight Run Entrance Configuration 
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SCHEME A: STRAIGHT RUN STATION ENTRANCE 
CONFIGURATION 
Scheme A shows a station plaza concept at the NW corner 
adjacen t to space reserved for future development. The 
station plaza is oriented north along La Brea, but the 
elevators face Wilshire. The plaza is oriented to views 
of Hol lywood hills along La Brea. There is sufficient 
space for queuing, as wel l as bicycl e storage, kiosks , and 
landscaping. 

SAAG 1 NPUT: SAAG Members liked the corne r plaza 
design. They would prefer the en t rance to be oriented to 
Wi lshire Boulevard. 

Scheme B: Switchback Entrance Configuration 
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SCHEME B: SWITCHBACK STATION ENTRANCE 
CONFIGURATION 
Scheme B creates a smaller plaza at the NW corner with 
the entrance and elevators oriented to Wilshire. The 
scheme has less queuing space. 

SAAG INPUT: SAAG Members prefer red Scheme B 
because the elevators and entrance are or iented to 
Wilshire, making the stat ion more visi ble along Wilsh ire 
with easy bus connect ions. 
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2.0 STAKEHOLDER INPUT 

Potential Joint Development 

Scheme A: Corner Plaza with Arcade Scheme B: Wilshire Tower with Covered Plaza Scheme C: Courtyard with Arcade Scheme D: Courtyard with Paseo Scheme E: Central Plaza off Wilshire 

POTENTIAL JOI NT DEVELOPMENT 
The Urban Design team developed several joint 
development schemes (above and right) to explore 
circulation issues, open space, station access and 
visibility, and development scale. The joint development 
schemes explore ways to create an attractive stat ion area 
with development, while providing a central open space 
that is visible From Wi lshire Boulevard . These drawings 
were shown at the SAAG June Workshop for input. 
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SAAG INPUT: 
SAAG Members wou ld like an open station plaza at the 
corner of La Brea and Wilshire with future development 
around the station ent rance, but not "over the portal." 
The group would like to see a hybrid of Scheme A and 
B (see above). Their ideal station would have the corne r 
plaza (see Scherrie A) adjacent to a tower buildi ng along 
Wils hire (see Scheme B) . The Members would like fo r 
future development to include a paseo, arcade or other 
passage t hrough t he parcel to provide good access to 
Detroit. The SAAG Members expressed some concern 
regarding shadow im p;:icts from futme dP.ve lopment on 

the neighborhood. 
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SAAG Members also are concerned with act ivating the 
ground floor space of new development to create a 
safe, l ively stat ion area with viable retail and other uses. 
Some Members were opposed to a central courtyard 
development (see Scheme D, E, F) because the retail 
is less visible from Wilshire and La Brea . Members 
expressed that retail typical ly does not perform well 
when "hidden" in a cou rtyard like the Wilshire/Verm ont 
Tran sit-Oriented Developmen t (TOD). Members 
exp ressed that Wi lsh ire/ La Brea is the ideal place for 
a corner plaza. It shou ld not be placed at Det ro it and 
Wilsh ire (see Scheme F). 

The presence and placement of the emergency genera tor 
are wor ri some to the SAAG Members. They requested 
more information on the size, noise impacts, and testi ng 
schedule to better unde rstand where it should be pl aced 
to have the least impact on the parcel in terms offuture 
development opportunities . 

Metro West side Subway Extension I Station Planning + Urban Design Concept Report I February 1, 2012 
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Scheme F: Plaza at Detroit with Central Courtyard 
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Station Urban Design Issues 
The three (3) station entrance options are oriented 
around the Wilshire/ Fairfax intersection. Station design 
issues includes: 

Major b s connections 3!ong Fairfax and Wilshire: 
need for good bus interface. 
Major tourist destinatio11s in area: need for good 
signage and multi-modal connections to get to 
surrounding parks, museums. and attractions. 
Gassy grounds and tar: need for methane and other 
gas mitigations. 
Historic buildings (Johnie's and LACMA West): need 
for mitigations during construction and potentia l 
seismic etrofit (at LACMA West) . 
Narrow sidewalk along Fairfax: need for plaza or 
other .station .space to acrnmmod::ite bikf:i r::irking, 
bus stops, and amenities. 
Future development potential : need for transit 
supportive uses and pedestrian-friendly design. 

Station Area Characteristics 

Urban Corridor Development Potential 

Business 
Center 

Tourist 
Destination 

Institutional 
Destination 

The following pages discuss the opportun itie s and 
constraints of the three station entrance options, and 
present various drawings shown to the public as part 
of the outreach process. The drawings helped generate 
discuss ion and pinpoint issues for the Metro Design 
Team to inform their analysis and recommendations . 

Map shown at SAAG workshops. 
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Entrance 1 (NW Corner: Johnie's} 

Opportunities: 
• Good access to Wilshire/Fairfax bus connections. 

Adjacent to iconic, h istoric building (Johnie 's). 

• Construction site is staging area (more efficient). 
Exist ing right of way and parking are easier for 
construction purposes than developed site. 
Sufficient space for station plaza with pedestrian and 
bike amenities . 

Constraints: 
• Construction mitigations for adjacent historic 

structure (Johnie's). 
• Methane gas mitigation. 
• Must reconfigure alley and replace 99 Cent Only 

slore parking. 
• Metro does not own property. 

SAAG Member Input: 
• Prefer LACMA West as primary entrance to create 

iconic station. 
• Wou ld like good bus, bike, and pedestrian 

connections . 
Interested in bike share and carshare facilities. 

• Concern about spillover parking in the neighborhood. 
• Interest in art installation at plaza that relates to 

LACMA or museum re lated use for Johnie's. 

Entrance 1, looking north toward Johnie's and alley. 

Entrance 1, Aerial View 

Entrance 1, Engineering Drawing 

Entrance 2 (NE Corner: LACMA West) 

OPPORTU N ITIES: 
• Oriented to major streets (Wilshire and Fairfax) with 

major bus connect io ns. 

• Located within icon ic building. 
• Entrances to both Wilshire and Fairfax for good 

pedestrian ci rcul at ion. 

CONSTRAINTS: 
Potential major seismic upgrades to historic 

structure. 
• Potential operat ional and security issues with Metro 

entrance in lobby of bui lding. 
• In sufficient staging area at construction site. 
• Lim ited space for pedestrian and bike amenities. 
• No juinl c.Jevelopmenl polenlial. 
• Metro does not own property. 

SAAC MEMBER INPUT: 
• Prefer LACMA West as primary entrance to create 

iconic station. 
• LACMA is interested in potential shared parking 

with Metro. 
Interest in art instal lation in window displays along 
Wilshire to relate to LACMA. 
Need for good signage and connections to area 
attractions through shuttles, bus, bike share, or 
carshare. 

Metro Westside Subway Extension I Station Plann ing + Urban Design Concept Report I February 1, 2012 

2.0 STAKEHOLDER IN PUT 

Entrance 2, looking northeast toward LAC MA West. 

Entrance 2, Aeriaf View 

1.-1-~--b=--rt--CONSTRUC TION 
STAGING AND 
LAYDOWN AREA 

STATION ENTRAN 

1 STATION 

Entrance 2, Engineering Drawing 

LACMA 
WEST 

31 



STATION PLANNING+ URBAN DESIGN CONCEPT REPORT 

32 

Entrance 3 (SE Site: A+D Site} 

OPPORTUNITIES: 
• Staging area and construction occur in same area 

(more efficient, less impact). 
• Joint development opportunities. 
• Sufficient space for pedestrian, bus and bike 

amenities. 
• Oriented with view of LAC MA upon exiting. 

