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Subway?... What About Traffic!

Vehicular traffic must be planned for along with the new development that springs from
the access brought about by a subway. Where is the planning for the increased vehicular
traffic and does it effect the location for the Westside extension line? It is true Metro has
been deficient in considering vehicular traffic. And yes since we as residents do not want to
live in perpetual gridlock, vehicular traffic does influence where you put a subway line. As
you will see below land use and traffic are the determining factors.

Making a subway work in a corridor along with solving for traffic congestion is the reason
a third “build alternative” in the Santa Monica Boulevard corridor should be studied. That is
what this article is about, getting the “scope” of the study expanded to include the Santa
Monica corridor to be studied as a stand-alone subway extension without the Wilshire
segment from Western to Beverly Hills. It would begin at the Hollywood and Highland station
and continuing west along the Santa Monica Boulevard to Beverly Hills and beyond. And
with this corridor there is no doubling back to Vermont for Valley riders to go west.

The reason a third “build” study is so important is the Wilshire corridor can not take the
increase in traffic and impacts to land use and the Santa Monica boulevard can and should
because it would be so beneficial. That 41/2 mile segment along Wilshire is a part of an
established centrai residentiai community that stretches from Western to beyond the 405.
Adding increased density by taking down stable neighborhoods is a bad idea when there are
neighborhoods from West Hollywood on through to East Hollywood that need development
and redevelopment much more. And the functional reason is that developing that 41/2 miles
of Wilshire connects and increases development and traffic that creates an unsolvable
bottleneck in Beverly Hills when the Wilshire corridor meets the Santa Monica corridor. The
only way around the bottleneck is to double capacity on a one-way pair in the Pico-Olympic
corridor. By extending a subway in that 41/2 miles of Wilshire traffic has been invited into the
residential communities from Western to beyond the 405 making demands for new vehicular
infrastructure and major land use change. This is bad city planning.

Santa Monica Boulevard corridor is the natural and dominant travel demand corridor. ltis
State Route 2 and formally the Beverly Hills freeway corridor. By not planning to solve the
travel demand in this corridor guarantees congestion and future gridlock from end to end.

An independent Preliminary Transportation Plan for the Santa Monica corridor has been
prepared for your information and review at www.FlowBoulevardPlan.com. You will see
that the Beverly Hills “bottleneck” can be solved with this corridor as well. The bottleneck
solution is simply to put “through traffic’ not destined for Beverly Hills into a tunnel about one
mile long to Century City. A similar solution in West Hollywood could be made between La
Cienega and Doheny, or as suggested on the Flow Boulevard Plan website, a more
architectural solution above grade with raised pedestrian circulation and plazas.

So what really matters in the consideration of a subway extension is the mitigation of
traffic and land use impacts that would be brought about by the choice of the corridor. In
either corridor suburban commuters can be brought into the employment centers of the LA
Basin. The question is which corridor has the least impact and the greatest benefit to the
residents of the LA Basin. A third “build alternative” is necessary to do it; please tell Metro!

Contact; email Phil Brown at PJBarch@DSLextreme.com . Since these planning
issues are often complex it is possible for groups to arrange for a PowerPoint presentation
and discussion. Remember, Metro needs the input by citizens to get it right.
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