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lNTIWDUCT [()N 

During the next few years, the Bunker llill area will 

grow significantly as a commercial center, and high density 

residential complex, which will substantially increase the 

traffic generateJ. Access will remain predominately by highway 

anJ freeway vi3 the private automobile. Although traffic con-

gestion within the Jowntown area has remained relatively constant 

over the past l"ew ycars, tr;J!"fil: J<.:rn;.l!ldS will increase significantly 

as aJd.itional major off.il:c builJings arc constructeJ. Demand for · 

D.oth long-term anJ short-term parking will also significantly 

1ncreasc. 

The Traffic Action Council of the Los Angeles Area 

Chamber of Commerce has expresscJ a strong interest in studying 

the feasibility of re-opening the abandoned Pacific Electric 

Tunne 1. The Mayor's Office has requested the Bureau of Engineering 

to evaluate the rehabilitation of the abandoned Pacific Electric 

Tunnel, extenJing from Fourth Street and Figueroa Street to the 

proximity of Second Street anJ Glendale Boulevard, for the 

installation of a people-mover system. The people-mover syst<.:m 

can proviJe direct anJ efficient access to satellite parking. 

The term "people-.mover" in this report is used to define a system 

of varied specifications which will transport passengers between 

perimeter terminals in parking structures and terminals located 
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wi~hin Central City and the Downtown core. The Pacific Electric 

Tunnel provides an opportunity to implement a major leg of the 

system between a satellite parking site in the vicinity of Second 

Street and Glendale iloulcvaru ;ltld the building complC'X within the 

Bunker !!ill Urban Renewal Project. 

It has been established that the need for additional 

parking to serve the downtown area will increase substantially 

in the next two to three yoars. Tho C.ity now has title to tho 

tunnel and easement ·and will not have to acquire additional rights 

of way for the main line of the people-mover system. The only 

areas that will need to be acquired by the City are for the 

parking and maintenance facilities and necessary street widenings 

in their general location. A ·second major asset of the tunnel is 

that it presently passes bcne;tth the llarbor rreeway which provides 

two benefits. There will be no disruption to the heavy freeway 

traffic Juring tunnel restoration and it provides an aesthetic 

rel.ief by not requiring the overhead .L.1cility on this leg of the 

system, and particularly, over the "ramp j~ngle" of the llarbor 

rreeway. 

This report includes the problem definition and analysis, 

preliminary criteria [or the people-mover system, preliminary 

engineering data for tunnel restoration, parking structures, 

and necessary street improvements required in the vicinity of the 

parking structures, including preliminary cost estimates. In 

addition, conclusions and recommendations are presented. 
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ilased on the preliminary economic and engineering anal ; sis, 

the rehabilitation of the tunnel and the installation of a 

people-mover systom is a vi;.1ble proposal. The effectuation of 

this proposal can bu the first ph;.LSC in a systom of satellLte 

parking facilities constructed around the periphery of the 

downtown area. 

-5-



rROBLEf\1 STATr.:JvtCNT 

When the !Junker llill Urban Renewal project is completed, 

thcr!.! will be a duyt.imc working populuti.on of front 60,000 to 

75,000 in the project area. The Atlantic-Richfield Plaza, adjacent 

to the Bunker llilJ Urban l{cncwal l'rojcct, will provide jobs for 

approximately 20,000 additional people. With this substantial 

increase in daytime population, the streets in the downtown 

area will not have sufficient cap;1city to carry the .:1utomobile 

traffic that will be generated by the increased employment and 

shopping opportunites. I n o r de r t o reduce the p res ~~ n t 1 e v e 1 s o f 

traffic congestion during peak hours and to free the Downtown 

area for vit3l business activity, a reduction 1n the number of 

automobiles on Downtown streets is necessary. At the same time, 

<t<lditional capacity is nc~dcd to serve the increased demand 

generated by new Downtown clcvcloprnent. The possibility of providing 

additional major street and parki : 1~ capacity in the Central City 

core is prohibitive in view of land costs and the increasing 

intensity of development, with the one possible e~ception of the 

opportunities afforded by full-scale redevelopment projects, such 

as the Bunker llill Project. 

The abandoned Pacific Electric Railroad Tunnel has long 

been considered a liability to the City; however, in view of the 

intensity of new and proposed development in the Downtown area 

and the opportunities and advantages afforded by the tunnel to 

a Downtown transit system, the tunnel becomes an asset to the 

- 6 -



community. The two major advantages of the utilization of the 

tunnel are that the City has the tunnel and the easement, and that 

the tunnel passes beneath the llarbor freeway. It is proposed 

that a 2700-foot section of the tunnel be rehabilitated to 

accommodite the installation of a people-mover system to provide 

quick and efficient access to satellite parking !coated in the 

proximity ~f the intersection of Second Street and Glendale 

Boulevard. 

The distribution of goods and freight in the areas of 

intensive land use in the Central City core is an ever-growing 

problem to the business community . . It appears possible to 

utilize the people-mover ~yst2m Juring off-peak hours for the 

purpose of transporting anJ distributing goods and supplies 

and providing service access. With properly designed interfaces 

at the proposed parking structures and in the Downtown area, it 

would be possible to bring containerized goods and freight to the 

area of the satellite parking st~uctures, place these items on 

pallets or in containers within properly designed vehicles and 

have the goods distributed to the proper downtown destinations. 

The freight-handling capabilities could be an added benefit accrued . 

in connection with the construction of the people-mover system. 

llowever, the financial benefit has not been estimated nor included 

in the economic evaluation contained herein. 
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The portion of the tunnel considercu in this report 1s 

shown in Figure 1. An aerial photograph showing the westerly 

portal of the existing tunnel and the Bunker Hill skyline is shown 

in Figure 2. The overlay indicates the approximate tunnel 

location, the proposed northwesterly extension of the tunnel, 

and the areas considered feasible for the parking facilities. 

Figure 3 shows the westerly portal of the existing 

tunnel near the intersection of Second Street and Lucas Avenue 

looking in an easterly direction from Lucas Avenue. The tunnel 

cuts through a low hill for a distance of approximately 2000 feet 

and extends in a southeasterly direction to Bunker Hill. At 

Emerald Street, approximately 200 feet southeasterly oj the 

westerly tunnel portal, the depth of the floor of tunnel is 

about 85 feet below the street grade. At Third Street and at 

Beaudry Avenue, approximately 1150 feet and 1900 feet southeast­

erly of westerly tunnel portal, respectively, the depth of tunnel 

floor is about 110 feet below street grauc. The depth of the 

tunnel floor Jccreases to approxi.matcly SO feet under the !!arbor 

Freeway. 

At Figueroa Street aujoining Bunker Hill's Parcel G, 

the depth of the floor of the tunnel would be approximately ~ FeZl 
below the street grade. Projecting the floor of the tunnel 

horizontally from Figueroa Street to Flower Street, the depth of 

the tunnel floor below Flower Street would be approximately 38 
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feet below the street grade. At this depth, the extension of 

the tunnel and related terminal facilities within Parcel G could 

be incorporated into the basement of any building complex that 

would be co~structed on the site. 

-9-
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BACKGROUND OF TUNNEL 

The tunnel was constructed by the Pacific Electric 

Company under the terms of a franchise agreement with the City 

to construct, maintain, and oper:1tc an "electric railroad with 

one or more tracks . . through a subway . " Operation of 

the system began in 1929. The tunnel extended from beneath the 

Subway Terminal Building (south of Fourth Street between Hill 

Street and Olive Street) approximately 5000 feet north and west 

to a portal near the intersection of Glendale Boulevard with 

Second Street. The tunnel has the form of an arch approximately 

28 feet wide at the springline by 21 feet high. In 1955, use 

of ~he tunnel for rail service terminated. 

Early in 1966, the Community Redevelopment Agency 

determined that the existence of the tunnel would hinder develop­

ment of some of the properties and reconstruction of the streets 

in the Bunker llill Redevelopment Project and requested the Bureau 

of E~ginecring to investigate ways of solving this problem. A 

l~gal investigation of the City's rights by the City Attorney 

revealed that by terms of the original franchise agree~ent, the 

City could order the tunnel removed from beneath City streets at 

the expense of the Southern Pacific Company, successor in interest 

to the Pacific Electric Company. A removal order was then served 

on the Southern Pacific Company which led to the Company's offer 

to give the tunnel and tunnel easement to the City. The City 

Council appr_oved acceptance of the tunnel and easement and the legal 

agreement and conveyance was recorded July 6, 1966. 

- 13-



tlecause none of the concerned public or private entities 

previous~y showed any interest in further utilization of the tunnel 

for transportation purposes, little consideration had been given 

to this possibility. The City's previous policy was to quitclaim 

sections of the tunnel easement to the Community Redevelopment 

Agency as requested. At present, the section of tunnel from the 

east property line of Figueroa Street to approximately 100 feet 

east of the center line of Flower Street has been physically 

removed. The portion under Figueroa Street has been filled with 

earth and one section removed for future construction of a 42-inch 

sewer which is planned to project approximately 4 feet below the 

·soffit of :he tunnel. That portion of the easement betw een the 

east property line of Figueroa Street and the west property line 

of Flower Street (Bunker Hill - Parcel G) has been quitclaimed 

(Council File No. 135601, Sup. No. 5) and a hotel is proposed to 

be constructed on the site by the Dillingram Corporation. 

The quitclaim for th~t portion of the easement between 

the east property line of Flower Street and the west property line 

of Hope Street (Bunker Hill - Parcel J) has been approved (Council 

File No. 143409). Construction of a 2550-car-capacity parking 

structure to serve the Atlantic-Richfield Complex began in May, 1970. 

The design of the parking structure complicates the easterly exten­

sion of the tunnel along the existing alignment. However, it 

-14-



appears possible to construct a new tunnel section through the 

parking structure. This new tunnel section would require 

redesign and reconstruction of a portion of the structure and 

shoring up of _part of the foundation. Approximately SO to 100 

parking spaces would be eliminated by this extension. Once the 

extension is through the parking structure to serve Atlantic­

Richfield Complex, it would be possibl~ to extend the people­

mover system easterly from !lope Street to llill Street. However, 

only the portion of the tunnel lying between its westerly terminus 

and the proposed Uillingl1am site is presently being considered 

for the people-mover system. 

Th~ representatives of the Dillingham Corporation have 

expressed a strong interest in having a terminal located within 

their proposed hotel. 

It should be noted that the Board of Public Works, 

on November 12, 1969, aJopteJ City Engineer Report No. 1, Section 

1, which established a policy to not quitclaim any romaining 

portions of the tunnel. 
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lNTE!{F/\CE lvlT!l TilE DOIVNTO\vN AUXILIARY RAI'ID TI{ANSTT 

The Downtown Auxiliary Rapid Transit (DART) System, which 

is in the preliminary planning phase, proposes an inter-loop serving 

the downtown core with radials connecting the inter-loop with 

satellite parking facilities on the periphery of the downtown area. 

One segment of the inter-loop is proposed to be located in Flower 

Street between First Street and Eighth Street. The people-mover 

~ ystcm proposed in this report coulJ provide the first radial for 

the system. llowevcr, it shoulJ he noted that the effectuation of 

the DART System is not necessary for the operation of the people­

mover system proposed in this report. 
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TUNN L L l~LIIi\111 L I Ti\T Jt)N 

The Bridge and Structural Design Division of the Bureau 

of Engineering has analyzed the structural adequacy of the exist­

ing tunnel. Based upon concrete core samples taken from the 

tunnel and the existing loading on the tunnel section, it has been 

determined that the tunnel is overstressed according to present 
. . ·-- -- -----···- - - --- -·-- . . . . .. 

standurds. In order to proviJo an aJo4uatc structurul section, 
----··· · 
a reinforced concrete liner is required. An architectural 

rendering of a cross section of the reconstructed tunne l with the 

Westinghouse people-mover system shown in the tunnel is indicated 

in Figure 4. A typical section o f the existing tunnel with the 

necessary new constructi~n to provide for the people-mover system 

15 shown in Figure 5. The estimated cost of the construction 
/ 

of the 2700-foot section of the tunnel is as follows: T :-

Tunnel liner with tile and concrete floor 
Miscellaneous, including sandblasting, 

waterproofing and suspended ceiling 
Tunnel lighting 
Tunnel ventilation 

Total cost of tunnel reconstruct i on 

$ 1 • 9 0 8 • 0 0 0 h ;x 3. 
298,000 

110,000 
135,000 

$2,451,000 " 

In adJitlon, it is ~~quired that a new tunnel. be con-

structed under Figueroa Street since the existing tunnel at this 

location has been removed. The estimated cost of this 100-foot 

length of tunnel is $281.,000. y, I. {; u v ;_r-A.../ 
j I 

* Does not include cost of guideway for people-mover system 
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The cstLmatcd cost of construct.ion or a new tunnel with 

the same cross-section i.lnJ length would be $11,000,000. When 

comparing the alternative the cost of rehabilitation of the existing 

tunnel is approximately $8,500,000 less than cost of an equivalent 

new tunnel. 

The necessary construction on the proposed Dillingham 

Hotel site for the people-mover system should be the responsibility 

of the developer of the site. In connection with the construction 

of a building complex on the site, stipulations should be made 

to require the developer to make provisions for station facilities 

for the people-mover system, and to provide a suitable interface 

between the proposed DART System and the people-mover system 

proposed in this report. This can be accomplished by having the 

City Council request the Community Redevelopment Agency to add a 

special stipulation to the sale of the site to the effect that 

provisions would be made for the above-mentioned facilities within 

any proposed building complex on the site. Renderings of a proposed 

terminal layout for the building complex are shown in Figures 6 

and 7. Escalators and elevators would provide the interface with 

the proposed DART System. The renderings for the terminal are 

included for illustrative purposes and represent only one of the 

possible configurations for the terminal facilities. 
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INTRODUCTION 

Several alternative west leg guideway 
route alignments are available. 