CONSTRAINTS: 
• Not located at corner of Wilshire/ Fairfax for 

convenient bus/subway connections. 
Metro must acqui re property. 
Less vi sible to riders at mid-block location rather 
than at co rner of Fairfax and Wilshire. 

SAAG MEMBER INPUT: 
• Strong preference for LACMA West (May Company 

Building) as primary entrance to create iconic 
entrance. 
Interest in joint development. 

• Need for good signage and connect ions to area 

attractions through shuttles, bus, bike share, or 
carshare. 

Entrance 3, looking south toward A+D museum 

Entrance 3, Aerial View 

Entrance 3, Engineering Drawing 
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Photo Rendering of Johnie's Entrance Area 

"After" photo montage ofjohnie's station area along Wilshire. 

Before photo ofjohnie 's site looking north. 

Metro Westside Subway Extension I Station Planning+ Urban Design Concept Report I February 1, 2012 

2.0 STAKEHOLDER INPUT 

PHOTO RENDERING: The "Before and After' ' montage 
(left) explores station plaza design concepts on the 
northwest corner of the intersection. The photo 
rendering helps visualize the sca le of the station plaza 
and amenities, showing the reconfigured alley, as well as 
placement of station entrance and elevators. 

SAAG INPUT: SAAG Members expressed that they 
would prefer a station inside the LACMA West building. 
If Johnie's becomes the primary entrance location, the 
SAAG Members are interested in bike amen ities such as 
bike-share station and car-share parking in t e station 
area. The Members would like to see art integrated into 
the station plaza. For example, the station plaza could 
host art instal la tions that LP,CMA could curate with a 
museum related use at Johnie's such as a gift shop to 
help activate the street frontage along Wilshire. 

33 
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Photo Rendering of LACMA West Entrance Area 

"After" photo montage of LAC MA West entrance along Wilshire. 

34 

Photo of LAC MA, looking north 

PHOTO RENDERING: The "Before and After' ' helps to visualize how 
a Metro entrance could be integrated into the LACMA West building. 

SAAG INPUT: SAAG Members strongly favor locating the Metro 
entrance with in the LACMA West bui lding. Members would like to see 
some creative uses of the window displays along the street for LAC MA 
art installations . 
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Station Study of LAC MA West Entrance Area 

D ci=c::J D 0 
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S< 
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WILSHIRE 

Ground floor plan of conceptual station entrance at LAC MA West 

GROUND FLOOR PLAN: The site pla n shows a Metro 
entrance within t he buil ding with access from W ilsh ire 
and Fairfax. The primary entrance to the building wou ld 
be accessed from t he Metro lobby with secure access to 
the interior of the bu ildi ng. 

SAAG INPUT: SAAG Members liked this design and 
expressed their des ire for pedestria n access from both 
Wils hire and Fairfax for opti mal bus connections to the 
subway. 

2.0 STAKEHOLDER INPUT 
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WILSH IRE 

Conceptual site plan of concourse level of station entrance at LAC MA West. 

CONCOURSE FLOOR PLAN: The site plan shows t he 
Metro escalators below the sidewa lk on Wilshire goi ng 
to the station box. 

SAAG INPUT: SAAG Members liked this design. 

Metro Westside Subway Extension I Station Planning+ Urban Design Concept Report I February 1, 2012 
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A+D Conceptual Entrance Site Plan 

;!....._ __ , ,,.,-

Site plan of A+D station area with entrance oriented west . 

..._ __ ,_,,. 

Site plan of A+D station area with entrance oriented to north, facing LACMA. 

36 ~Metro 

CONCEPTUAL SITE PLAN: The conceptua l si te plan 
shows a station plaza at the A+D Site with the entrance 
o riented to the west. 

SAAG INPUT: Some members are very interested in 
joint development opportunities to the south of LACMA 
at the A+D site. 

CONCEPTUAL SITE PLAN: The conceptual site plan 
shows a station plaza at the A+D Site with the entrance 
oriented to the north. 

SAAG Input: Some members are very interested in joint 
development opportuni ties to the south of LACMA at 
the A+D site. Members would prefer for the stat ion to be 
oriented to Wilshi re wi th a view of LACMA upon exiting 
the subway station entrance. 
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WILSHIRE/LA CIENEGA 

STATION BOX AND PORTAL LOCATION OPTION 

I
I. PARSONS =~~= ft'I BRINCKERHOFF ,.,.,,., •••• 

Pa,.,.,llol Primary Enll11nce r.:7 Metro = Kno,ck Oul o ExlsUng 
··-·· (One Ta Be SelecledJ ~ EleY31or Pan• I Bus Slop 

Po1en1ieJ Con91ruclion 
Staging Areas 

Metro Westside Subway Extension I Station Planning+ Urban Design Concept Report I February 1, 2012 
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Map shown during SAAG workshops. 

2.0 STAKEHOLDER IN PUT 

Station Urban Design Issues 
The station entrance option being evaluated is oriented 
to the Wilsh ire/ La Cienega intersection . This is the only 
entrance option being evaluated because the alternative 

entrance option at the Flynt property was eliminated due 
to major impacts to the underground parking structure. 
Station design issues includes: 

Major bus co~nect ions along La Cienega and 
Wilshire: need for good bus/subway interface. 
Gateway to Beverly Hil ls; need good signage and 

wayfind ing to neighborhood attractions. 
Major office towers and medical building in area: 
need for good mult i-modal linkages . 
Future development opportunities: need for 
pedestrian -friendly design with active land uses to 
support stati on area and transit culture. 

Station Area Characteristics 

Urban Corridor 
Business 

Center 
Development 

Potential 

The following pages present the opportunities and 
constraints of the primary station entrance option , as 
well as various drawings presented to the public as part 
of the outreach process. The drawings helped generate 
discussion and pinpoint issues for the Metro Desi gn 
Team to info rm their onalysis and recommendat ions. 
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Entrance 1 (Citibank Site) 

OPPORTUNITIES: 
• Staging area and construction occur in same area 

(more efficient, less impact). 
Joint development opportunities. 
Sufficient space for pedestrian, bus and bike 
amen ties. 
Proximity to office towers along Wilshire, Cedar 
Sinai medical building and Beverly Hi!ls restaurant 
row. 
Gateway between Beverly H ill s and Miracle Mile 
di stri ct. 

CONSTRAINTS: 
Metro must acqu ire parcel. 
Heavy traffic in area and m inimal pedestrian 
crossings and ameni ties. 
Buildings in area lack pedestrian-orientation . 

SAAG MEMBER INPUT: 
Great interest in joint evelopment opportunities at 
parcel. 

• Would like good signage and wayfinding. 
• Would prefer if station entrance was oriented to 

Wilshire Blvd and closer to intersection corner. 
• Would prefer if station footprint was smaller to 

maximize development opportunities. 
Do not want to see large plaza , would prefer smal.lcr 
station plaza area that does not encourage lingering. 
Would like drop-off kiss & ride area. 
Would li ke Metro stat ion parking. 

ENTRANCE CONFIGURATION: 
ProjectTeam studied cntrancclocation and determined 
a reconfiguration of the entrance orientation that 
would reduce conflicts with underground utilities, 
make a more compact swi tchback en trance facing 
Wilshire, and minimize the footprint to reduce 
conflicts to future development. 

Entrance 1, looking north toward Citibank parcel 

Entrance 1, Aerial View 

Entrance 1, Engineering Drawing 

Potential Joint Development 

CEDARS SINAI 

Entra nce 1, Aerial View ofjoint Development Potential 

WtLSHIRE 

Ground Floor Plan ofjoint De11elopment Potential 

4J Metro 

FLYNT-OWER 

30 RENDERING: The 3D model helps the viewer 
understand the sca le of development in the area and 
how new development could be configured over the 
station entrance. 

SAAG IN PUT: The membe·s were very concerned that 
the station portal! placeme1t was too large and would 
hinder future development opportunities. The SAAG 
Members expressed an interest in reorienting the 
portal to face Wilshire and have a smaller footprint to 
allow more room for underground parking. 
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Photo Rendering of Entrance Area 

"After'' aerial photo montage of La Cienega entrance, looking north. 

Metro Westside Subway Extension I Station Planning + Urban Design Concept Report I February 1, 2012 

2.0 STAKEHOLDER IN PUT 

Aerial photo of La Cienega, looking north up La Cienega 

PHOTO RENDERING: The "Before and After" images help to visualize 
how a Metro entrance at the NE corner could be designed. 

SAAG INPUT: SAAG Members expressed that th ey would prefer 
a smaller station plaza where the station entrance is oriented to 
Wilshire , rather to La Cienega. The members were very concerned 
that the station plaza concept (shown above) would hinder future 
development opportunities by not allowing a large enough footprint 
for development and related parking requirements. 
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Station Urban Design Issues 
The three (3) station entrance options being evaluated 
are located near the Wilshire / Beverly intersection. 
Station design issues includes: 
• Limited space for construction, staging, and future 

development. 
• Limited space along the sidewalk for pedestrian and 

bicycle amenities re lated to the station area. 
Historic structures: need for mitigations during 
construction. 

• Major tourism center: need for good pedestrian 
linkages, signage, and amenities. 
High traffic volumes along Wilshire and Beverly: 
need for safe pedestrian crossings. 

• Bus connections along Wilshire: need for good bus/ 
subway interface. 

• Knock-out panels for future station entrances. 

Station Area Characteristics 

Urban Center 

Business 
Center 

Retail Destination 

D 
Tourist 

Destination 

The following pages present the opportun1t1es and 
constraints of the station entrance options, as wel l 
as various drawings presented to the publ ic as part of 
the outreach process. The drawings helped generate 
discuss ion and pinpoint issues for the Metro Design 
Team to inform their analysis and recommendat ions . 

Map shown at SAAG workshops. 
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Entrance l (Union Bank) 

OPPORTUNITIES: 
Very close to activity centers and attractions at and 
around Rodeo Drive. 
Entrance oriented north with view of Rodeo Drive 
area. 
Serves businesses and residential area south of 
Wilshire. 

CONSTRAINTS: 
• Metro must acquire parcel. 
• Not immediately adjacent to Beverly/Wi ls hire 

intersection for direct bus connections. 
No joint development opportunities. Less density 
and active uses on south side of Wilshire than on 
north. 
Located along small side street (El Camino) with 
limited capacity for taxi, drop off, and related subway 
traffic. 
Limited north/south crossings for pedestrians. 

• Impacts to historic structure. 
• Loss of underground parkir1g during cun::;trucliun 

and permanent loss of approximately 30 
underground parking spaces upon completion. 
Limited space for bike amenities. 

SAAG MEMBER INPUT: 
Favor ACE Gallery for the primary entrance location 
because it has the least impact on traffic and 
businesses of all the entrance options. 
Great concern regard ing construction impacts to 
Rodeo Drive bus inesses and Beverly Wilshire Hotel. 

• Some support for location as it is the closest portal 
to Rodeo Drive and will best serve those businesses. 

• Would like north and south portals to serve both side 
of Wilshire as it is a busy street to cross and SAAG 
Members are concerned with pedestrian safety. 

Entrance 1, /ook;ng ,outh toward un;on Bank 

Entrance 1, Aerial View 
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Entrance 1, Engineering Drawing 

Entrance 2 (Bank of America) 

OPPORTUNITIES: 
• Oriented to Beverly/Wilshire intersection for good 

bus connections . 
• Portal located at corner for good vis ibility. 

Located on north side of Wilshire which has 
majority of businesses and activities in the area. 
Ad jacent to major office buildings and Montage 
Hotel. 

CONSTRAINTS: 
Limited space for pedestrian and bike amenities 
around station. 
Potential major impacts to underground parking, 
permanent loss of approximately 40 spaces (Option 
A, see pages 46-48). 

• Potential impact to Beverly Drive with permanent 
loss of southbound right hand turn la ne (Option B, 
see pages 46-48). 

• Impacts to historic structure. 
• No joint development opportunities. 

SAAG MEMBER INPUT: 
• Favor ACE Gallery for the primary entrance location 

because it has the least impact on traffic and 
businesses of all the entrance options. 
Would support the Bank of America station location 
option as the primary entrance if there were 
no impacts to the street and no impacts to the 
building's underground parking. 
Interested in Bank of American site for a smaller 
secondary portal to serve north side of Wilshire and 
bring riders closer to the "heart of Beverly H ii Is." 

Metro Westside Subway Extension I Station Planning+ Urban Design Concept Report I February 1, 2012 

2.0 STAKEHOLDER IN PUT 

Entrance 2, looking west toward Bank of America. 

Entrance 2, Aerial View 

Entrance 2, Engineering Drawing 
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Entrance 3 (ACE Callery) 

OPPORTUNITIES: 
Joint development opportunities. 
Sufficient space for portal and amen ities. 
Construct ion and stagir,g occur at same site (more 
effic ien t , less impact). 
Less construction impacts on Rodeo Drive area. 
Redeve lopment opportunities east of site. 

CONSTRAIINTS: 
Not located at major intersection (Beverly/Wi lshire) 
for direct bus connections . 
Less visible as located along smal l street (South 
Reeves) rather than major street (i .e. Beverly). 
Lack of pedestrian crossings in area. 
Lack of pedest rian amenities. Entrance 3, looking south toward Union Bank 

SAAG MEMBER INPUT: 
• Prefer ACE Gallery as it has the least impacts on 

existing businesses and traffic routes. 
Interested in development potential at site. 

• Would like to have portals on both south and north 
side of street, idea lly a fu ll porta l at the ACE gal lery 
site and a secondary, spl it porta l at the Bank of 
America site (see page 52) . 

Entrance 3, Aerial View 
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Entrance 3, Engineering Drawing 
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Union Bank Entrance Site Plan 
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Metro Westside Subway Extension I Station Planning+ Urban Design Concept Report I February 1, 2012 

2.0 STAKEHOLDER INPUT 

CONCEPTUAL SITE PLAN: The Design Team studied 
locating an entrance in the Un ion Bank buildi ng at the 
SE corner of Wilshire and El Camino. The entrance faces 
Wilshire look ing north with the elevators, escalators, and 
stairs in a lobby, maintaining the facade of the building. 
This entrance configuration impacts the underground 
parking garage during construction so that no parking 
spaces can be used. After construction, the configuration 
requires a loss of approximately 30 underground parking 
spaces to make room for the concourse leve l. 

SAAG INPUT: A majority of the SAAG Members were 
strongly opposed to this scheme due to its proximity 
to Rodeo Drive and the related construction impacts to 
businesses iri the area. The temporary loss of parking for 
the office building makes the configuration unworkable 
to the building owner and the loss of 30 underground 
parking spaces was deemed unacceptable. A few 
members supported this station entrance option as it is 
the closest station entrance to Rodeo Drive activity. 
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Renderings of Union Bank Entrance Area 

Perspective looking south at Union Bank Building 

L,_ .D. 

Aerial 30 view looking north toward Downtown Beverly Hills 
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3D RENDERINGS: The renderings show the facade of the 
Union Bank bui lding preserved with views of the Metro 
lobby inside (left) and the station box below the Un ion 

Bank ' ui lding (left, bo~tom) . 

SAAG INPUT: A majority of the SAAG Members were 
strong ly opposed to th is scheme due to its proximity 
to Rodeo Drive and the related construction impacts to 
businesses in the area . 
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"After" photo montage of Bank of America West entrance, looking west down Wilshire. 