Selection criteria include such factors 
as guideway length, costs of land 
acquisition, people mover vehicle time · 
of travel, and in the case of the Pacific 
Electric Tunnel, cost of refurbishment 
of the existing portion, plus new tunnel­
ing to reach Bunker Hill. 

Examination of the interrelationships 
of these factors is a complex task. An 
increase in guideway length, for example, 
has several deleterious results: An 
increase in travel time, causing reduc­
tion in commuter use, thereby reducing 
parking revenues, increased maintenance 
costs, increased capital costs and addi­
tional vehicles must be purchased, 
increased costs of energy. 

This analysis was done to develop gross 
total cost estimates for each of the 
alignments considered as potentially 
suitable. 

Contributors not included in the 
analysis were costs for Demolition, 
Improvement and Relocation, loss of 
saleable land on Parcel C due to 
the additional land take required 

.. 

for the tunnel route, the retaining 
wall on the Sou.th side of Beverly 
Boulevard leading to the tunnel. 

·Tunnel escape ports were not estimated 
for number, location or cost. Loss 
of parking revenues resulting from 
increased travel time were not cal­
culated. 
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The City-owned Pacific Electric Tunnel 
was suggested for Bunker Hill People 
Mover use. It offered an environme~t­
p.lly sound, available right of way into 
·the CBD, under, rather than over the 
Harbor ' Freeway. 

Open from the entry at Lucas Avenue 
and Second Street to Figueroa Street 
the. tunnel i .s. nonexistant under the 
Portman Hotel site and nonexistant at 
the. ARCO garage. It is open from Hill 
to Hope Streets. 

SU!'1MARY 

Technical ar1alysis shows tunnel/People 
Mover compatibility. From under Beaudry 
Street nev.; tunnel rr,ust be dug to Parcel 1 
C in Bunker Hill. Curving North bet·..,een ' . 
Fourth Street bridge col urrns it vw u1d · · 
surface in a trench running parallel 
to the freeway. Turning easterly on 
Parcel C at the Third Street off ramp, \ 
it would continue at 6% grade to the : 
People Mover station on t.'-le Los Angeles_,_/ 
World Trade Center. ~ 

The City's Bureau of Engineeringl has 
determined the tunnel must be lined, 
both to assure stru~tural integrity and 
to seal the structure (it passes through 
ground carrying much water) . 

lBureau of E~gineering, City of Los 
A.ngeles, January 1971 "Pacific Electric 
Tunnel, a feasibility study to develop 
the concept of satellite parking for 
the Downtovm Area". 

Opportunity for system expansion such as 
providing guideway spurs into the Temple 
area, is greater on the surface routes. 

Right of way and relocation costs, assum-· 
ing the tunnel is given to the CRA by the 
City, are significantly less than the sur ­
fact routes being considered. However, tL ...: 
overall cost advantage is in favor of the 
elevated guideway. 

--. 
Tunnel roUI1d trip distance is 1610 feet 
longer, or 60 seconds additional round ~ 
trip time. This equates to a requirement ( 
for four additional People Mover cars to 
carry the required nu.rnber of passengers - · · 
pe r hour. Costs of maintenance of the 
additional guideway and the vehicles, 
coupled with increased energy costs both 
for the additional length and grade tota1 
$53,000 per year. 

Based on system costs over a 25 year 
period, Table 1 summarizes data used in 
selection of the Second Street rout~ ove r 
the tunnel route: 

- .. ·------- --- -- . 
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PHYSICAL DESCRIPTION OF ROUTES 

The shortest route from the West-Hill 
Station to within the West Parking 
Structure site along Second Street 
is 3,844 feet in length. Figure 1' 
shows the number of lineal feet of 
guideway for each route. 

Each of the four routes shown were 
measured from the east property line 
(EPL) of Figueroa Street to the NPL 
of Rockwood, within the site. 
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FIRST P~D SECOND STREET ROUTES 

The Second and First Street routes are 

above gradei that is, elevated along 

their entire lengths. 

Following the southern edge of the 

Department of Water and Power fac­

ility, the Second Street route crosses 

the Beverly Boulevard/First Street 

viaduct at its eastern end, joining 

the First Street routes at· that point. 

Of the two First Street routes, one 

follows along the eastern edge of the 

DWP facility. Column heights across 

this end of the facility must be at 

least thirty feet, in order that 

clearance will be provided for the 

reel-handling crane used in that area. 

The other version of the First Street 

route follows the eastern edge of 

Beaudry Street, crossing theN. E. 

corner of the DWP facility. Of the 

surface routes, this is longest. 

' I 

First Street will be widened along the 

north side. The Plan includes a large, 

landscaped embankment. Ten of the 

parcels along this alignment will be 

purchased by the City. For purposes 

of this exercise, these ten parcels were 

assumed to be available at no cost to the 

People Mover. 
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TUNNEL ROUTE 

In operation from 1929 through 1955, the 

abandoned Pacific Electric Tunnel offers 

an interesting p~ssibility for use as an 

exclusive right-of-way for the Bunker 

Hi 11 People !'lover. An in-depth technical 

analysis was performed to determine the 

merits of the concept. 

Right-of-\vay through Bunker Hill is 

available both for the existing E-1'1 

route and for the planned N-S route. 

Passenger transfer will be at the East 

Hill Station. The N-S boarding plat-

forms will be below the E-W platform. 

The entire East Hill Station; mez-

zanine, co~mercial shops, and lobby 

areas will be underground, under the 

park, between Grand and Olive Streets. 

Of concern was the elevation difference . 
between the platform level of the N-S 

station and the tlli1nel. Figure 3 shows 

a possible route which includes two 

high-speed (300' minimum radius) turns. 

Considering this as the maximum grade 

situation, a maximum of 6 percent was 

noted. Six percent has been established 

as maximum desired. 

Figure 2 shows one scheme developed 

Vlhich, ignoring the fact that the 

tunnel is blocked: (a) provides 

circulation within Bunker Hill,, (b) 

provide~ off-site, remote parking for 

Bunker Hill, and (c) establishes the 

initial steps tO\·;ards a N-S leg. 

• 

6 
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TUNNEL CONDITION 

At this time the portion of tunnel 

betv.>een Flower and Hope Streets is 

occupied by a 2250-car-capacity parking 

structure. The lowest level of the 
' 

structure, at EL. 251, is proximate 

to the former tunnel running level. 

Detailed examination of the parking 

structure was not done. However, 

column interference, loss of parking 

spaces, plus disturbance of the in­

clined ramp vehicular movement system 

provide strong negative i2pact on 

str~cture operation. 

Planned for construction between 

Figueroa and Flower Streets, and 

between 4th and 5th Streets will be 

the PorL~an Hotel. The Design Concept 

selected for the Hotel includes a cen­

tral cylinde r surrounded by four add-

.. .. 
itional cylinders. Column and footing 

layout for this complex is shown in . 

Figure 4 "Portman Hotel Sub-structure". 

It is considered unwise and too costly 

to attempt to design an easement through 

this facility. 

The tunnel is presently sealed at the 
west side of Figueroa Street. Movement 

of the tunnel around the hotel ~nd park­

ing structure is apparently a task to be 

approached with caution. The Fourth St. 

Bridge sub-structure, for instance, is 

sufficiently complex· to preclude any ser-

j ous attempt to weave a tunnel th rough the 

footings and caissons. 

' 
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TUN~EL ADAPTATION TO BUNKER HILL 

West Hill Station Guideway Elevation is 
at el. 353 ft. Tunnel Floor Elevation at 
Boyleston Avenue is 287 ft. Ignoring 
freeway footings, economic impact on 
Farce 1 "C", etc. analysis showed it to 
be possible to redirect the tunnel to 
the West Hill Station. Turning radii 
noted in Figure 5 "P. E. Tunnel to West 
Hill Station" are high-speed. Grade at 
4.4 percent is within the desired ran ge. 
Additional effort \vas directed at this 
approach. The goals were to minimize 
impact on Parcel "C", reduce line al feet 
of new i: unne ling to the minimum an d 
retain guideway gradient within desirable 
limits. 

This effort resulted in the _ scheme shown 
in Figure 6 "Tunnel Us~ximum Impact". 
Starting at the station, a- six percent 
grade was maintained. A 300 ft. radius 
turn over theN. W. corner of "C" allowed 
the guideway to intercept the ground 
level in the vicinity of that corne r. 
At this point the guideway is entren ched, 

· extending south parallel to the Harbor 
Fwy. Third St. off-ramp--Figure 7 
"Harbor Fwy-Tunnel Clearance". 

\..~ 

.f 

At approximately el. 293 tunneling comiT1e ncE: :.. , 
passing betwe en the sub-structure of the 
Fourth Street Bridge as shown on Figure 8 
"Fourth St. Bridge sub-structure. 

App rox imate ly 400 ft. of new tunnel would 
be required. Blending with the existin g 
tunnel under Beaudry Avenue Fre eway footing 
elevations-are at el. 331 ft. Clearance 
for the tunnel is available, which p a sses 
under the freeway at about 280 ft. at the 
soffit. 

1 1 
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TUNNEL PEOPLE MOVER EQUIPMENT INTEFYACE 

Technical analysis continued after determin­
ation· that a tunnel to West Hill Station 
link was po ~ sible. 

·Detailed examination of People t-1over vehicle, 
guideway and tunnel clearances was then 
undertaken. Preliminary analysis had shown 
the systems under consideration would fit 
into the tunne 1. 

Available People Mover Vehicles vary widely 
in dimension. There is no national stand­
ard. Most will not fit on any guideway but 
the one designed specifically for the given 
vehicle. 

For purposes of this analysis, two vehicl e s 
were selected. Case "A" ca~1, on Figure 9, 
is typical of the mid-range class, in this 
case 7 ft. wide by 8 ft. 9 in. high. Cl a ss 
"B" represents the largest probable size at 
8ft. 8 in. wide by 10 ft. high. As may be 
seen on Figure 9, the People Mover envelope 
of 15 x 28 ft. is larger than the tunnel. 
When lined, tunnel width will be 25 ft. 2 in. 
This is a L~ ·~; 2 ft. 10 in. less than the 
envelope used for the balance of the sys tern-. 

Tunnel Lifler thickness of 17 inches \vas 
determined as being. required by the Bureau 
of Enginee ; ' · after examination of the 
existing t ; __ , .·oc: 1 walls . 

It may be noted that in Case 11 B" the 
Guideway is pictured as being elevated 

~ t 

at the tunnel entrance. This was con­
sidered as a method of alleviating the 
severity of-±he grade from the Lucas over­
crossing down into the tunnel. 

By allowing the Guideway to remain elevatt::cJ 
as shown in Fig. 10, intersection with th~ 
tunnel floor well within the tunnel effect. · 
ively reduces the Guideway grade to about 
5 percent. Specifications should be stren .J th · 
ened to assure smoothness of running surf a c:2 
in ,the vicinity of the entrance. This wi1 1 
preclude any possibility vehicle/tunnel 
collision in case of an extreme bounce. 

·' 
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PARKING STRUCTURE TO TUNNEL 

Preliminary viewing of the West Parking 
Structure Site and its relationship to 
the tunnel entrance suggested difficulty 
of Guideway alignment. 

Subsequent to selection of Parking Structure 
Concepts and Detailed Analysis of traffic 
circulation, sufficient data were avialable 
to permit "actual" route analysis. 

We$t Terminal Station platform elevation is 
tentatively at el. 405. Tunnel entrance 
is el. 319.9. Distance from the platform 
to the ~ntrance is approximately 1600 ft., 
as shmvn in Figure 11, "Guideway Elevation". 

Maximum grade apparent in the relatively 
superficial analysis done in this study 
was 6% from Lucas Avenue overcrossing to 
the tunnel. 

Maximum column heights appear to be on 
the order of 25 feet. Figure 12 "Guide­
way-Platforn. to Tunnel" demonstrates an 
alignment de~ermined as being practical. 

Previous Hest Site Traffic analysis 
resulted in a decision to extend the 
rails of the viaduct, thereby forcing 
westbound First St. traffic to bypass 
the first entrance into the parking 
structure . . Cars turning right from 
Glendale Blvd. or cars coming from 
Lucas Avenue on Second St. will then 

not have to contend with viaduct traffic 
turning into their pattern. Extension 
of the rails would allow implacement of 
guidev1ay colurrms qt the rails, there by 
reducing Guide \vay span lengths. 

Turning along Beverly between Witmer and 
Lucas is the entire right-of-\vay acquisi tj ... n 
requirement, five parcels. Some land 
removal would be necessary as this is the 
slope of a hi 11. 

Lucas Street overcrossing must be minimal 
colum.'l height to a llO\v maximum grade re­
duction into the tunnel. Survey of the 
site shows that traf fic northbound on 
Lucas Street is going down hi l l toward th e 
viaduct. There was some con ce rn that the 
Guideway would vis u ally obstruct the inte 1 
section. On-site investigation will show 
this is not the cas e . Guideway and vi a du eL 
more or less obstruct the same visual ang J '" . 

Turning radii shown are 500 ft., well abo\ ~ 
the 300 ft. minimum desired for the People 
Mover. 
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Economic Comparisons 

' Const~uction costs are developed in 

Table 2. Total lengths of the lst and 

2nd street routes were developed by 

Daniel-Mann-Johnson and Mendenhall, the 

tunnel length given was developed by 

C.R.A. staff. 

' 

Tunnel Associated costs used were t~ose 

generated by Bureau of Engineering, City 

of Los Angeles and reported Janua~y 1971. 

These costs were not inflated. 
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TL~NEL RELhTED COSTS 

For purpose of this analysis it was 
assu~ed there would be no cost to CPA 
for tun~el ai1d t_u~n~l_ acce_ss easement . 
The City O\·ms a twenty-fo<;nf;,...wide access 
strip from Beverly to the 't-i:mnel. 