Metro Westside Subway Extension I Station Planning+ Urban Design Concept Report I February 1, 2012 
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2.0 STAKEHOLDER INPUT 

Photo of Bank of America, looking west down Wilshire 

PHOTO RENDERING: The rendering (left) visualizes how an entrance 
would be located along Beverly Drive north of Wilsh ire by taking the 
right hand turn lane. 

SAAG INPUT: A majority of the SAAG Members were strongly opposed 
to taking a lane of traffic along Beverly Drive. If a smaller portal could 
be designed that would neither impact the building's underground 
parking nor the road configuration, SAAG Members would support the 
Bank of America corner as a good entrance location. 
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Bank of America Full Entrance (Option A} 

EXISTING ROAD CONFIGURATION 
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SITE PLAN: The site plan ,(above) shows the exi ting 
road configuration for Beverly Drive with two northbound 
lanes, two southbound lanes, and right hand turn lane. 
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SITE PLAN: The site plan (above) shows a proposed road 
reconfiguration for Beverly Drive with two northbound 
lanes, two southbourd lanes, and no right hand turn 
lane to accommodate a station entrance. 

SAAC INPUT: A majority of the SAAG Members were 
strongly opposed to taking a lane of traffic along Beverly. 
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Rendering of Bank of America (Option A) Entrance Area 

U ION BA NK 

BAN K OF AM ER ICA BU ILD ING 

Aerial 30 view looking west 

Metro Westside Subway Extension I Station Planning+ Urban Design Concept Report I February 1, 2012 

2.0 STAKEHOLDER IN PUT 

30 RENDERING: The rende ing (left) shows how an 
entrance would be configured along the northwest edge 
of Beverly with in t he sidewalk area . Th e sidewalk would 

need to be widened to accommodate the stai rs and 
escalators requiring the loss of the right hand turn la ne. 

SAAG IN PUT: A majority of the SAAG Members were 
strongly opposed to taking a I ane of traffic along Beverly. 
If a smaller portal could be designed that would neithe r 
impact the building's underground parking no the road 
configurat ion . SAAG Members would support the Bank 
of America corner as a good entrance location . 
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Split Entrance: Half Entrance at Union Bank and Half Entrance at Bank of America 
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B of A 
PARKING SUMMARY 
*DELETED STALLS 
6 - P1 level 
6 - P2 level 
6 - P3 level 
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PARKING SUMMARY 
•DELITED STALLS 
3 - level 

18 - level 2 
5 - level 3 

26- Total 

•GAINED STAL S 
5 - level 1 (Valet) 
1 - level 2 
6 - otal 

'20 Net Total Deleted 
Stalls 

EL CAMINO DRNE 

0 10' 

SC 

CONCEPTUAL SITE PLAN: The plans (left} show how a 
half portal could be accom modated along Beverly north 
of Wilshire y widening an area of the si dewa lk with a 

bu I bout to accommodate a "ha lf entrance." Another half 
entrance would be located in the Un ion Bank Building or 
at t he ACE Ga llery site. 

SAAG INPUT: The majority of SAAG Members were not 
opposed to a spli t porta l. Some like the small entrance 
along Beverly. Others were concerned with loss of street 
parking. One Member was concerned that split portal 
entrances would create greater impacts to traffic and 
businesses by having construction in two areas. 

Site plan of split entrances. 
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Photo Rendering of Ace Gallery Entrance Area 

"After" photo montage of ACE Gallery entrance. 

Photo of ACE Caffery. 

Metro Westside Subway Extension I Station Planning+ Urban Design Concept Report I February ·1, 20·12 

' 

2.0 STAKEHOLDER IN PUT 

PHOTO RENDERING: The photo montage shows a 
potentia l station plaza at the ACE Gal lery. 

SAAG INPUT: The SAAG Members would like to see 
development at the site of the ACE Gallery, rather than a 
large station plaza. The property owner explained that he 
would like to develop the site into a 5-star hotel. He was 
concerned that the station design may impact his plans 
for future development. The SAAG Members wanted to 
assure that a future station would be designed so as to 
have minimal impact on future development. 
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Ace Gallery Entrance Area 
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CONCEPTUAL SI TE PLAN: The site plan (above} and 
30 model (right) show a potential configuration of 
the station at the ACE Gallery site. The elevators and 
escailators are at the west edge of the parcel to allow for 
future development on the parcel_ 
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SAAG INPUT: SAAG Members expressed that the ACE 
Gallery site is the preferred entrance location because 
it has the least impacts on businesses and traffic. They 
support a configuration that allows for a good footprint 
for future development as shown_ 

l\eriol 3 D view looking sout west to ACE Gallery site. 

Aerial 3D view looking west 
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Potential Joint Development of Ace Gallery 

Aerial 30 view look mg southwest. 

3D Rendering: The joint development scheme (above) 
shows how a building co1Uld be developed over the 
station entrance. 

SAAG Input: The SMG Members support development 
over the entrance. The property owner of the ACE Gallery 
mentioned that he would like to build a hotel over the 
site. 

Ground Floor Pion 

Roof Pla11 

Metro Westside Subway Extension I Station Planning + Urban Design Concept Report I February 1, 2012 

2.0 STAKEHOLDER INPUT 

WILSHIRE 

WILSHIRE 
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Ace Gallery Full Entrance with Bank of America Half Entrance Option 
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Site Plan 

Conceptual Site Plan: The site plan (above) shows a 
proposed entrance configuration with a full entra nce at 
ACE Gallery on the south side ofWilsh ire and a half portal 
entra nce on the northwest sidewalk of Beverly north of 
Wi lshire in front of the Bank of America building. 
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I I 

SAAG Input: SAAG Members expressed that they would 
like an entrance on the both the north and south side 
of Wilsh ire. A majority of Members supported the idea 
of having a smaller entrance at the Bank of America 
bu ild ing to be closer to Rodeo Drive and Downtown 
Beverly Hills. One Member expressed his oppos it ion to 
two porta l entrances because it would crea te more traffic 
and construction impacts than only having one ent ra nce. 
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CENTURY CITY STATION BOX AND PORTAL LOCATION OPTIONS 
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Map shown during SAAG workshop5. 

Metro Westside Subway Extension I Station Planning + Urban Design Concept Report I February 1, 2012 

2.0 STAKEHOLDER INPUT 

Station Urban Design Issues 
The Century City station entrance options being evaluated 
are located along Santa Monica Boulevard at the 
intersection of Century Park East and along Constellation 

Boulevard at Ave of the Stars. Station design issues 
include: 

Limited staging areas: need to work with property 
owners in area. 
Lack of pedestrian orientation and amenities in area: 
need for new development and stree ennancements 
to be pedestrian-friend ly. 
Connections to bus and shuttles along Santa Monica 
Bou levard, Constel lation Boulevard and Ave of the 
Stars: need for good bus/subway interface 
Joint development potential at JM B property. 
Knock out panels and future development. 

Station Area Characteristics 

Major Urban Center 

Retail 
Destination 

Business 
Center 

Development Potential 

ID 
Tourist 

Destination 

The fol lowing pages present the opportunities and 
constraints of the station entrance options, as wel l 
as various drawings presented to the public as part of 
the outreach process. The drawings helped generate 
discussion and pinpoint issues for the Metro Design 
Team to inform their analysis and recommendations. 
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Entrance 1 (SW Corner: Century Plaza Hotel) 

Opportunities: 
Good station visibility a.t intersection of Ave of the 
Stars and Constellation. 

• Close to major hotel, office towers, and Westfield 
Mall. 

• Sufficient space for entrance. 
• Close to bus stops and major taxi stands at hotel. 

Constraints: 
• Metro does not own property. 