New tunnel cost estimates range from 
$2000 to $2800 per lineal foot. To the 
level of accuracy possible in this analy­
sis approximately 400 feet of new tunnel­
ing would be required. 

Cost of de mo lition of the old tunnel wall, 
about 100 feet going from the existing 
tunnel to the new, was not included. 

Cost of lir:ing of the existing tunnel 
was ta..'-<:en fror:~ Ref. B. as were san cl.blas t­
ing an~ waterproofing, air conditio~ing, 
lighting, ventilating and provision of 
a ceiling. 

. 

Cost of slope cut on the South Side of 
Beverly Blvd., between Lucas & Witmer, 
was not estimated, as quantity of slope 
to be removed was not dete rrr.ined. Should 
this route be seriously considered, assess­
ment of this cost must be made. It is 
probable that a retaining wall wi 11 be 
necessary and this cost must be included. 

Trenching and lining costs on P2rcel "C" 
were not accurately assessed. ~~ average 
cost -of -$-20-0 per lineal foot ;,,!as used. 

2./.l. 
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MAJOR COST FACTORS 

As shown in Table 3, summary of key cost 

factors, the route along Second Street 

is the shortest. Any deviation from 

that route results in additional travel 

time. In order to maintain capability 

to move 4,000 passengers per hour per 

terminal, additional vehicles must be 

put on-line. 

Routes 1, 2 & 3 are relatively equivalent 

in grade, trending down from the platform 

level of el. 405 ft. in the West Parking 

str~cture to el. 353 at the station in the ­

World Trade Center between Figueroa and 

J Flower Streets. The tunnel route, how-

f 
ever deviates from this generalization; 

a grade dif=erential of 73 ft. from the 

tunnel low-point to the station must be 

overcome. 

Significance of additional route length 

and grade is summarized on Table 4 -

"Additional Jl.nnual Costs". Cost of 

energy is given both for the additional 

73 ft. grade and the additional 806 ft. 

of route length. As noted all costs 

were inflated at a 4 pe~cent annual rate. 
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lfl i1m F. St•w•rt 
r.ctor 

COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 
INTERNAL SERVICES DEPARTMENT 

550 South Vermont Ave .. Los Angeles . California 90020 ~ ,-. -;- r· 1_ . . ~ ... _, . ; -,, : 
Re c ei';E G 

I I' 

\
,., ,..,., ·q~ ' ., '· '~ Q \ '· ' :.;'j~ (;i-.i\ I .j ;c,, •.1 

March 9, 1990 

Mr. Mark T. Mendoza 
Real Estate Division 
Los Angeles County Transportation Commission 
403 West Eighth Street, Suite 500 
Los Angeles, California 90014-3096 

Dear Mr. Mendoza: 

RECORD OWNER AND ACCESS EASEMENTS FOR 
SECOND STREET TUNNEL (5152-007-012 & 013) 

Pursuant to your request, we have examined the records to 
determine record ownership and any access · easements affecting the 
subject property. As of February 28, 1990, the record owners 
are: 

EMERALD HILL ASSOCIATES, 
a California general partnership, 
as to an undivided 79% interest; and 

TOLUCA STATION ASSOCIATES, 
a California limited partnership, 
as to the remainder, 

by deeds recorded as Official Records Document No. 85-1501225 on 
December 20, 1985, and as Official Records Document 
No. 86-1820588 on December 30, 1986. 

The address for both partnerships is shown as: 

cjo Mr. Tye Rubins 
136 South Palm Drive 
Beverly Hills, California 90212 

A Certificate of Limited Partnership for Toluca Station 
Associates, recorded as Official Records Document No. 85-1501223, 
shows the name and address of the general partner to be: 

Tye Rubins 
136 South Palm Drive, #401 
Beverly Hills, California 90212 



Mr. Mark T. Mendoza 
March 9, 1990 
Page 2 

An Amended Certificate of Limited Partnership for Toluca Station 
Associates, recorded as Official Records Document No. 85-1501224 
on December 20, 1985, recites, in part, as follows: 

"Any document or instrument conveying or purporting or 
attempting to convey ••• this partnership's interest in any 
real property ••• shall, to be effective for any purpose 
whatsoever, be signed both by the General Partner and the 
Limited Partner." 

The said amended certificate shows the name of the Limited 
Partner to be: 

The Dern, Mason & Floum Investment Partnership, 

but no address is given and there is no recorded certificate or 
statement of partnership for the said limited partner. 

No statement of partnership appears of record for Emerald Hill 
Associates, a California general partnership. 

We also find, as of February 28, 1990, that The City of Los 
Angeles is the owner of certain easements affecting the subject 
property, as conveyed to the City by a document recorded July 6, 
1966 in Official Records Book 03357, page 862. These easements 
are for ingress, egress and working area described as being near 
"the northerly outside face of the tunnel;" and for "right of 
access to and from a public street to the terminus of said 
tunnel," said access easement being further described as 20 feet 
in width. The said document contains various other covenants and 
prov1s1ons, and reference is made to the document, a copy of 
which is enclosed. 

Very truly yours, 

WFS:DFN-gs 37 

Enclosure 
DFN2NDST/A:42IBM 

Division 

·. 
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AGREEMENT --------- R~/ 1111000-1?:? 

- --;;l \ l' tll' l ' ' IN' ' ' 1 I• tAl tlti.:ORDI 
ot lW .\t,Ctll ·.; COUtiiY, CALIF, AND 

CONVEYANCE ''0 "''" a p M. JUL 6 1966 ., , .. ,, 
I FREEZlA.J RAy (. LLt.. t,uutt1,1 nuwrli• 

' 
THE CITY OF LOS ANGELES, hereinafter sometimes called 

"CITY" and the SOUTHERN PACIFIC COMPANY 1 hereinafter sometimes 

called "SOUTIIERN PACIFIC", agree, covenant, and convey, aa 

follows: 

WHEREAS, Southern Pacific owns the right to maintain, 

and at tnis time does maintain, a subsurface tunnel or subway, 

known as the · "S~bw~y ~erminal Subway," as well as certain 

appurtenant structurea and facilities, within The City of Los 

Angeles. Such tunnel has as ita easterly terminus the center 

line or Olive Street. It then runs generally in a westerly 

direction between Fourth Street and Fifth Street to the 

vicinity of the Harbor Freeway, at which point it curves in 

a northwesterly direction and terminates in the vicinity or 

the 1ntaraoction or Toluca Street and Emerald Stree~; and 

WHEREAS, said subsurface tunnel or subway was con­

structed in and beneath privately-owned lands, and in and 

beneath certain public streets of the City; and 

WHEREAS, the presence of said tunnel under such 

privately-owned land, including lands presently owned by 

the Community Redevelopment Agency ot The City of Loa Angeles 

within the boundaries of the Bunker Hill Redevelopment 

Project, and under the P'lblic a treeta of the C1 ty, interferes 

with and prevents the development of such land to its highest 

an1 beat use, and interferes with the use or such streets; and 

' ·• ······ '"· , ..... ,.., •• , .. .. 1, n. c:•, nr '"" ... _,.,.. 
,_. ' •' ' · •~• ·"' :, l a.,,..,<":ft) 'Nll•",.. -1-

• II ~I (, • ·: • ~ L ,).. II ~ ~ e • . ,., _ ~ 
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WHEREAS, Southern Pacific, to aatiat and aid the 

City end the Community Redevelopment Agency ot The City or 

Loa Angcled in their performance or their public functions 

and purposes, desires to donate and give to the City the Subway 

Terminal Subway as herein provided: 

NOW THEREFORE, the parties agree as follows, and 

by this document: 

l. Southern Pacific hereby quitclaims to the City 

all its right, title and interest in and to said tunnel, from 
I 

its easterly terminus to its westerly terminus, as more 

particularly described in Exhibit "A", including the ventilating 

shaft presently existing, it being understood that such right, 

title and interest (except tor the ventilating shaft) is or 

a subsurface right only. Southern Pacific further quitclaims 

its interest, it any, in a non-exclusive easement in and to 

the subsurface use or the area beneath the easterly one-halt 

or Ol1v@ Stroot, 1noludtns uee tor tunnol purpoooa And 1nclud· 

int! t.ha UtiG or the circular 11taircau within aald aru, 

2. Southern Pacific further quitclaims a non-exclusive 

easement tor ingress and egress to and from said tunnel through 

an existing staircase leading from the tunnel to the surface 

or the soil immediately to the west or Olive Street, and the 

ri~ht to mnintain and use aame until auch time aa tho tunnel 

1r, that location 1s deatroytu1 or filled ao as to eliminate 

the need tor access and at such time the aforesaid easement 

far · ingress and egress shall immediately terminate; provided 

that until ouch time as the casement has terminated, as provided 

herein, other suitable pedestrian access may be substituted 

by the owncrn of aaid surfncc at ouch time as they may ctesirc. 
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3. That. within the t\Umr.l, in the vidnlty or Olive 

~ t rt•et nnct ln the vicinity or Flower Street there in- locllt·~d 

nnd. ln «-Xi::tcnce two 11 nump pumps" utiliz~d to keep nnlct tunnel 

dry uf c;C'cpnp:e water. The onicl two pumpo ore hereby nl!jo 

:a.1lcl nn1l <'onvcyed to City. 

4. That at the northwesterly terminus of said tu11nd 

(in the vldnity or Toluca Street and Emerald Street) the 

pnrecl of' real property bounded by Second Street, Lucno Avenue, 

r::nernld lll'ivc, Emerald Street, nnd Tolucn Street, except !'or 

Ll11· nubnurfnce rights ' in said tunnel, 1s not included in thlu 

conveyance, except as set forth hereinafter in this section. 

(a) SoutheJn ~acific conveys to City an easement 

for ine;ress, egress and working area upon that portion of 

the parcel of real property retained by Southern Pacific, 

which easement is described as follows: 

All those portions of Lots 12 and 13, Tract No. 

87o4 as per map recorded in Book 116, pages 87 to 88, 

induoivc, of Mapo, in the offico of the County Hccord<:r 

of Los Angeles County, bounded and ~escribed as follows: 

Beginning at a point in said Lot 12 at which the 

northerly outside face of the tunnel meets the westerly 

side of the westerly "wing" of said tunnel; thence northerly 

alonG a line in said westerly side of said westerly "wing" 

nnd along ito northerly prolongation a diotnncc of ~0 .fc~t; 

<J:. 1: le:; !'rum aaid nortucrly prolon~ation to the northwl!st­

•· r· J j lint: ol' Tulllt'/1 !>t.r·o ·o•l., fiO feet wide O!l :;nid IHll'Lh-

't/l ·:, l . • _r!y llr, r: 1:.: Utl• , Wil 111 1 the mnp Of SU1.U trn ;· t; llh'lh' t ' 

:,•, :,I. I,W• ·:;t•:rl:; ul •Jn 1~ r:ttloi IIOI'LllwcGtcrly llnt t,, n 1 tn£' 



·~xtt-ndin~ easterly at right nngleo from the caoterly cide 

or the fastcrly "wing" of said tunnel and whl <:h paueo 

throup;h the northerly end or on td easterly "wing"; thcl"cr· 

westerly along sold lost mentioned line cxtcndln~ enntcrly 

nt rlp:ht anp;lcn to the easterly side vf the cnotcrly 

"wing" of oaid tunnel; thence southerly along onid enr.tcrly 

"winK" to said northerly outside race; thence westerly 

along said northerly outoide face to the polnt of begin­

nin~. 

(b) Southern Pacific further conveys to City a 

non-exclustve easement and right of access to and from a public 

street to the terminus or said tunnel. Said easement and 

right shall provide a reasonable and adequate access and shall 

be suitable for use by motor vehicles, including trucks, and 

shall be twenty {20) feet in width. Said easement shall be 

prc~cntly located upon the presently existing surface of the 

abandoned railway right of way extending from said tunnel to 

Second Street. At any time, upon thirty (30) days' written 

nott~ e , Southern Pacific or ito grantees or aoni~nn of nnld 

purccl mny provide, subctltut.c nnd conotruct unuthcr ca!lcmcul 

twenty ( 20) feet in width which will provide saf e, convenient 

and reasonable access to the tunnel from a public street for 

~otor vehicles, including trucks. 

(c) Southern Pacific further agrees to furnish power 

trJ t lllrl wlll mnlntnln, for Llw purpooc of clrnlnln1 : wntcr t'l'n:n 

:. ,,l d IHtr •:el und from cnl ct· t ,,,._ t.1 1c tunnel, a pump loc ated llplm 

::H i r! pa r r: c:l. Shoul1 Sout.hr!l'l l Pacific, or ita nssl r.ns, determine 

r.r,;a!. t r. ,,q lr,11~1 : r J'a:'lliln:ti r;1 ald pump t'ot• lhc drnlnc . .:.c ut' ::11 t .t 

l·'• r · •· : , ! '· t.tr 11 l. l I'. Lv r· r:tt . .J :.I .·. L.Y ( t ,O) duy u 1 l ll ' t. t ~ : e 1. •1 ::u.-h 

•:!: •·· · I. llf , •l w; Ua lli ;;n.:tr fW I'I · •ol r: tty mny clt!1' l t o Lake ovrr t l;• · 
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operntion of auch pump for the purpoac or keeping water rrom 

ente1·ing the tunnel. City shall have, in ouch event, and 

without further grant, nn caocment to operate, maintain and 

replncc {flhould repla~cment become necesoary) oald pump and 

an cnsem~nt to maintain neccsoary ditches or berms to trap 

nurfacc waters and to divert such waters to the pump. 

(d) At such time as the City fills or permanently 

blockades the northwesterly terminus of the tunnel, so that no 

entrance may be gained into enid tunnel through said north­

wcoterly terminus, and no water may flow into said tunnel 

at said terminus, all easement rights or other rights in 

said parcel shall immediately terminate; provided, however, 

that said tunnel entrance may not be filled or blockaded, 

nc1r access thereto dentroyed, except by the City or with its 

pr.rmission. 