Limited space for pedestrian and bike amenities . 
• Staging and construction do not occur in same place 
• Potential impacts to Century Plaza Hotel (historic 

structure) . 
• Impacts to underground parking. 
• Significant topography issues. 
• Not oriented to intersection for easy navigation 

upon exiting. 
Lack of human-scale development in area. 

• Not immediately adjacent to major bus stops along 
Santa Mon ica Rou levard . 

SAAG Member Input: 
• Prefer any entrance at Constellation and Ave of 

the Stars over an entrance along Santa Monica 
Boulevard. 
Favor J MB property site as proposed development 
plans for transit plaza and multi-modal hub. 

• Favor knock out panels for future portals . 
• Property owners in area are willing to work with 

Metro to make construction staging space available 
if portal is located at Constellation. 
Great interest in stat ion design and art, SAAG 
Members would like to be part of some advisory 
committee to help guide station art. 

• Great interest in pedestrian amenities and safety 
improvements to make Century City a more walkable 
place. 
Westfie ld Mall is interested in building a secondary 
portal and would like to know if that will be possible 
without tunneling under the building at the NW 
corner. 

Entrance 1, looking west toward Constellation. 

Entrance 1, Aerial View 

Entrance 1, Engineering Drawing 

Entrance 2 (NE Corner: JMB Property) 

0 pportu n ities: 
Good station visibility at intersection of Ave of the 
Stars and Conste llation. 
Joint development opportunities, property owner 
is very interested in integrat ing portal into new 
development with mobility hub and transit plaza. 
Close to major hotel, office towers, and Westfield 
Mall . 
Sufficient staging area. 
Construction and stating occur in same place 
(more efficient). 
Vacant lot, no demolition needed. 

Constraints: 
Metro does not own property. 

• Lack of human-scale development in area. 
Not immediately adjacent to major bus stops along 
Santa Monica Bou levard. 

SAAG Member Input: 
• Prefer any entrance at Constellation and Ave of the 

Stars over a portal along Santa Monica Boulevard. 
• Property owners in area are willing to work with 

Metro to make construction staging space available 
if portal is located at Constellation. 

• JMB property owners are very interested in 
development of the property to host a portal and 

are willing to work with Metro. 
• Great interest in station design and art, SAAG 

Members would like to be part of some advisory 
committee to help guide station art. 

• Great interest in pedestrian amenities and safety 
improvements to make Century City a more walkable 

place. 
Favor knock out panels for future portals. 

Entrance 2, looking north toward J MB property. 

Entrance 2, Aerial View 
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Entrance 2, Engineering Drawing 
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Entrance 3 (Century Park East) 

Opportunities: 
Close to major connections along Santa Mon ica 
Boulevard. 

Constraints: 
Not located in the "heart of Century City"and major 
activ ity centers and attractions. 
Limited staging areas for construct ion. 
Limited space for bike amenities. 

• No joint development opportunities. 

SAAG Member Input: 
Strongly prefer Constellation/Ave of the Stars 
entrance options. 
Strongly opposed to Century Park East entrance as 
they are not close to ma jor activity centers and dense 
office towers. 

Entrance 3, looking west toward Constellation. 

Entrance 31 Aerial View 
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I 

STATION E 

OFFICES OFFICE 

Entrance 3, Engineering Drawing 

Metro Westside Subway Extension I Station Planning + Urban Design Concept Report I February 1, 2012 
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Conceptual Entrance Site Plan 
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CONCEPTUAL SITE PLAN: The conceptual site plan 
illustrates a potent ia l stat ion entra nee at the NE corner 
of Constellation Boulevard and Ave of the Stars. 

SAAG INPUT: SAAG Members strongly support the 
idea of station entrance plaza at the corner with joint 
development opportunities at the J MB parcel. 
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Conceptual Studies 

Image courtesy of Rios Clementi Ha le 

Metro Westside Subway Extension I Station Planning+ Urban Design Concept Report I February 1, 2012 

2.0 STAKEHOLDER IN PUT 

REND ERi NG: Conceptual rendering looking south down 
Ave of the Stars from Santa Monica Boulevard subway 
stat ion. 

SAAG INPUT: SMG Members strongly opposed to 
station along Santa Monica Boulevard . 
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Entrance 1 (Lot 36) 

Opportunities: 
Sufficient staging area. 
Construction and staging occur on same parcel 
(more efficient, less impacts). 
Close to LAX and UCLA shuttle stops, as well as 
major bus connections along Wilshire. 
Walking distance to Westwood Village. 
Located near major office towers. 

Constraints: 
Metro does not own land. 
Major storm drain parallel to Wi lshire running 
through Lot 36, requ ires significant setback from 
sidewalk to avoid drain. 
Narrow sidewalks. 
Portal not located at corner, less visibi l ity. 
Close to potential hotel site, need to coordinate 
construction . 

SAAG Member Input: 
Strongly support portal location. 
Would like good pedestrian connections to 
Westwood Village (potentially through alley running 
north to connect to Kinross). 
Would like good bus connections. 
Would like bike amenities and safe bike routes to 
Westwood Village. 
Would like shuttles and buses to be coord ina ted 
with Metro so as to drop off and pick up adjacent to 
Metro station. 
Strong interest in Metro parking garage at Lot 36. 
Strong interest in kiss & ride drop off area. 
Would like knock-out panels for future portals. 

Entrance 1, looking north 

Entrance 1, Aerial View 

vl~~ 
, 1 STORY 
\ BULIDING 

KNOCK OUT P.ANEL 

Entrance 1, Engineering Drawing 

Entrance 2 (Westwood Medical Building) 

Opportunities: 
Located at major intersection for good bus 
connections. 
Close to major office towers, attractions, and 
Westwood Village. 

Constraints: 
Potential impact to historic structure. 
Limited space for portal. 
Insufficient space for staging. 
Oriented to north rather than located at corn er 
ofWestwoodJWilshire to avoid major impacts to 
historic structure. 
Location is less visible than at corner. 
Sidewalks are very narrow along Westwood with 
little room for amenities or queuing. 
Does not serve south side ofWilshire Blvd. 

SAAG Member Input: 
Prefer portal location at corner of Westwood and 
Wilshire in a plaza. 
Do not like current orientation to north with portal 
located in parking garage. 
Members would like a portal at every corner of 
intersection, knock-out panels are critical. 
Would like more information on historic structure 
report as Members do not believe that Westwood 
Med ical building is a historic building that needs to 
be protected. 
Would like to pedestrian improvements in area for 
safe crossing. Major concern about pedestrian 
racing across Wilsh ire Blvd to catch buses or train. 

Metro Westside Subway Extension I Station Planning + Urban Design Concept Report I February 1, 2012 
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Entrance 2, looking northwest 

Entrance 2, Aerial View 

WESTWOOD J.£DtCAL 
BUILDING C'IO STORY> 

WITH PMKING STRUCTURE 

Entrance 2, Engineering Drawing 
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Entrance 3 (Split NW and SW Corner) 

Opportunities: 
Located at major intersection for good bus 
connections. 
Close to major office towers, attractions, and 
Westwood Vi llage. 
Provide access to both north and south sides of 
Wilsh ire. 

Constraints: 
Potential impact to historic structure (Westwood 
Medical). 
Potential impacts to underground parking (SW 
corner). 
Insufficient space for staging. 
Sidewalks are very narrow along Westwood with 
l ittle room for amenities or queuing. 

SAAG Member Input: 
Support entrances at north and south ofWilsh ire. 
Would like an elevator on both sides. 
Would like an entrance in a p laza, not a garage. 
Members wou ld like an entrance at every corner of 
intersection, knock-out panels are critical. 
Would like more information on historic structure 
report as Members do not believe that Westwood 
Medical building is a historic bui lding that needs to 
be protected 
Would like pedestrian improvements in area for 
safe crossings; Members are very concerned about 
pedestri ans racing across Wi lshire Blvd to catch 
buses or train. 