5. That said conveyances do not include and Southern 

Pacific reserves all oil, gas and mineral rights which it n,ay , 
own or possess, without however, the right to utilize for the 

e.ttraction thereof any pa~·t of the tunnel or to paaa through 

the oaocmcmta horoby convoyed; until auch timo tUI tho tunnel 

structure is filled, removed or destroyed~ 

6. Upon the effective date of transfer of owner­

ship by donation as herein provided, City assumes all burdens 

and obligations of ownership. Therefore, because Southern 

Pnclfic will no longer be o.ble to maintain or perform work 

upon or within onid tunnel or do any act in connection thert!-

with, City hereby releases Southern Pacific, its successors 

a~d n~ni~a, from any obligations in connection therewith, to 

p(: rfr)r:n any act upon, within, or 1n any mo.nner with respect 

t(J r.ntri tunnel, and thcrcfort~ , City further accepts the 

')il~ t l::,t1 (J:15 or owncrr.hip or :.uld tunnel. 



1. No monetary compensation and no consideration 1a 

to be pdd by tho City tor tho above-mentioned conveyancea or 

the tunnel, easements or appurtenances mentioned above. 

8. These conveyances are made as a gift and dona­

tion to the City to permit the City to construct and improve 

its public streets passing over said tunnel and to permit the 

City to cooperate with the Redevelopment Agency of The City of 

Los Angcleo in the furtherance of the public purposeo of said 

A~oncy, and particularly, the more economical and opeedy 

development of the Bunker Hill Hedevolopment Project in the 

City of Los Angeles. 

9. Southern Pacific is the owner in fee of two 

parcels through which said tunnel passes. Said parcels are 

described as follows: 

(a) {OLIVE STREET PARCEL) 

That certain land conveyed to the Pacific Electric 

Land Company by deed recorded on March 8, 1923, in Book 

1959, PASO 21•5 ot Oi't1c1Al Rocorda, in tho offtco of tho 

cow1ty Hocordor 01' aaid county 1 add lMd boine deacribcd 

in said deed as follows: 

"Beginning at a point on the Westerly line of Olive 

Street distant 120 teet southerly from the southerly line 

of Fourth Street; tnence southerly along th~ Westerly line 

of Olive Street One Hundred Twenty-four and Forty-two 

hunrtrcdths (l21J .4~) t'eut. t•> the Southunot.erly corner or 

fractional Lot Seven ('I), in Block One Hundred Seven (lon 

of ti1C Ucllevuc Terrace Trnct o.s per mo.p recorded in 

·::r,cJr. :?, Pnce 51.:~, of Hl!i~t!llancous Records of said County; 

t.h,:ll':c Wcatcrly ulont~ t.ht : southerly line of oaid fr~ctlonnl 

-I ' -



Lot Seven (7) One Hundred Sixty-six and 'l'h1rty-two 

hundredths (166.32) feet to the Sc•uthweotcrly corner 

of snid Lot; thence Northerly One Hundred Twenty-tour 

tuHI ninety hundredtho (124.90) feet to the Northweoterly 

corner of Lvt One (1) in Block . "N" or the Mott Tro.ct 

nu pel' map recor-ded ln nook 1, Pnf,e 4U~, Mlocello.neoua 

Hccorda of onld Count.y; thence Enoterly along the 

Northerly line or onid Lot., One Hundred Sixty-five nnd 

~lxty-oix hunJredtho (165.66) feet to the point or 

beginning. 11 

(b) (BOYLSTON STREET PARCEL) 

Lot 5, Block 2, Subdivision 11B11 of Lot 8 in Block 

38, Hancock's Survey (commonly known as the Washington 

Tract), as per Map recorded in Book 3, pages 46 and 47 

of Miscellaneous Records of Los Angeles County. 

Within said parcels this conveyance of the tunnel 

and subsurface rights is determinable; at such time"as the 

tunnel within said parcels is filled, with the authority and 

under the permission of The City of Los Angeles acting 1n 

ito proprtfttAry CApacity, or acceaa to an1d tunne1 ~lor.kQded, 

nll easement rights in oo.:.d parcels sho.l.l ceo.oe nnd termirwtc 

and the fee owners of said parcels shall have a right to 

utilize said parcels, free of any easements conveyed hereby. 

As to the Olive Street parcel, access shall be 

deemed blockaded when the tunnel within the Southwesterly 

40 feet ~f Lot 5, and the Northeasterly 20 feet of Lot 4, 

ln Ul0ck H, of the Matt TrncL, as per Map recorded in aook 

j~ · , p. '( of Mi:; ccllancoun Hc!cords or said cow1ty 1 is 

•l• ·:;r.ru:t' ' 'l, 1'1llc!d or· hlol:!'. ttcl•·ll no no to effectively prevent 

,,, ., . ,::: :. I" J" ••r:~ lht: t.urmc.:l wll.talrl Llle nforcontl1 l1ener1bcd 

- '{-
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portions of Lots 4 and 5, to or through the tunnel beneath 

the aforesaid Olive Street parcel. 

As to the Boylston Street parcel, access shall be 

deemed blockaded when the tunnel within Lots 4, 6, 7 and H 

of Dlock 2, Subdivision 11 B11 or Lot 8, Block 38, Hancock 

3ur\'cty, (~~onunonl,y known ao tho Wnohlngt.on 'l'rnct) 1u dnnt.rnycd, 

filled or blockaded so as to prevent acccso to or through 

the tunnel under said Boylston Street parcel. 

Nothing contained in this section shall impose 

upon the City, its successors or assigns, any obligation to 

fill the tunnel beneath said Olive Street parcel or said 

Boylston Street parcel, but if the City, its successors or 

assigns, desires to do so, it may demolish and fill or may 

fill, partially or wholly, without demolishing the tunnel 

structure, the tunnel within said Olive Street and Boylston 

:lt.roet. pnrcolo; provided, thut the City ohAll not hnvu t.ht: 

ribht to excavate through the surface of ;;aid Olive Street. 

and Boylston Street parcels. 

10. This agreement, covenant and conveyance is 

to be executed in duplicate anrl acknowledged and then recorded, 

on1 upon the approval by the City Council the City may enter 

"" 1•1 I.•JtuH: I unrt mtl:J uL 111~~., 11111•1 uuucmcnLu f'ut• uU \lUtHI tuul 

purpu~co, including the dc:..;Lru.;Llon, demolition and/or 

fill1.n, ~ or port1ono of nnitl tunnel .. but no obl1t:atlon in 

t•lr•: by •:rt ~ utt:d to dcutroy, tll:ltHJ11sh or fill said t·mncl 

~ :0 . 
,;";'(· .. : 



executed and delivered to veot in the City the full 1ntcreata 

1ntcmcir-d to be conveyed hereby. 

Dated: ~f...:..l...l.t~·....;.· ~J-'/_, 1966. 

I 

• ,. • . ,. . I ~NIOT.~CATB .. , ·'-••' \'"'" ·· ., '-· ' '··' ,.,; .... . ~,1 ,.J-1 . ;J). --· -
By I ;(; ( ( ( (:"/' !/.' ' ( ~· 

oiJr·~ 

( COllPORATE SEAL) 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA, ) . . 
COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO) 

SOUTHERN PACIFIC COMPANY 

~'/,.., 
By Aftt d.[ k : ( ,,._ I .<:: 

<. ~PUil~~ 

iiP~ ~~--
A~sistant S~cretarY, 

ss • 

• .' I) ros~ 

On this ¢'/~ day of Qgr(.::(< 1 A.D. 1966, before 
-- l/ J('Jty €'..· ,z:n:,tH-" , a Notary Public 1n and for me, 

tl111 u1d County And Otato, per~Sonally appurod ./.1 Ot Itt til,.; 
E1 

known to me to be the f1;_~ . President, and ,2 J . 1f'~ 

known to me to be the 4{~ secretary of the.~~~- ~~~~-~-~~-------------
A?~ · ~ 1 the Corporation that executed the within 
n rument, o to me to be the persons who executed the within 

Instrument, on b alf of the Corporation herein named, and 
acKnowledged to me that such Corporation executed the same; and 
acknowledged to me that such Corporation executed the within 
Instrument pursuant to its by-laws or a resolution of ita Board 
of Directors. 

Ill WI'rtU::lS WllEF.J::Ol-', ! have hcteunto oet my hand and 
a! fi xed rn'j official seal the lluy and year in this certificate 
f1r3t above written. 

A/'1" '' ' " 1 . , 1 1 . . ,, ,, , ,,,,,, , .. ,.,,.,, 
.JUfl 2 0 1~66 II • 

/ .I ' ././: . /1,'.". / , , f ,'.'f ,i/-
• I 11 , . I CJ. ,,,, 

t;y_~~r.:l._J~!!;.//, 
Utp1U1 

.HHtN I 

1Wl.\fil 1'111 11 · 1:1 • ' • • \ ..... ........ , .. . .. ,, ,, 
t • I t • . •· · • , u 

... . .... . • .. ',, •' 

- ') -



n~<OJ3~/Pc.U/I 

} ... 
\In this 

. ,, r; 
J 'l .. day o( .. .. ; . .. ~.!..~LL ··········-······• ln the year (?. \~ f· ..... .. ···············-

bdurc me 
Wlll WALDtR 

.... . ··········--- - ······----------- ·• the undersigned, a Notary Public in 
lBAK YORTY 

::1Hl fur said State, personally appeared ------------------------

known to me to be . .. ·· · · · - · · ···-~YOR ___ _ _ _ _______ of The City of Los Angeles, 

a !\lunicipal c.~rporation and known to me to be the person who executed the within instrument 

on bcha!C of said public corporation, agency or political subdivialon, and acknowledged to me that 

such !\lunicipal corporation executed the aame. 

\\' ITNESS my hund and oUiciul seal. 

_t ! . ' I l , I' .I I I : lltjll~llll.i .. "'. .. •'•· l•i d.(. "' 

:.1\V Ui \\" ,-. Li.'.!:.l; 
Num<' 1 Typo.'CI or l'rlnlcd) 

My Commi11ion [llpirea Fcbru•ry 7. 1969 .. 



""' 
~ -~- !Rt.4kt-'1f!f!i¥/f.l(J!®MWM-~~N._ crf.¥~~,.:¥- ;, ~n-~ · ~ ~, : -- - :~-~~, 

-- -.mmrr· A ••D3357,c672 

/
./ 

&lb·aurtaoe r1&hU onl7 11 reaerved or otberw1ae owned '' 

Southern ho1t1o COliiPII\7 tor the purpoae or oonatruouns a twmel 

bl• tunnela and appurtenant rao111t1ea w1th1n the tollowln& de· 

aor1bed real propert7 a1tuate 1n the C1t7 or Loa Anaelea, Count7 

____ _ or Loa Anstlea, State or C.llrorn1a, deaor1bed aa rollowas 

-

That certain land conveyed to tho Pac1t1c Electric L~nd 

Cor::onny by deed. r~c.orde~ o~-~rc;h . 8, . .1923t- in ·Book i9~, · pas• 2'+S or · 

vf f 1 c 1al Ro cords, in the or! ice cr t.he County ilecordor of said ..... . -. 
co .: :-.ty, :so 1d land be ins deseribed in aaid dt•td as rollowsa • 