Entrance 3, looking west down Wilshire 

Entrance 3, Aerial View 

WESTWOOD t-.E:DICAL 
BUILDING [10 STORY> 

WITH PARKr-lG STRUCTURE 

Entrance 3, Engineering Drawing 

Entrance 3 (Split NW and SW Corner) Rendering 

'~ 
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~ @)" 
t t. 1 Aerial 3D view with utilities looking west. 

Aerial 30 view with utilities looking west. 
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2 . 0 STAKEHOLDER INPUT 

Scheme A: Lot 36 Landscaping Concept 
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Urban design concept for station area with entrance along Wilshire. 

SCHEME A: This concept illustrates a possible grand 
boulevard with a wide sidewalk hosting a double row of 
trees framirg the sidewalk with street furniture acting as 
an outdoor living room. The station plaza is close to bus 
stops along Wilshire for easy multi-modal connections. 
The station plaza scheme avoids a major storm drain 
that runs eastjwest north ofWilshire. 

SAAG INPUT: SAAG Members like the design schemes 
but would like to see the entrance area closer to Gayley 
with good connections to the alley that connects to 
Kinross. 

Metro Westside Subway Extension I Station Planning + Urban Design Concept Report I February 1, 201 2 
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Scheme B: Lot 36 Landscaping Concept 
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Urban design concept for station area with entrance along Wilshire. 

SCHEM E B: This concept illustrates a possible frontage 
"slip road" north ofWilshire to allow bus, taxis, and kiss 
and ride drop ott areas to connect to the station area. 
The station plaza extends across the slip road to a bus 
connection in a median that buffers the slip road a plaza 
from Wilshire. The station plaza scheme avoids a major 
storm drain that runs eastjwest north ofWilsh ire. 

SAAG INPUT: SAAG Members favored the idea of a 
drop off area, but would like to see the station entrance 
closer to Cayley with good connections to the al ley that 
connects to Kinross. 
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2 . 0 STAKEHOLDER IN PUT 

Photo Renderings ofWestwood Medical Building Entrance Area 

30 Aerial model of NW corner entrance Photomontage rendering looking northwest towards the proposed entrance along Westwood Blvd. 

( 

Aerial 30 view looking southeast at Lot 36 entrance configuration Photomontage rendering of proposed Westwood Medical Building entrance along Westwood Blvd. 

Metro Westside Subway Extension I Stat ion Planning + Urban Design Concept Report I February 1, 201 2 
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Pedestrian 
Connections to Bus 
Stops on Wilshire Blvd 

Vehicular Movement 

Bus Stops 

Station Urban Design Issues 
The two (2) station entrance options be ing eva luated are 
located north and south of Wi lsh ire on th e VA property. 

Station design issues includes: 
Security and privacy: need for separation of public 
and private routes, 
Development impact: smallest footprint possible, 
Bus Interface: need for good connections along 
Wi lshire, and 

Safety and accessibility: need for good pedestri an 
linkages to VA property and access ibility amenities 
and infrastructu re for disabled population. 

Station Area Characteristics 

Neighborhood Center 
Institutional 
Destination 

The following pages present the opportunities and 
constraints of the station entrance options, as well as 
various drawings presented to the publ ic as part of 
the outreach process. The drawings helped generate 
discussion and pinpoint issues for the Metro Design 
Team to inform their analys is and recommendations. 

Circulation diagram show to VA representatives during meetings 
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Entrance 1 (VA SOUTH) 

OPPORTUNITIES: 
Close to VA Hospital, major center and destination. 
Serves eastbound bus traffic. 
Sufficient space for staging in parking area. 
No significant historic impacts. 

CONSTRAINTS: 
Metro does not own parcel. 
Loss of parking during construction (Metro wou ld 
build replacement parking garage). 
Realignment of Bonsall. 
Impacts to Wilshire bridge. 

VA FEEDBACK: 
Would like rn inirnal impact on property. 
Would li ke separation of public and private spaces. 
Concern for ADA accessibil ity and pedestrian safety. 

Entrance 1, looking south 

Entrance 1, Aerial View 

Entrance 1, Engineering Drawing 

Entrance 2 (VA NORTH) 

OPPORTUNITIES: 
Close to Brentwood and VA bu ildings. 
Serves westbound bus traffic on Wilsh ire. 

CONSTRAINTS: 
Metro does not own parcel. 
Loss of parking during construction (Metro wou ld 
build replacement parking garage). 
Rea lignment of Bonsall. 
Impacts to Wilshire bridge. 
Potential impact to historic structures and grounds. 

VA FEEDBACK: 
Would like m inimal impact on property. 
Would like separation of public and private spaces. 

• Concern for ADA access ibility and pedestrian safety. 

Metro Westside Subway Extension I Station Planning+ Urban Design Concept Report I February 1, 2012 

2.0 STAKEHOLDER IN PUT 

Entrance 2, looking north 

Entrance 2, Aerial View 

Entrance 2, Engineering Drawing 
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North VA Scheme 2010 
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WadOW<:rth Theatre. 

Wadswonn Chapel, and 
Mettostatoon 

Notes: 

Potential future VA 
development or parking 
over station box (151 K sf) 

1. 250 surface parking spaces 
removed. 
300 parking spaces provided 
in partially exposed garage (2 
levels). 

Site plan rendering 

NORTH VA SCHEME 2010: The design scheme (left) proposes a healing garden 
surrounding the station entrance with an underground parking garage adjacent to the 
station. Bus stops and kiss & r ide drop off areas are located along Eisenhower. 

VA INPUT: Representat ives of the VA were opposed to this scheme as it had a large 
footp rint and would increase vehicular traffic on Eisenhower Avenue. The VA would 
like to separate the circulation between VA vis itors and Metro customers to maintain 
a sense of privacy and seren ity at the VA campus. 

Section of station entrance 
configuration, looking east 
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South VA Scheme 2010 
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Notes 
1 450 parkang spaces removed 
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IS 

an potentaal VA Hospital 
Parkang Garage (4 levels) 
480 parking spaces provided 
an potentaal Metro parking 
Garage (3 levels) 

1w'i 

Section of station entrance 
configuration, looking east 

Metro Westside Subway Extension I Station Plann ing + Urban Design Concept Report I February 1, 2012 

2 . 0 STAKEHOLDER INPUT 

SOUTH VA SCHEME 2010: The design scheme (left) proposes a healing garden 
surrounding the station entrance with a parking garage in the 405 cloverleaf east of the 
stat ion. Replacement parking for the VA hospital is provided west of the VA Hospital 
with a new parking structure that Metro would build. Bus circulation and drop off is 
located north of the portal accessible by Bonsall Ave. 

VA IN PUT: Representatives of the VA were opposed to this scheme as it had a large 
footprint, impacts the VA hospital parking lot, and brings bus connections into the 
VA property, rather than keeping them along Wilshire Boulevard away from the VA 
campus. 
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South VA Scheme A 2011 

Note: 

B1ke Lane 

Knock Out Panel 

Potential Underground 
Tunnel between Station 
Box and VA Hospital 

1. Study 1 removes 101 parking 
spaces. 

Stan. Es.ellltakn 
&e...-., 
~..CW~«Ptez:aal -

Cro'lsover IA11c111ary Space Metro Platform 
" ). 