"&ginning at a point on the Wes~erly line or Olivo Stroot 
• • ---- f 

~~~ :; \.nnt 120 l'oot aoutherly trom the 11outhorly Ll"' otl"ourth Stroat; 

:.r.~r•co aouthorly alon& the \~datlrly line ot Olive Stre:ot One Hundred 
I . 

·:· ~.-.,.~ty-rour :1nd Forty-two hundrodths (~~lt-_.42) teet to the Southeast-

o~ly corner ot fractional Lot Seven (7) 1 in Block One ~undred Seven . ., 
\ 10?) or ~11e· Dellevue 1'erraeEJ 'Tract as per map recorde~ in Book 2, 

.,c.:;e 585, o;.' Miscellaneous ~ecords of said County; thence Westerly 

~:or.~ ~he Southerly line of said fractionai -Lot Seven (7) One Hundred 

S:x~~-s1x and Thirty-two hundredths (166.32) taet to the Southwesterly 

l!c:"r.er or Mid Lot; thence Yortherly One hundrad Twenty-four and . .·. . .. 
:.~r.e~y bundradths (la4.9Q) feat to the Northwesterly corner or Lot 

'-l.;o ( 1) in Block "N" of tho Mot t Tract 11 per IIIP noordod in Book l, 

l,.,uu ltd?, ~:t.acllllnnoous Rocllrt\D of sn1d CountyJ •·.hence ~uterly alone 

~t.o Xorthllrly line of said Lot, One Hundred 31~ty-f1ve and Sixty-six 
. /I 

r.unr.:adths (165.66) feet to the point or becinninc.• . 

. ~e aub-aurtace r1ghta conve7ed above within Parcel 1 do not 

include any right, title, or 1ntereat 1n or to &n7 baaement, 

structure or real property,exoept the ex1at1ng tunnel, and except 

aa aet forth 1n Paragraph 2 ot th1a Agr~ement and Conveyance. 

Toea tiler w1 th thn t port ion ul' tt-e northwesterly 1to feet or 
I I ' • . . , 

~tr~•Jt 1 eo foot wine, as shown on the map or said Mott Tract, 

,::. ! ~~. .,.. ,,11 i t1 pn s~1 w 1 th n con•1uynnctl or an id land. · .. 

'i'h•t !1outhwr, sttJrly ItO foot of Lnt 5, and the northeAstorly 

~r, f •! f! t. or Lot It, t r. Dlocl< .'l, nf' tho Mot.t Tr;\ct, AS per IMP racordod 



.\.>v~ 3:~, P~' tl& 7 or Hiacol\.anooua lt•laorda or a aid county. 

To:;~ttl\er with that portion or the aouthenaterly lfoO teat 

u.' .i:-t.r.d AY ·lnllti, 80 toet v111o, rormorty Chnr1ty Street, as shcn~n 

u:~ ~~·.o reap ..lf said Mott Tract, vhlch wuuld pas! with a conveyance 

~- thd abov~·do~cribed parcal. 

'!'h:• t ilort ton or Block M of tho t!ott 'lre.ct, which is shown 

ll :; .. ~ t:; 11 
;;•• nnd 11 C11 on tho n.ap n t t11chJd to d~ed recorded in Book 

.: > ~· , pa1~o 278 of Doods ~ records of so ict county. 

'l'or\!thor with that portion of tho no\"th•aterly 40 reot or 

-. ... .... .\vunu., 1 80 foot vida, as shown on ao 1d lnliP recorded in Book 

.~2·'·.', poco 2'18 or Doeds, which would puss with a conv,yan~e or tho 

ujuvv-described parcel, 

All of Lots 8 and 9, and the northeasterly 3$ feet or Lot 7, 

!.:-. :llock N, of the Mott Tract, as par _map recorded in Book 32 1 

: ..... :;.: 7 of ~liscellaneous Reec·rds of saili county. 

Tor:athor with that portion ol' the southeasterly 4o feet of 

.~ •• . ;.J :;)treot 1 cO foet wide, u shown on the map of said Mott Tract, 

· . .-: ._.::·. · ... ould pass with a convayance of -;he abc•Vit•deocribed parcol. 

Lo1.:1 51 ll, 1:! nnd 13 1 in B1oclc T1 o1' ~;ho Matt Truct, GO pl)r 

~.llil Ncord.Jd in Uook 14, pace 7 of :•lis,:allanoou~ Records of said 

Toeeti"ler with that portion of the northwesterly 40 feet of 

;-.O)e .hrect 1 8o feet wide; ;lnd 1 also t:"lat port:lon 0( ~he . SOUtheasterly 

~-: :·c.:t o!' Jlowar St1·eet., co 1·~et wide, both a:J shown on the map of 

:.:. ~r. :·:ott. '.r;;ct, which would pnss with a conve;rance· of the above-

t• ' f, 

/.li. (,f :.ots 6 1 7 1 lt", :1nr! 17 1 Ll'ld tho !h>Utlaunst.erly 120 feet 

.. . . .•. ·.:. ;: ,,n•l ';, tn lllock z, of u .• , :·ott Trnet 1 as por map reoorddd 

, ~ r~ ,-: : • t r•:q:•J 7 of Mlsco :. lnnooii:J i1ocords ur saiJ county. 

.. · :· : :;; l'rnm sn1c1 :.ot 9 1. 111! 1orthun~t~rly )4-!'oet or tho 

RECOROU'S MEMO 



.. ,, i~e0~7,~874 
' ' Togtther with that portion ot the'northwesterly Ito teet 

'• ' 
or r:owttr Street, 80 i'eot .w1do; a~d, also that portion ot the south-

\las~.:rly 40 l'oet ot Figueroa Streot, 80 teat wide, i'ormerly 

Cirusshopper Street, both as shown on the map or said Mott Tract, 

\.'hich .... ould iHl~s with a conv~y&nce or the abovo-descr1bed parcel. 

? ,Fif. ~L 7. 

I.ots 7, 8, 17 and lG, in Block 13, or the Subdivision or 

Lots 500, ;ol, 502 and 503 or the Roservoir Lands (commonly known 

as th•l \·ioolen Hill Tract), es per ~recorded in Book 42, page 4o9 

of C·!ods, rocord s or sn 1.d county. 

To~othor with thAt rortlon ~r the nortllvastorly 40 reot or . 
/ lt:•;.,ruA St.r~·4t, 80 t•ot v1rle, rornnrl:r Orauh•,pptr Strttttl and, 

., l:;o that portion or the IOIItheostsrly 4o teot or FreJDOnt Avttnue, 

So :··-~t wido, both a:s shovn on the :nap or said Reservoir Lands, which 

vould pass with a conveyance or the a~ve-desc~ibed parcel. 

All or Lot 3, in Block 14, oi' the Subdivision ot Lots 500, 
501, 502 and 503 ot the Resllrvoir Lands, as }Ht!" map recorded in 

Book 42, pnge 409 or Deeds, records or sai~ co·mty; and, also that 

porti:,:'l of ~ot t~, in said Ef.nck 14, · included vlthin the following 

B.,1:tnntna nt thd mo :1t northorly cornttr or an1d Lot 41 th•tnco 

S(lt:t!hlnstoJrly alone tho nor~houterly Uno of !!laid Lot 4 a distance 

ol' j.07.72 ::cet to a point; thonco southe#lsterly along a curve concave 

~o;:-::t~aste-:-ly and having a ~~adin:; o~ 1121.01 faet, a distance or 

57.74 teet to a point in th~ so,JthP.aster1y line or said Lot 4, distant 

southwesterly 7.54 feet fro~ tho mcst easterly corner thereof; thence 

scutnv.Jstorly along said so•ithonsterly line, 50 .• 24 feet to a point; 

t: . • ; :'l~•: north\.Justerly alone 9. curvu concave northeasterly and having 

:. rGdi11~ of 1171.01 feet (tho radial line at the intArse~tion of 

~ : ,:t-:::•:.nti/jn!.!d curve with t.!io soutt".onster1y line of said Lot 4 having 

.-. .. .- ;:: ;·i.n~ or ;;,;i'\..n 43°52'04" ~nst), n distance of 166.98 feet to a 

:.r,:~.t in tr. -.: ncrth..,o:Jterly lir.e of ~aid Lot 4, distant sGuthwesterly 

.:· ..... : !"•lf."!t ~ · ~o::. thtl rr.ost no.pthnrl:r corner of said Lot 4; thence 
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- , - ei~3357 ~J:c8!5 
nvrt~·H\!!torly 11lone said northwesterly line, 29.14 reot to' the 

~o!~t of bog1nn1ng. 

Toeethar with that portion or the. north-.resterly lto feet or 

r·Nr::ont Avar.ue, 60 teet vide, as shot.'n on the IIIE\P or said Reservoir 

L~nds, vhich would pass with a conve:.rance or tho above-deaeribed 

~areal. 

Thr.t portion of Lot ~, in Block 14, of the Subdivision of 

::..c:. s ::-oo, 5'01, 502 and 5'03 or the Raserroir Ll•n,ls, as per 1D8p 

N~c::.-c.}d in Book 42, page 409 or Deeds, records or said county, 

in~ l l i: : • J d within the follO\dnt: dO!lCribttd boundnrles I 

iloe1nnLlc at a point in tho sout.hwestnr1y Una or said Lot ;, 

Jt:lt~nt northwo1torly ~?.25' l'eot from the most 11outhorly corner 

thoroof; thence northwesterly along said southvosterly line 62.?2 

fe~t to the most westerly corner of the southerly 40 teet or the East 

12C fa3t of said Lot 5; thence northeasterly along the northwesterly 

11~-l o!' the southerly 4o feet or the £ast 120 f•tet or said Lot 5', a 

c.:!;.;.~~ .~·~d of 11.?3 feet to tho bee1nn1ng or a cu.....,e concave north- · 

t)u :::-;:· ~ :r and havine a radius or 1121.01 teet (tne radial line at the 

b.:J;: ::. : ... :.ng o:· s<1id curve havtne a bear1n& or North 5'0° 20 1 18" East) 1 

t!lunco sou<;heasterly alon~ sn 1d curve~, 63 .8) rut to the JI01nt or 

b..t:.:lnn1ng. 

i-IJ\Hl>;:, 10 ~ 

All of Lot 10 and th~ northeasterly 20 feet or Lot 9, in 

3lock 14, of the Subdivision or Lots ;oo, 5'01, 5'02 and 5o3 ·o·r the 

.•es~rvoir Lands, as per map :'t!corded in Book 1+2, page lto9 or Deeds, 

records of s~id county; and,also those portions or Lots 5', 11 and 12, 

in s;, id Bloc :~ 14, included wlthin the following described boundaries a 

.1.3.:ct:.n1ng at a point in tho southwesto3rly line or Lot ;, 

.; -_ ·. t:: : l'- S(jllt h•: a s terly t hereo .1 lt5 f net from th•l mo'!t vesterly corner 

: ::· :.. '· i~ Lot 5; thence northw·!s~~:-ly along said southvester1y line 

:,:. ·! al0ne ti . ..: :: outhwestcr1y l~n<:: or Lot 11 a distance of 210 feet to 

: :.·: :.o:; t ·.;., .; : -:: l :r corner of :;;; '. c~ Lot 11; thence northeasterly along 

-..: . ·: ;,r,;·· .. i:.: :·;· .. :.:- l :r lin<)S of L) l>j :.1 ;,r.cl 12 8 distance or 79.35' feet; 
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aoul.ho"starly, along a non-ttanaunt aurVEt concave to the 

Northoast nnd having a radius or 11:!1.01 tee~, to a certain ~oint 

in a line parallel with tho northwentolrly lir..~ or said Lot ~. said 

pnrallel ·ltno bein~ distant southeant9rly ~5 raet, measured at rieht 

angles rrom said northwesterly line, and the SE1id certain point 

boinz dist.:1nt northeasterly 11.?3 root rrom thEt southwesterly line 

or s:.t!d Lot 5, measured alor.g t::e said parallel. line; tbence south-
-- .. . - ·-

'-'..!Starly alon~ said parallel line a dintance of 11.73 teet to the 

point of b~~inning. 

Toe~t;;~r with that portion or thu soutruwsterly 40 teet or 

;;._; ~~~,:ry Avcnut!, 80 teot wide, as shovn on the nap of snid Reservoir 

~ : . r1d:.. 1 wr1 1d1 would pass witt, a conv,lyanco of tho abovo-doscr1bod 

.·· ..... - " 11. 

AU of i.ots 7 and 8, t.t:" northea3terly 19 teet or l-ot 6 and 

:. :-: ~ south'lr:~ste:-ly 25 teet of Lot 9 <~easurad aione the southeasterly 

~.:.n~ c.:: sc..id Lot 9), in Bloc:k 15, or th" Subdivision of Lots 5'00, 
" 50:, 5C2 ~~d 5'03 of the Res~rvoir Lands, as per map recorded in 

3~o:• :~2, page 409 of Deeds, records or said county; and, also that 

p:::::-~:.on o:.' said :.ot; 6 'Within the follo·11ng dasr.ribed boundaries 1 

3et;in;i.1ne at the intl:I·s~ctio~ o:· the southeasterly line or 

Ci :):::V •· -:::ent -: :1r.e:d !.ot 6 with 1. lir.e w:11c ~1 is pnrallel 'With and 41 teet 
n-J~.:J~ured at rl9hf anc;le~ 

.it s L. •. :.r. nol',hda:itctrly
1
,.trom '..r.u soutnw.,.Hurly llna of aatd Lot 61 

~ : o lll \1.:: , . :10\ll.l ~W, ! ~I.<lrly nlong th•J :;outMG3t.Orly \lno 01' :laid Lot (, L1 

.:. i:; ~ ·~· 1 ~a or ;.9.45' feet; thancc nortnwcsterly along a curve concave 

r.ort;.;:asterly and having a :·E~ius of ll?l.Ol f c!et, a distance of 

G2 .:.2 :'ect to a point in thtl a bov~-::~entioned 1 ine vhich is parallel 

'\·:it ~ nnd -+1 feet distant northeast•3rlr from th't southw~sterly line 

vf :;r· i d Lot 6, S31d lost-mout1or.ed poi .1t Letnc distant northwesterly 

:: "i.'Jio :! ·; .:!11! p:..ra lltjl ltnll, 7 1. . ~1 7 f, .,,t tr<lm tho :Jouthdasterly l1na or 

:.: ·. i·: ~o t 6 ; t l.ance sout!1aas t:o:rl:r elong said pa ·~allel line, 71.97 

. . , , ... t rJ t: •. : poi r.t of bc ~1nn '. n~. 

·:~. .:·= ::: .• , r .... 1 t :. ti .a t port i cr. vf t.l.:o north•1estarly 40 faet of 

.· . .. ·'.. ; ·~·· .. /5 !"·;e t 0:' oo;rl: ; tc•C• :~ 1 . :'-!·~ t, <)3.5'0 .feet widn, both AS 

~ -



sho\m oa tl!o mnp or said Ro!•3rvo1r Lan,ls, vhich would pass vith 
' 

a ~onvnynnce ot the above-da~cribed p3rcel. 

All of Lot 5 and a portion or Lot 6, 1r. Block 2, ot Subdivision 

"3" ~l' Lot 8 in Block 38, Ha:1cock 1 s Survay ( eonunonly knolm as the 

·,;:1s:11n.;ton Tract), as per m3~ r '~corlled in Book 3, pnges 46 and 47 

of ~-:iscvllr,noo·Js necords of snid count!'; S'11d ;•ortion of Lot ~ bein& 

::~oru p::rtl<:ularly describ•Jd ::ts fottuwsl 

;:.,et·ud.nc nt tho most southar:.y corner of said Lot 6; thP.nce 

nu:-t:.·.· .• :;tul'l;r nlong the sout.owu~ter· .. ;r :1ne of ~:~tiel I ot, ••o.•~2 f,htt 

to :: :1o1nt; thonco northerly 1n a tltr31:t line, 61.58 feet to a point 

1:: t: :u nor·.;.ncnsterly line of sn1d I ot, dister.t southeastorly 39.08 

.:.\~u :. ._·rom t:~o :nost northerly corMr tnureo!'; tllonce southoastorly 

nlon~ said northeasterly li~e, 61.73 tuet to a point; thence southerly 

in a direct line, 25.59 l"eet to &. pn!:lt !:'l t!".e !':)Utheasterly line ot 

said lot, distant southwest~:-ly 20.71 feet from the most easterly 