Ancillary Space 

SOUTH VA SCHEME A 2011: Based on the input received from meetings with VA 
representatives in 2010, the design team developed a set of design schemes that 
reduces the footprint on the VA property by locating the station closer to Wi lshire. The 
schemes developed in 201 1 seek to minimize the interaction between VA visitors and 
Metro customers and maximize the privacy of the VA site. The design scheme (left) 
proposes a plaza along Wilshire Boulevard, extending from the Wilshire bridge. Bus 
and kiss & ride drop off areas are located on a slip road off Wilshire Boulevard. A set of 
escalators and stairs takes pedestrians to a plaza at the Bonsall level where the station 
entrance is located. A pathway through the VA Hospital parking lot provides for safe 
pedestrian connections between the hospital and station entrance. A set of escalators, 
stairs, and elevators are also provided along an extended bus plaza on the north side 
of Wilshire. This scheme re-aligns the slip road to the south so that the station area is 
separate from the VA property by the road. This schemes removes 101 parking spaces. 

VA INPUT: Representatives of the VA favored the concept ofkeeping the station area 
close to Wilshire rather than locating it in the heart of the VA property. 

Section of station entrance 
configuration, looking east 
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South VA Scheme 8 2011 

Site plan rendering 

Metro Wesl side Subway Extension I Station Planning + Urban Design Concept Report I February 1, 201 2 

2.0 STAKEHOLDER INPUT 
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Section of station entrance configuration, looking east 

SOUTH VA SCHEME B 2011 : The design scheme (left) proposes a plaza along Wilshire 
Boulevard, extending from the Wilshire bridge. Bus and kiss & ride drop off areas are 
located on a slip road off Wilshire Boulevard. A set of escalators and stairs takes 
pedestrians to a plaza at the Bonsall level where the station entrance is located. A 
pathway th rough the VA Hospital parking lot provides for safe pedestrian connections 
between the hospital and station entrance. A set of escalators, stairs, and elevators are 
also provided along an extended bus plaza on the north side of Wilshire. This scheme 
re-align s the slip road to the south so that the station area is separate from the VA 
property by the road. It removes 66 parking spaces. 

VA INPUT: Representatives of the VA favored the concept of keeping the station area 
close to Wilshire rather than locating it in the heart of the VA property. However, they 
were opposed to this scheme as it requires the removal of 56 parking spaces. 
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South VA Scheme B 2011 
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Crossover Ancillary 

' ' ' r'-
Crossover /Ancillary Space 

SOUTH VA SCHEME B 2011: The section (above) 
proposes a plaza along Wi lshire Boulevard, extending 
from the Wilshire bridge with drop off areas. A set of 
escalators and stairs takes pedestrians to a plaza at the 
Bonsa ll level where the station entrance is located. A 
second set of escalators and stairs take the Metro rider to 
the concourse level. A elevator takes the Metro customer 
from the Wil shire level to the Bonsall level andfor down 
to the station concourse level. 

VA INPUT: Representatives of the VA favored th is scheme 
over the ones developed in 2010. 

~ 

- -'-.~~ ~ ·~ -'-- .__..:] .. n,___.;~ - 1"--- - Ancillary 
-

Metro Platform 
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Longitudinal section of station configuration, looking north 
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2.0 STAKEHOLDER INPUT 

Statrs & Escalators I 
to LOWW Bonsall J 

Level Plaza 

S&an and Esca~~ 
Bonsall LeveiiO Concotno J 
Lew! Tunnello StatiOn Box 

Section of station entrance configuration, looking west 

NORTH VA SCHEME 2011: The design scheme (left) proposes a plaza north of 
Wi lshire Boulevard, extending from the Wilshi re bridge. Bus and kiss & ride drop off 
a reas are located o n a s lip road off Wilsh ire Bo u levard . A set of escalators and stai rs 
takes pedestrians to a covered plaza at the Bonsa ll level where the stat ion entrance is 
located. A set of esca lators, stairs, and elevators are also provided along an extended 
bus plaza on the south side of Wilshire. Th is scheme re-a ligns the slip road to the 
north and south and does not im pact the VA parking lot. 

VA IN PUT: Representatives like that the scheme as it docs not impact the VA parking 
lot and keeps the Metro circulation and bus interface along Wilsh ire Boulevard. 
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3.0 FINAL STATION ENTRANCE LOCATIONS 
Overview of Key Determining Factors 
Based on de:ailed analysis for a wide range offactors, the Metro 

Project Team selected the final station entrance locations, which 

are: 

Wilshirejla Brea: NW corner (Metro property) 

Wilshire/Fairfax: NW corner (Johnie's site) 

Wilshirejla Cienega: NE corner (Citi bank site) 

Wilshire/Rodeo: SW corner ofWil shireJReeves (ACE 

Gallery site) 

Century City: N E corner of Constellation/ Ave of the Sta rs 

(JMB site) 

Wilsh ire/UCLA: Split portal at NW and SW corner of 

Westwood/Wilshire and NW corner ofWilshirejGayley 

(lot 36) 

VA: South ofWilshire, east of Bonsall 

The key determining factors for selection included 

Engineering feasibility, 

Cost, 

Surrounding land uses (i.e. existing land uses, development 

implications, and joint development opportunities using 

the concept of 1/4 mile radius from the station area with 

the greatest potential within the first 6oo feet from the 

entrance), 

Urban design and station accessjcirculation, 

Impacts to historic resou rces, 

Other environmenta l impacts. 

Input from the public and other stakeholders, and 

Risk (includes aspects of station entrances that would put 

the project as risk, as opposed to other envircnmental risk 

factors, such as significant increases to the project budget 

and or schedule due to unknown factors like seismic, 

structural issues}. 

The factors above and the rationale for selecting the final station 

entrances are discussed in greater detail in the "Station Entrance 

and Locations Report and Recommendations" Deliverable No. 

8.g.E. The following pages present maps and photos of the final 

station entrances. 

Conceptual Rendering, looking east toward LACMA West (May Company Building oJWilshirejrai.fax Station Entrance) 

Metro Westside Subway Extension I Station Planning+ Urban Design Concept Report I February 1, 2012 

3.0 FINAL STATION ENTRANCE LOCATIONS 
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Wilshire/ La Brea Station Entrance Analysis 
-----.._,.,. 

Final Station Entrance: Metro Property (NW Corner) 

The two potential station entrances are located at the 
(l ) northwest corner of Wilsh ire and La Brea, and (2) 
the southwest corner of Wi lshire and La Brea. The fi nal 
station entrance selected is on the northwest corner of 
Wilsh ire and La Brea. 

Key findings leading to the recom mendati on fo r this 
entrance are: 
• Metro-owned parcel (no land acqu isition needed) 
• Construction and staging occur on the same site 

(more efficient, less impact to bus inesses and traffic) 
• Di rect north-south bus transfer connections 
• Joint development opportunities 
• Stronger visua l and commercial linkages to West 

Hollywood activity centers on north La Brea 

Final Station Entrance 

Metro Owned 
Property 

Commercial 

... 

0 
<IJ 

~ • nl 
<IJ 

Metro Owned 
,._ 

" 
a::l 

Property 

•C) I • 

View looking north up La Brea of Hollywood Hills. 

®Metro 

D 
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Underground Station 
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Underground 
Station Platform 

..... ~~ -1 Station Entrance and 
~ 1 Passageway Connection 

e Existing Bus Stop 

r---" 
' 

Identi fied Construction 
Staging Areas 

lrlPnti fiPrl Hi~toric

Building 

View of pedestrian oriented businesses along north La Brea. 
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Wilshire{ Fairfax Station Entrance Analysis 

Final Station Entrance: Johnie's Site (NW corner) 

The three potential station entrances are located at the 
(1) northwest corner of Wilsh ire and Fairfax west of 

johnie's Coffee Shop, (2) the northeast corner ofWilsh ire 
and Fai rfax in the historic LACMA West (May Company 
Bu ild ing) , and (3) the southeast corner of Wi lshi re and 

O range Grove Avenue. The final station entrance selected 
is located at the johnie's site near the northwest corner 
of Wi lshi re and Fairfax. 

Key findings leading to the recommendation for th is 
entrance are: 

Di rect north-south bus transfer connections 
• Close to intersection ofWilshi re Bou levard and 

Fa irfax Avenue 
• No impact to historic structures 

• M inimal impacts to adjacent businesses 
• Lowest overal l cost 

While the SAAG Mem bers preferred th e LACMA West 
en trance, the re are unknown se ism ic upgrades and 
paleontologica l discoveries that could delay ent rance 
construction on LACMA West and increase cost. 

Final Station Entrance 

Petersen 
Autlbmotive 

MLseum 
Photo ofWilshirejFairfax intersection, a major bus connection hub. 

Metro Westside Subway Extension I Station Planning+ Urban Design Concept Report I February 1, 2012 
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View out upon exiting the station as a pedestrian of the iconic 
LACMA West (May Company Building) at the intersection of 
Wilshire/Fairfax, a visual gateway to the museum district. 
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Wilshire/ La Cienega Station Entrance Analysis 

Final Station Entrance: Citi Bank Site (N E Corner) 

The two potential station entrances are located at (l) 
the northeast corner of Wilsh ire and La Cienega and (2) 
the southeast corner of Wilshire and Hami lton, on the 
existing Flynt Building plaza. Due to major impacts to 
an underground parking structu re, the Flynt entrance 
location was el iminated from further cons ideration and 
the fina l station entrance is located at the northeast 
corner. 

Key findings leading to the recommendation for th is 
entrance are: 
• Designated construction staging site 
• Direct connection to north-south bus connections 
• Normal complexity of construction 
• Joint development opportunities 

Located at beginning of Restaurant Row 

Further refinements were made to the station box and 
entrance location to avoid utilities under La Cienega 
and provide a shorter, more compact passage from the 
entrance to the concourse. This resulted in the station 
entrance being reconfigured to face Wilshire with a 
switchback layout, which helps to m in imize the Metro 
footprint and increase the future development footprint, 
a key request of the SAAG Members. 

Final Station Entrance 

Photo of Metro area with future development potential. 
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Potential Station 
Entrance 

Underground Station Box 
with Knock-out Panels in 
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Underground Stat ion 
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~ ~ I and Passageway 

' Connect ion e Existi ng Bus Sto p 

Identified 
Construction Staging 
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View looking north up La Cienega from station entrance provides 
visual gateway to West Hollywood with Hollywood hills in 
background. 
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3.0 Fl NAL STATION ENTRANCE LOCATIONS 

Wilshire/ Rodeo Station Entrance Analysis 

William 

Final Station Entrance: ACE Gallery Site (SW corner) 

Original ly, this station included five different potential 
station entrance options. However, after an initial set 
of studies, on ly th ree station entrance locations were 
carried forward for further study, which included: (1) 
the existing ACE Gallery site on the southeast corner of 
Wi lshire Boulevard and South Reeves Drive, (2) the Bank 
of America building on the northwest corner of Beverly 
Drive and Wi lsh ire Boulevard, and (3) the Union Bank 
Building on the southeast corner of Wi lshire and El 
Camino. The final station entrance selected is located at 
the ACE Gallery site. 

Key find ings lead ing to the recommendation for this 
entrance are: 
• Designated construction staging area 

No impacts to traffic on adjacent streets 
• joint development opportunities 
• Least total cost 

Final Station Entrance 

Photo of ACE Gallery at station entrance, a key site for future development potential. 

Metro Westside Subway Extension I Station Planning+ Urban Design Concept Report I February 1, 2012 
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Century City Station Entrance Analysis 

Final Station Entrance: J M B Site (N E corner) 

In itial ly, four potential station entrance locations were 
studied, located at: (l) the NE corner of Constellation and 
Avenue of the Stars, (2) the SW corner of Constel lation 
and Avenue of the Stars, (3) the south end of Westfield 
Mal l, and (4) the SE corner of Constellation and Avenue 
of the Stars. Based on proximity to pedestrian activity 
and constructability, only two entrances (the SW and 
N E corner sites) were carried forward for further study. 
The final station entrance selected is on the northeast 
corner of Ave of the Stars and Constellation at the j M B 
property.,., 

Key findings leading to the recommendati on for this 
entrance are: 
• Des ignated construction staging site 
• Close to Avenue of the Stars pedestrian circu lation 
• Close to existing bus terminus at Constellation 

Boulevard 
• No existing structures on site 

Least total costs 

• • • 
A • • • • &.ce 

Final Station Entrance 

Vacant Lotj 
JMB Site 

View of J M 8 property where a tower development with a Metro 
plaza at the NE corner of the intersection is planned. 

''<Note: Due to utilities confl icts and improved ci rcu lation 
from the street to concourse level, the station entrance 
was reconfigured for Preliminary Engineering to face 
Constel lation Boulevard. Th is configuration reduces 
the Metro footprint to have a minimal impact on future 
development. 
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View ofWestfie/d Mall, where an additional portal entrance could 
be accommodated with a knock cut panel. 
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UCLA/ Westwood Station Entrance Analysis 

Final Station Entrance: Lot 36 (Full Portal) & Split Portal at Westwood/Wilshire 

The two potent ial station entrances stud ied include: (1) 
Lot 36 and (2) a portal at the NW corner of Wilshire and 
Westwood. Further study of the NW corner revealed that 
a ful l portal wou ld impact the historic structu re of the 
Westwood Medical bui lding, impacting its st ructura l 
integrity. The Project Team determined that the site could 
accommodate a split portal at the NW corner and SW 
corner of the intersection. The "split" station entrance 
configuration fu lfil ls the SAAG Members' request 
for access on the north and south side of Wi lshi re at 
Westwood. The fi nal stati on entrances selected are on 
UCLA's Lot 36 site and a split portal on t he northwest 
and southwest co rn ers of Wi lshire and Westwood. 
Key findings leading to the recommen dation for th is 
entrance are: 
• Direct connection to UCLA shuttle bus connections 

on Lot 36 
• Future transit supportive development opport unit ies 

on Lot 36 
• Di rect north south bus connections along Westwood 

Boulevard and Wilsh ire Boulevard 
• Direct pedestrian connections to south side of 

Wil shire Boulevard 
• Reduced impact on potentially historic structure 

Parking Lot 
{ Loq6) ~- - - - ~ 

e-+~--, I 
I 

' Final Station Entrance 

View ofWestwood Medical Building (NW corner) to host split station 
entrance on north side ofWilshire at Westwood. 
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View of development at SW corner lo host split station entrance on 
south side ofWilshire at Westwood. 

79 



STATION PLANNING+ URBAN DESIGN CONCEPT REPORT 

80 

Veterans Affairs South (Hospital} Station Entrance Analysis 

Final Station Entrance: South ofWilshire 

Two potentia l station entrances were studied: (1) the 
south side of Wi lshi re and (2) the north side of Wilsh ire. 

Due to greater impacts on the north side and better 
access to the VA hospital on the south side, the South 
site was selected as the fina l station entrance. 

Key findings leading to the recommendation for th is 
entrance are: 
• Maintains existing bus ci rculation patterns along 

Wilshi re Boulevard 
• Enhances existing pedestrian connections to buses 
• Provides separate iden tity fo r transit station and VA 

campus activities 
• M in imal permanent footprint for station box and 

entrance closer to Wi lshire Boulevard 
• More shallow box placement (less walking distance 

from street to concourse) 
• Proximity to hospital for patients , employees, and 

visitors 

• 
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Wilshire Blvd 

Final Station Entrance 

Potential area 
for stormwater 
retention pond 

,_ 

View of existing slip road headed east that will be realigned to the 
south to separate the station plaza from the VA hospital area. 
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View of VA hospital parking lot. Design scheme impacts parking 
lot minimally. 
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