cor:l-H' tht:::~dof; thence sout!"·•estarl!' along saic: southeaster~y line, 
. ----- ·- ! 

29.:.2 .~.·aet 'to the point of l~g1nn1nr;.-- . .. 

7oe~ther with that pcrt1on of Fourth Sti'eet, 6o feet wide; 

.:>:.so -.~ ; ht. portion o!' ~:-! n:">rthvasterly 46.75 feet of i3oylston 

.:l-..:-• .:..;~ 1 93.:;~0 raet vide, both as shnw:'1 on the 111ap of said Subdivision 

·• .l" 1 Wilicit '"auld pau with a conveynncu or the above-desert bed parcel. 

a··j: ,. ('ll N1l unto thl3 lir~ntor 1 1 t1 uueooaac•n or auicns, thu 

t~a tltla of said Lot 5. 

?c:- .. :.:..-!s of Lots 3, 4, 7 and 8, in Block 2, of Subdivision 

·' .:.·• of Lot c in Block 38, r.~ :1cock 1 s Survey, as per map recorded in 

.Soo:<: j 1 P<•ees 46 and 47 of J.iscell&ne~us RecorC!s of said county; said 

port ten:. of :>aid lots being :nord paJ't1cularly c!esc:. tbed respectively 

:; :.; foll.ow:;: 

~~, :~ i:•nirag nt thLJ r::osL ..,.u :; t,JI·i.y <~nrntJr or suid Lot 3; thonce 

: , . , ,·a .: .·: u: , t .. ,ci y "lr.nc th<J fH)J'l :.wu::;t .:rl y Unt! o! ~ . ald lot, 37.88 feet; 

' . L· ! a' :•: :;r,; jf; , ,.-"i.o !;l'.r-:l'lj ir; U li i ; '•Ct. lllll.! 1.0 n p01rat in thd SQUthWOSterly 

·, ·· · .. . : t : ~·:. y corn<Jr cf s:1~ ~ot.; 1.1 : ·~c·e north\··estt.lr~y nlon& soid 



southwesterly line, 27.77 fl)et to the point ot beginnin&J being a 

portion or Lot 3• 

13oe1nnine at · the most northerly corner of said Lot l+ f thence 

southeasterly alone the nortl~a3terly line or ~aid lot, 27.77 feet; 

tho nco southorly in a direct line, 61.59 feat to o. point in the 

south\-/esturly line of said i.ct lt, dist:mt southeasterly thereon 64.32 

fl.!~t from the most westerly corner of 'aid lot; thence northwe:iterly 

3lon~ snid southwesterly line, 64.32 f'3et to the said most westerly 

corn~r; thence northeasterly along the northwe:sterly line of said 

l ot, 1~<).85 feot to the point. of bec1nnlnc; b&ing a portion of Lot 4. 

!.locinninf! at a point in tho Mrthwesterly Uno of snid Lot 7, 

di:>to1nt :~outhwutorly alon~ said northuosterly line 32.;7 teet from 

tt~ most northorly corner of said lot; thonc~ ~outherly in a direct 
.. -- ·. - ·· . . 

line, 97.77 teet to a point in the southeasterly line of said lot, 

distant southwesterly lll.6c teet . from the J:1Cst easterly corner of 

said lot; thence southwesterly alone said southeasterly line, 3?.88 

feet to the most southerly corner of said lot; thence northwesterly 

along the southwesterly line or sqid lot, 34.01 feet; thence northerly 

in a direct line 40.45 teet to a point in tl~ northwesterly line or 

said lot, distant northeasturly 32.73 feot !ron the most Yesterly 

corner thereof; thence northall sta:rly al<·ng sa 1d northwesterly line, 
' :1:t ,:!6 fdat to tha point o1' ll :~ c1nn1n£1 1oe·1nc a l•ot·t1on oJ' Lot 7• 

ll..lc1nn1nc at t.hlt mo5t \la!Jturly cc.rnor of said Lot 8; t.h~nce 

sonth\o.'ttstorly alone tho sout!loastcrly line of said lot a distance or 

46.39 feet; thence northerly in a direct line 57.32 teet to a point 

in the northeasterly line of sAid lot, distant southeasterly 24.00 

feet fro m the Itost northerly corner thereof; thence southeasterly 

along said northeasterly l1n•J o di!:tanco of 31+.:>1 feot to . the point . 
of bcinn1ni!; be1n~ a portio,1 or I.ot 8. 

• I 
L· ,. • 

il crt.1ons of Lots C) nact 11. 1 tn Dloc\c 2 1 ·lf ~ubd1vis1on "D" 

'· ~ · LGt (; 1n iJlock 38 1 llnncoc1t 1 !i Survay 1 as par map rocorded in Book 3, 

:.:,,:r::; ;to ::;n<i l~o7 ui !Usc:ollnn•!OUS I1 c, cordq of snid county; said portfons 

.-... :~ :} ~·:. l c:t :; t:.ci n~ ::10r•l !Jnrt -;. ctl.l r: rl:r de5cr1blld as follows• 



Bseinnine at the mo:1t northerly cornnr or Lot 91 thence 

southeasterly alons the northoastorly Una or :~aid lot, 34.12 feet 

to a point; thGnce southorl~ in a direct lino, 40.:?6 feet to a 

~oint in th~ southwostorly i1no or s~1d lot, dlstant . southvesterly 

32.57 f()ot from the mo:;t oo:1torly cornJr tharer>f; thence south­

""il!;t~l'ly nlonc tho southeasterly line or nn1cl lot, 84.26 feot to a 

po!nt; . thr;nr.o northerly inn direct line, 97.N feet to a point in 

t :1e :10r thl-:eztorly line of sold lot, distant .northeasterly 111.85 

~-. ... Jt f rom the most vesterly corner thereof; tiHnce northeasterly 

:-~:. .-mt: saicl northwesterly line, 37.73 feet to t ·,o point or begiMinan 

h·•1n :: n P<'rtion or Lot 9• 

l~c1nn1ng &t the mout tlatorly corn9r ~r Lot 111 thence 

couth .. tosturly alone the ~outhoasterly line o1' Jaid lot, 37.73 feet; 

t i~dnce northerly in a direct line, 4-6.63 teet .. . to ~int in! the 
- .. _ l 

northcasturly line or said lot, dista;t··· riorthw·:uterly ~hereon 27,68 

l' l:!~r. fron1 the most. easterly eorner or said lot; thence southeasterly 

alon~ said northeasterly line, 27.68 teet to t~c point or beginn1nv; 

being a portion of Lot 11. 

Together with that portion or the southvesterly 30 teet ot 

Third Street, 60 teet wide, formerly Crown Hill Avenue, as shown on 

the tr.op ol' said Subdivision "B", which would p.lU w.i\.i& a conveyance 

vf ~hu n b·)Va-describod pQrcrJl. 

~11 or Lots 14 and 16, the southeasterly 8 teet or Lot 18 

and a ,or~ion of Lot 12, in Block 1, or the Conprom1se Subdivision, 

as ,er ma~ recorded in 3ook 66, pages 35 and 35 ot Mis~ellaneous 

?.~corns or said county; said portion or Lot 12 being more part1cul~rly 

do ~ ~r1b~d o3 followsa 

&g inning at the mont Wt:: !l terly cornl3r of Lot - l2J thence 

:-.c r :.:.O:l5tcrly along the nor~h~tenturly Uno or said lot) -~5.66 foot to . 

~ ~u ~ nt ; Lhnnco southerly inn d1r~ct line, 81.15 feet to a ·polnt 1n 

:. :.•J :; r-, 1Jtr.w .~ :;t11rly Uno of sa 111 lot, distant 9.33 feet northwesterly 

: · r c.~ ~. t:.r:, ::~o ~t soutl~flrly cornn t• t boreof; thence northwesterly alone 

:; :, td :; out.:.:·. ::t.u rly l i no, lto.l '/ f, ·ot t o tho pl)1nt of bectnning. 



Togother v1th that portion of tle northnsterly 30 teet 

of Third Street, 60 feet vido, forrr.llrly Crovn llill Avenue, as 

shown on the map of said Cowpror.~ise S11hdivlsion, which would pass 

with o convuynnco of the nboV•l--l•l!lcriO.:·d pnreel. 

P Ar.c .·:r. 16 

All or Lots '~ and 5', nnd the !1•)\lt.henr.terly 45' feet of Lot 3, 

1n Block l, or the Compromi:::o Suudivi:Jj.on, as r.er mnp recorded in 

3ook 66, paees 35 and 36 or Niscellnno3ous Records or said county. 

'l'o1:cther with that pcrtion of the southo,•estorly 25 feet of 

:·:ir.l::J<~r Stretlt, 50 feet wid~, formerly Third Street, as shown on the 

r.:.::..:1 ol' snld Cornpror.~ise Subdivision, which would pass with a 

conv~y~nca of the abovo-desrribed pnrcol. 

P.t\F.C ::r. 17. 

Portions of Lots 3 and 4,. in Block 11U11
, of Subdivision of 

Lot 1 in Block 38, Hancock's Survey and part of the Woolen Mill Tract, 

as per map recorded in ~'ok 6, page 115 of Miscellaneo~s Records of 

snid county; said portions of said Lots 3 and 1~ being mor e particularly 

:i.:: :;cr 1 b~d os follows s · 

~cinning at the nor the:~ sterly ·:orner o:: Lot 3; trance southerly 

c.lc::.:.; ~he cnstarly line of :;aid Lot 3 to the SI)Utheastert y corner 

~; • .:~r.:::l~·; ti:.lnce northwesterly along tha southw,tsterly li~e of said 

."lt. j a dl:tt.;1rtcu or 2il.'•9 fo{lt; thtlnct nortlwrly in" di oct ltno to 

a po~~ nt in tht) North liM of said Lot 3, said point bein distnnt 

weste::.-ly along said Nort:'l li.no 37.58 f~et from the northjasterly 

ccr:-• .Jr of said Lot 3; thence! easterly along sa ld North line, 37 .5~ 

fa::'t to ~i".e point of ooginn.ine; beine a portio~ of Lot 3· 

: ~~1~~1ne at a ~oint in tl~ southwesterly line of Lot 4, 

, : : :;l.t· t.t :;out{ •• )(,atnrly nlon,_; !ildd nout.llw.-,nt,,rly l1no 36.64 fent from 

:; : 1 •• :; r;u:Oi'•'•l• : !;t.~ .~ly l1n.::, )fl.o, ;·.,.,t to s~td southwesterly corner of 

;· :. r. ·: n r: t.J northorly <•lo :·, :: :.; ,., wr!!:lerly llna of sntd Lot 4 to tl.d 

·.... .' :·; l. ·:; · i ; corn•!l' ot :;:~1 · 1 .•. . ·. lq thc.mcu t!~,!tcrly along tho northerly 

·· '• t!•·J pn1:1t or : ... ::1 :d .q;; lJclnr. t. port1nn or Lot 1t. 



·,, 
Together vith thRt portion or the northeasterly 25' teet 

or Mira!Mr Street, 5'0 toet w:tde, rormurly Th1.~~ StreetJ .and, aho 

that portion or the southorly 25 roet or Huntley Drive, 5'0 teet · 

vide, formorly Sapphire Stroat, both ns shovn on tho map or u1d 

Subdivision of Lot 1, vhich would pu3 llith a conveyance or the 

nbovo-do~cribod pnrce1. 

p /IR~;·:L 18 I 

Lots 27 nnd 28, in Hock "1' 11
1 of Subdivision or Lot 1 in 

i3locl{ 38, Hnncock' s Survey and part of t.he vioolen Mill Tract, ns 

r ·: r ::1:\;1 l'ccordod in Book 6, pncoJ ll5 of Miscellaneous Rocords or 

::a1J count.y. 

Tot:•Jt.hur vith that portion or the nort.horly 25 root ot 

Euntloy Driv\l, 5'0 teet vide, formerly Hnpph1re Street; and, also 

th~l. portion ol' the southerly 10 reot of the alley, 20 teet vide, ---.._ 
adjoining tha above-described parcel on the North, both as shown on 

the r..ep of said Subdivision or Lot 1, \lhich vou1d pass with a 

conv~yance of the above-described parcol. 

Portions or Lots 21t, 25, 26 and 50, in Block 11T11
, of 

~ubdivision of Lot l in Block 38, Hancock's SuJ-vey and part of the 

i·:oolen M1l.l. ·.:.·ract, as par :r.z.p recorded in Book 6, page 115 of Miscal­

l:\ n.,oua R~~e~rd~ or 1111 1d couuty; sn 1•1 p•>rtionfl nf aftid lot a be in£ 

moru p~lrt1cutnrly do~criblld rospactlvo:Ly as fo;.lovs 1 

l>Jbinning at the southwest<!r~:r corm•r of said .. Lot ~4; thence 

:. ·J:-~herly along the westerl!· line o.r said Lot :!4 to tha northwesterly 

e;c:-::"r the;.·eof; thence eastorly alo~'lg the northerly line of said 

~ot 24 a distance of 11.51+ feet; ti&·~ncll southerly in a direct line 

50.6:• f·.:et to a point in tho soutbn•ly liM of $ald Lot. 24, distant 
! 

u:1~t...:rly alone said Houthl1riy Una 23.27 feat =.-rom tho aouthwest.erly 

corr . ..,r of sc. id Lot 24; thenc:e we::stcHly along said southerly line 

:~~.27 f•3•!t to the point of h~;c1nn1ng; L•Jing n !)Ortion of Lot 24. 

!:t:t:1nn1nr, et the norU,o,;esterly carne.:- of said Lot 25'; thance 

., . :.: ~ .. : rl y ;:. long the nortt:erl~' 11 ne or s:tid Lot. ~5 a distance of 23.27 

: , . ~; t ::-, .;r. r.•! southllrly in n n1r .. ct. lln3 50.61~ :teet to a point in the 

,•, .· .r.•! rl;.t i..lr.•J 0!· :;.11d Lot ;?~,L~:.:t .1nt ():lSlcrly along :HI1.d sout.horly 



rl~ 
line 3~ .04 foot from the aouthwes~c:ornor or add Lot 2S't thence 

vuterly along said southerly line 35 .()1~ filet to the add aouthwest•r/)f 

corner; then('., northorl:; ~1= ~c the v~'hn·ly line ot' said Lot 25 a diltanc• 

OJ.' 50 feet to the point or lu:~cinninJ!; i>oin£ e r•ortion of Lot 25. 

Beginnin£ at the nort.hwcsterly c:orner o1' said Lot 26 J thence 

easterly alone ihe northerly linP. oj,' !;ald lot n distance or 35' .o4 

t .·,J t i tho nell southerly in a d true t linu 50 .61+- feet to a point in the 

!i out.h.Jrly lino or said Lot ~! 6, distnnt easterl!' along said southerly 
,.,~ 

1 :r.0 lto. 80 f ·~et from the soulhwost~·:ornor or snid Lot 26; thenco 

V·. :il.-Jrly nlong said southorly 11no 1•6.;1o feot 1~0 said southwestGrl)" 

cornur; thrmce northerly alone the vest.tfrly line of said Lot 26 a 

c."..::::.: act~ of 50 foet to the point or be.;1Minf:; being a portion of 

~ot 26. 

eeginning at the intnrsectio!'l of the uoutherly .line of said 

l..o~ ;o wi t :"l the westerly line of said Lot · 24; ~hence -westerly along 

tha said southerly line of Lot 50 a d13tance of 39.7 feet to a ~oint; 

thence northdrly in a direct line ?5 .4:~ feet tc> a point in the south­

a c;.:; ~drly line of Lot 14, in above-n:~nt1.,ned Block 11T",d1stant south­

·,r.:: s~arly alone said southea:;terly line 2.77 rectt from the most easterly 

co~~~~ or said Lot 14; thenr.e north3asterly and easterly along the 

northerly line or said ~ot. :io a distan:o ot 51.22 feet; thence southerly 

ln n dlr0ct ltno 94.26 to~t to n polnt in enid aouLhorly line of Lot 50, 

di:>tnnt eostarly alonc ·said southerly line 11.;4 reot from. the north­

""~stt!rly corner or abova-meutioned Lc,t 24; the!'lce westerly along said 

s.:>uthe~ly :1ne 11.5\+ feet to the point of beginning; being a portion 

of Lot 50. 

'l'ocet!'1er with that portion of tha north•3rly 10 feet of the 

a ll~y, 20 foot wide, adjo1n inc the nhove-ddscrlbed parcel on the 

:~t; · .:. c; ; t.nu , al:3o that port.i •m CJ1' ltixel Street, 5'0 fthtt wide, both as 

:;u • .. . ·l on t n<.: IT'~"\P of SG1d Su ".Jc! iv1sion of Lot 1, which would pASS wtth 

'd tr, :; fJ portion:> of La c. :; l' •· , L:i, 16 nnd ll, in Block 11T11
, or 

- ~ • . i,, . 1•t t :;lt", n ..-,r ~ot 1 1n IHo•! :: ~. ·; , Hi1 r,r.ock's Survey and part of the 



a•OllS/ Pc;883 
~oolen Mill Tract, as per rr~p recorded in Book 6, page 115 ot 

Miscellaneous Records o! said county, included within & strip or 

land 50 teet in width, part ::. c~tlar1y de1cribo3d na tollovsa 

Beg1~~ine at the soutneasterly corner of above-mentioned 

!.ot 16; thence westerly and southwesterly alon1: the southerly line 

o! said 4.ot 16 and the southeasterly lines of nbove-mentioned Lots 

15 and 1~, a distance of 51.22 teet to a point, distant 2.77 teet 

southwasterly along said sontheashrly line of Lot 14 from the lDOllt 

east~:-ty corr.er of said Lot 1~; thence northttr1.y in a ~irec.~ line 

124.87 teat to a point in the northvest~rly :ine of seid Lot 15, 

distant 'Westerly along said northwesterly lir.t 3.96 teet trda the 

~st northerly corner of said Lot 15; thence northeasterly and 

easterly alon~ said northwe3terly lir~ ot Lot 15 and the northerly 

line o: said Lot 16, a distance of 50.22 tea~ to a point, distant 

3.74 feet vesterly along said northerly line trom the northeasterly 

corner of said Lot 16; thence southerly in a d1ract line 120.4 teet 

to a point in the southerly line ot above-mentioned Lot 17, distant 

eas~Jrly along said southerly line ~.79 teet trom the southeasterly 

ccrcer ot said Lot 16; thence vesterlJ alone ssid southerly line ot ------. . 

Lot l? a ciatance ot a..?9 t,jet to the point ot bectnninc. 

'regather with that po.-~ion ot tbe aoutherl7 25 teet (•asure4 

radially) of Emerald Street, ;o feet vide, as shown on the map ot 

said Subdivision of Lot 1, ~hich would pass ~1th a converance ot tbe 

above-described SO-toot strip of land. 

?.;Rc::r.. 21. 

Those certain portions of Lot1 11, 12 and 13, ot Tract No. 

6?0~, as ~er =ap recorded in Sook 116, page 87 ot Haps, records ot 

sc~ ~ countJ, which prasently, as o! !'~~ch , 1966, are beina oceupied 
' 

":Jy t~e ex!.sti"' Subway Tunnal, lyi :-. ~ southerly ot a straight line 

' alent the !aee ot the ex1st1n& ~orth Portal .or aa14 tunnel, said 

atra1cht line extendtnc easterly and ~~aterl7 traa, and at richt 

an,let to, the center line ot laid tunnel. 

Tocether vith that portion ot the nort.herl7 2S fftet (~aaure~ 

ra41allt) ot Z.erald Stre•t, 50 ttet videJ and 1 alao that portion 



. -·.~· 

of -:'oluca Str~htt, 60 feot wide, both a:~ shovn on the :~ap or said 

" !ract No. 8~1 vbich would ~ass v1th a conve7~nce ot the above-

described parcel. 

R)S*~V!NG unto the Grantor, its successors or assicns, the 

fee title of said portions or Lots ll, 12 and 13. 
. ~ 
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No velvet underground: Rusting ears, methane gas and gang graffiti 

DowntoWn's forgotten tunnel 
Some assert Los Angeles 
should take a new look at 
its first subway (circa '25) 

BY BENJAMIN MARK COLE 
Senior Reporter 

I am 60 feet below the streets of down­
town Los Angeles, 2,500 feet from the 
nearest exit, and pond-side. 

I am in Los Angeles'.first subway, built 
in 1925 by Pacific Electric, but abandoned 
30 years later in deference to the auto age. 
Having snuck through a two-foot hole in a 
chainlink fence at the tunnel's entranCe, I 
am alone. 

Anned only with a Eveready Energizer 

emergency roadside flashlight - a gift 
from an ex-girlfriend and loaded with 
years-old batteries - I curse my wingtip 
shoes, which serve poorly in the rocky 
gook underfoot. I ease my way down a 
slimy slope to the pond's edge, to satisfy 
an insistent amateur biologist's curiosity: Is 
there life in this pond? 

The pool, which is the width of the city· . 
owned tunnel - 28 feet - is about three 
feet deep and eight across, and at the tun· . 
nel's end, abutting the Westin Bonaventure 
hotel. Before the hotel was built in 1975, 
the foundation was sunk through the old 
tuDDel, blocking it where I stand. 

If I could walk through the blockade and · 
. then on about another 2,500 feet, I would \ 

Pl~as~ su TUllnd pag~ 11 



Thnnel: Where is the parakeet? 
Cuntinu~d from pag~ I 

reach the Subway Tenninal Building on 
Pershing Square, an office building built in 
1928 over the subway 's ori~ina! lemlinus. 

Back at pond 's edge . the -.·au:r looks 
crystal clear and is fed by two smal l 
streams. Despite the inflow. the pond 's 
level appean suble. 

A dinvning flashlight perbops reveals an 
answer to the pond's sterility. Then:. on a 
small eanh embankment on the other side 
of the pond - and one-llalf mile from the 
tunnel's sole entm~ee - is an oozing auto­
mobile battery. draining illto the pond. The 
battery could only bavc been curied ben: 
by hand. 

I have come as far as I can , and I am 
eager to leave . Water is dripping from the 
semi-circular 22-fOOI-high ceiling, ar.d it 
has just dawned on me thai Los Angeles is 
a city of methane gas. and that oil wells 
still pump crude only bloclcs away. 

~tunnel: The lied C. runs no more 

Thnnel literature had mentioned special 
fans used to vent dangerous gasses beck in 
1925 . when three shifts of 215 men each 
worked on the subway 's construction. I 
don' t even have a pvakcet. 

Walking back towards the tunnel 
entrance, I see little reminder that this 
subway for 30 years carticd Red Car trol­
lies , full of Glcndalians and other tnvelers 
heading downtown . It cut I~ minutes off 
the downtown commute in those days. 

The Red Cars went underground at the 
same entrance I used, ncar the iruerscction 
of Glendale Boulevard and Second Street, 
before going the last mile underground to 
downtown. · 

The Red Car sySiem, at one time the 
largest intra-urban transit sySiem on the 
globe, was gening crowded by itself and 
the auto beck in the mid-1920s, provoking 
the tunnel-building. 

An article in the Dec. 10. 19"'..5 issue of 
the PacifiC Electric mapzine said. "The 
subject of subways and eln-llcd tnclcs as a 
means of rapid ttansit in the City of Los 
Angeles is by no means a new one in the 
minds of the OffiCialS of the Pacific. Electric 
Rail way, as the purdlue of rilht of way 
aomc ro years ..., roc lllbways 10 -
WCSI C..st Beacla, IIIII also the Dtlrlh­
WCSI territory of the City of Los Angeles, 
bears out ." 

The tunnel was built in 18 months. from 
first shovei-SU"Oke to tnin whistle . 

But today, nowhere are tbe old Red 
Cars, and even the tnclcs are gone. l...iP 
filuures have been ripped out. The floor il 
we~ din, 11ony in puts. 

Why is the tw111el so unused, in a city -
panicularly a downtown - . when: every 
square focx seems valuable? 

"Because noching happeDs unless the 
politicians set money," c:11arJes Tye Rub­
ins. who owns a 2.5-acre parcel at the tun· 
nel ' s mouth . "This is a S60 million 
resource that's going to wasae ." 

By Rubins' reckoning , the old PE runn<l 
today should C\Jnduit mini ·buses in<o do" n· 
<own, from an urban villo~e in " Cen<ral 
City West." the area of rued bloc ks of 
land west of <he Harbor Fr<<woy from 
downtown . 

H( i~ willing to gi"c the ciry one acre a.t 
the mouth of NMel . if onh it wene re­
opened. He figunes to prof!< "on skyrocke<­
ing land values after the ruMel OJl<'nS. 

" The mini-buses could go into down­
town ." Rubin.s ••claims. "It's a win-win 
for everybody.·· 

He says tbe PE runnel could be made <o 
open up at Founh and Figueroa stre<<s 
downtown. 

Rubins believes the city Commun i<y 
Redevelopment Agency is agai nS< the re­
opening of tbe PE runnel becau>e it would 
promote developmen< west of the Horbor 
Freeway - ou<side the CRA"s <ax zone , 
which encompasses downwwn proper. eas< 
of the Harbor Freeway. (The CRA gets its 
money by collecting propen:• t.l\e; on ne" 
buildings built with<n its terri <or) . l 

" They (the CRA) ha>·e und<rmi n~d 
developmen< outside the CRA <ax mcre­
ment zone." sa~ s Rurms. 4 7. n-..' "" ~mi· 
ret ired on the bast) of profib made 1n real 

i estate development. 
l As it rums out. "arious loc:U offi~ .ab arl.' 

I again scratching tbe<r heads ""' <o ho" <o 
use tbe PE runnel. as they ha-·e been domg 

I on and off smce u v.as clo>ed . 
A 1975 srudy. by the city ' s s<ree< open· 

ing and widening division . wlkcd abou< a 
people-mover in the <unnel. ond today offl· 
cials wonder if. in foe< . Rubin>· plan makes 
sense. 

"It docs cross the fneeway and would 
connect Central City West to dowmown ." 
says James Okazaki. senior tnnsportat ion 
eneineer in the cir.·'s rail transit division. 
"~"hy not use i<0 1 walked in the runnel 
abou< a year ago <o take a look ot i< . · · 

The Los Angeles County Tronsporta< ion 
Commission has also looked a< the ruMel. 
but has not done much mone than cursory 
studies. Last year the commiSsion gave 
SIO,OOO to OKS Associates in downtown 
Los Angeles to mull the fea:;ibilil)· of re· 
opening the runnel. 

At OKS. they 53) a re-opened <unncl 
makes sense. 

"We feel there is a potenual for ro-use . 
It would be pretty ine•pens<ve to re-open 
it, given that a new tunnel com abou< S75 
mill ion a mile to build ." savs Maunce 
Mitchell . director of eng ineeri~g at OKS, 
" It could run smaller buses or even full ­
size buses that go one way - down<own in 
the a.m. and neverse in the p.m." 

But at the CRA, there appears to be 
skepticism that the tunnel can ever be made 
to work again . " We have no plans for the 
tunnel. The question is how you let re­
connected back to the surface (from when: 
the tunnel is blocked at the Bonaventure). 
Also. then: are safe!)' question, new canh­
qualte atandards," said Steve Andrews , 
transponalion manager for the CRA. 

As for me, beck in the tunnel. I can now 1 
see the tunnel's entrance about 1.000 feet 
away. Closer to the entrance on: two rusl)· 
huiles of cars and fl01sam from mndem.<Ja~ 
homeless - old fires ites. collected fire · 
wood, ~. bits of furniture, shards of 
clolhina. broken boales. 

It is a crisp fall day outside the mouth of 
the tunnel. and I can see the purple San 
Gabriels against the azure slcy. Kids are 
exuberwuly spraypainting the old PE sta· 
lion a1 the tunnel entranCe - spraypaint on 
top of spnypaint - and trash is every­
when: . I tum my flashl igh< off and head , 
back <o the office. walking through where 

1 
Red Cars used to clang on by. I 
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Tt.iimels to Now here 
City Searches For .Useful Ideas Before i 

Federal Deadline Runs Out · 1 

A Look at 
Downtown's Two 
'Grphan Tunnels, ' 
and a New Effort at 
Finding a Use for 
Them 

by Marc Porter Zasada 

D owntown has not one, 
but two "tunnels to 

nowhere'' which might be 
used to alleviate some of 
our traffic troubles. 

If anyone can figure out 
exactly how. 

The tunnels have taken 
on a certain legendary 
quality at meetings of civic 
leaders, who periodically 
attempt to plan them into 
th.e emerging transit 
system. 

Legendary, because few 
seem to know exactly 
where they run, or why 
they exist. 

Two years ago, the Com­
munity Redevelopment 
Agency spent almost a mil­
lion dollars to "save" one 
of the tunnels, and the 
press raised a fuss. Now 
the CRA and the Depart­
ment of Transportation are 
heading into a $140,000 
joint study project to try 
and figure ~ut what exactly' 
to make of these two or­
phans, abandoned by the 
rapidly-changing face of 1 

transportation politics in 
Downtown Los Angeles. 

T he so-called "Bunker 1 

Hill Transit Tunnel" is 
only partly a real tunnel. 
One end, for example, is a 
tennis court. Part of it is a 
parking garage, and some 
of it is just "easements" 
through e. 'sting buildings. 

It's of:en called the 
UMTA Tunnel because the 
Urban Mass Transit Agen- i 
cy of the federal 'govern-

1 

ment put up some $3 mil­
lion to "build" the tunnel 
back when the federal gov­
ernment planned to help 
Los Angeles build a Down­
town People Mover system 
in the late '70s. 

The People Mover, mod­
eled on the Disneyland 
system, was going to loop 
around the pedways of 
Bunker Hill, and connect 
up Union Station .with the 
Convention Center. 

When the Reagan Ad­
ministration came in, it 
killed mass transit pro-
-~arns ~ ac!oss th~ coun-_ 

try, and the People Mover 
money dried up or was 
given to Miami. 

But that's another story. 
In any case, UMTA 

wants its $3 million , back, 
unless Los Angeles finds a 
use for the tunnel by one of 
two dates: the opening of 
Metro Rail (1992), or the 
opening of California Plaza 
Phase ITa (say 1991). 

. The B~er Hill. tunnel 
runs some 1500 ft, starting 
on the tennis courts of the 
World Trade Center, pass-

The answer to all 
ideas for using the 
tunnels is ... maybe 

ing east through the air 
across Flower through Sec­
urity Pacific Plaza, Hope 
Street, Lower Grand Ave, 
Wells Fargo Center, Cali­
fornia Plaza, and across 
Olive to Hill Street-where 
it would emerge just north 
of Fourth street. 

If it really existed. 
Fourth & Flower is one 

long block from the Metro 
Rail Station now being in-

. stalled at 5th and ·Hill. 
And there's the rub. 

H ow about a moving 
sidewalk system 

through the Bunker Hill 
Tunnel to zip commuters 
from Hill to Figueroa? 

Would it help to have all 
those parking garages 
hooked together? 

How about little shuttle 
trains? Could the tunnel 
connect with an extended 
light rail system passing 
underground from 7th & 
Flower to Chinatown? 

Could it somehow con­
nect with the Metro Rail 

1 
station a block away? 

And could it somehow I 
hook into the old Pacific 
Electric Tunnel (the other 
tunnel in this tale; see map) 
and move commuters to 
peripheral parking lots out­
side of Downtown? 

The answer to all of 
these questions is . ... 
maybe. 

All such plans are in­
triguing, and while every­
one in town has thrown 
out one or more of these 
ideas at transportation 
meetings, few have costs 
or ridership estimates to 

; back them up. , 

\ Studies have been done ! 
before-both privately and 
publicly-but none have 
dealt with the most recent 

1 developments of Metro , 
I Rail and the LACTC' s light 

rail plan. 
- Nevertheless, the pres-

ent tunnel-planning 
initiative from DOT and 
the CRA (which will focus 
primarily on the Bunker 
Hill Transit Tunnel and get 
started within the next few 
weeks) has plenty of 
critics. 

1 
According to Judith 

1 Johnston-Weston, who is 
doing transportation plan­
ning for Downtown's pow­
erful business lobby, the 
Central. City Association: 
"The DOT plan is being 
called into serious question I 
by many bodies, not just 1 

CCA. Caltrans, LACTC, 



and City West have all said 
that it doesn't make sense 
at all to figure out the uses 
for a 1500 foot tunnel un­
der Bunker Hill when you 
don't know what it will 
connect to. 

"There is no Downtown 
mobility study, no Down­
town mobility plan," she 
points out. 

At a meeting of the CCA 

1 
Transportation Committee, 
CCA president Chris Stew-

1 art said "We want to slow 
down the process of this 
RFP and make sure it con­
nects to the other entities 
DoWntown .... Let's not just 
go off and do something, 
let's not make the mistakes 
of the past." 

Stewart and others are 
worried that the City will 

' go through with some uni­
j lateral plan to open the 
tunnel, possibly teshaping 
or precluding other Down­
town transportation options. 

At that same , meeting, 
John Fisher, senior planner 
for DOT, defended the 
study, n ting that "most 
transportation plans are 
implemented in incre­
ments." 

I f the fuhrre of the 
Bunker Hill tunnel is 

cloudy, the future of the 
old Pacific Electric tunnel 
is positively dim. 

J - - • 

But don't tell that to Tye 
Rubins. _ ·_ 

Rubins bought the proper­
ty around the 'mouth of the 
tunnel in City West (see 
photo on front"' page). He 
owns all the frontage on 
Second and Toluca and 
Emerald-virtually an en­
tire block. 

The City owns the rights 
to the tunnel itself, and has 
a "floating easement" 
through Rubins' land out 
to Second Street. 

The P .E_- tUnnel was 
built back in the '20s by -
the Pacific Electric train 
system, which ran a huge 
network of "red cars" 
throughout Southern Cali-

. fornia. 

That system was dis­
mantled in the '50s, thanks 
to the political clout which 
many credit to Goodyear 
Tires, General Motors, and 
the Automobile Associa­
tion. 

That, too, is another 
story. 

In any case, this tunnel, -
which once ran from the 
comer of 2nd and Toluca 
to the Subway Terminal 
Building at Fifth & Olive 
remains. It was cut in the 
middle when the Bonaven­
ture Hotel was built in 
1975. 

The hotel's support 
pillars went right through 

it. ----
"They knew it was 

there," says Rubins, "it 
was a criminal waste of a 
$50 million public asset." 

More cuts were made as 
Bunker Hill was graded for 
further development, and 

I 
it was feared that all the ex­
tra dirt would collapse the 
tunnel. 

But the P.E. tunnel still 
runs straight from Second 
& Toluca, at the mouth of 
Glendale Blvd., to some-

1 where inside the Union 
Bank garage at Fourth & 
Figueroa- where the City 
has an easement to reopen 
it, if the City can figure out 
how or wpy to reopen it. 

For the last few 
years, Rubins has been 

a one-man cheerleading 
section for "his" tunnel, 
with what he calls a simple 
and inexpensive plan to de­
velop a new escape route 
and periJ?lleral parking 
area for Downtown. 

He has given his presen-
tation to everyone from tile 
Mayor to CRA officials. 
"No one ever said this was 
not a good idea," says 
Rubins. "The question was 
not if, but when.'' 

Rubins says that if the 
City would allow him to 
build a massive peripheral 
I parking lot, office and resi-
1 dential complex_ on his 
block of City West, he 
could open up the P.E. tun-­
nel for around $4 million. 

He would bring the tun­
nel up to the comer of 
Fourth and Figueroa (see 
drawing), and reroute 

j DA?H buses through it 
1 dunng_ commute hours -

removmg perhaps 4,000 
I cars from the central core's 

streets. 
Commuters could walk 

the half block to the other 
unused tunnel, the Bunker 
Hill Transit Tunnel, where 
moving sidewalks would 
whisk them not only to the 
towers of Bunker Hill, but 
to within walking distance 
of the Metro Rail station. 
The moving sidewalks, he 
says, would run under .$5 
million to install. 

Whether or not this is a 
"simple and obvious con­

' cept," it will probably 
! never happen. 
1 At one time, the 

CRA definitely did not 
want development to 
move to City West (the 
area just west of the Har­
bor Freeway, facing 
Downtown), and probably 
dismissed the Rubins plan 
for that reason. 

That battle is over: City 
West is developing. But 
Rubins now has another 
formidable opponent 
named Gloria Molina. The 
Councilwoman has stated 
emphatically that she does 
not want City West to be­
come the peripheral park­
ing lot of Downtown. 

. So strong is her opposi­
tion, tha~ plans have quiet­
ly been dropped by- the­
CRA and CCA to develop 
any peripheral lot in her 
district. 

And whatever the poli­
tics of opening another es­
cape route out of Down­
town, CRA and DOT plan­
ners seem unimpressed 
with Rubins' plan: 

"The trouble is that the 
P.E. tunnel is a block away 
and 70 feet in elevation be­
low the BUnker Hill Trans­
it Tunnel," says Y ukio 
Kawaratani, who will be 
overseeing the upcoming 

I 



tunnel study on the CRA 
end. "Rubins would have 
to bring the P.E. tunnel up 
very steeply from below 
the Harbor Freeway to 4th 
and Figueroa. Too sharp 
for rail systems to climb, 
maybe too steep for buses 
to climb." 

''What would be the traf­
fic impact at Fourth and 
Figueroa, and what would 

be the traffic impact on 
Glendale Boulevard?" asks 
Kawaratani . " We just 
don't know." 

He raised the possibility 
of simply opening the tun­
nel into the Union Bank 

·garage, and going from 
there. But like most City 
officials, Kawaratani is 
waiting to see the results of 
the consultants' study be­
fore venturing more defin­
ite opinions. 

I n the meantime, the P.E. 
tunnel and Rubins' prop­

erty remains unused-ex­
cept by gang members, 
who find the expanse of ce­
ment walls perfect for graf­
fiti; and filmmakers, who 
find the tunnel and the 
graffiti a perfect back­
ground for gritty movies 
about the waste and confu­
sion of urban life. 

A half mile and a critical 
one-half block away, the 
Bunker Hill Transit Tunnel 
remains invisible to all but 
the Urban Mass Transit 
Agency and an emerging 
crowd of transportation 
planners. 



·Map shows Downtown's un-interconnected twmellJ)Istem. 7ye 
Rubins' property is the blaclterred area shown at the west end of 
the old P.E. twmeL He has proposed a peripheral 
plex for that land, coruteCted to downtown via 

the tunneL __ :.J= 
r-j: 



P.E. Tunnel mouth is now a haven for graffiti artists. photo by Aldo Panzieri 

1)>e Rubins imagines a tunnel entrance for shuttle buses, letting 
out at 4th and Figueroa. Mouth of tunnel would be at center, left. 

. .. .. 
. 
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Mouth of the old Pacific Electric Tunnel, at Second & Toluca. photo by Aldo Panzieri 
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Monorail 
Proposal 
Becomes 
the Talk 
of the 
Town 
Convergence of 
Needs From City 
West, Convention 
Center Brings 
Lightweight Transit 
Concept to the Top 
of the Agenda 

by Marc Porter Zasada 

I 
t's just an idea. A 
working concept. No 
one has signed off on 

this, no one has even pro­
posed it formally. 

But everybody who's 
anybody Downtown is 
suddenly talking mono­
rail-little Disneyland­
like trains on elevated 
guideways to link up the 
Convention Center with 
distant Downtown hotels 
planned City West devel~ 
opments, and Bunker 
Hill. 

General managers of 
major hotels held a meet­
ing Friday to talk about 
it. Alternate maps are be­
ing drawn up by paid con­
sultants. Transportation 
officials are schmoozing 
with redevelopment offi­
cials. Monorail companies 
~e mailing in brochures 

and p~om;tioilal videos. el or Witmer are remote 
And deep in the anony- given objections by RTD: 
mous hallways of the / With that same $100 mil-
RTD, pla_nners are al- lion, say planners, you 
ready fussmg over the de- uld b "ld fi ·z f tail - co w our mL es o 
~yone who will talk monor~il to link City 

about this idea, which West mto Downtown 
has not yet been made proper. -

ubli b That money, or at least 
P c Y any agency, be- 75% of it, should be avail-
gins by warning us not to 
call it a "people-mover." 1 · able, up front, as City 
The people-mover, they 1 West plans get approved. 
point out, was an ill-fated I -The City must come 
concept based on an obso- up with a use for the 
lete technology. Nobody Bunker Hill Transit Tun-
wants to revive the peo- nel, which runs from the 
pie-mover plan of the late -World Trade Center to 
seventies, which was a Hill Street beneath the 
heavy, linear-induction shiny towers. If a use isn't 
monster that was sup- found, the Federal Gov-
posed to trundle along the ernment is going to want 
pedways of Flower and back $3.8 million it sent 
Figueroa. The idea was to build the tunnel. The 
killed by the Reagan Ad- tunnel is narrow, but a 
ministration. monorail would fit 

Now they use the tenn through it. 
"ATS," as in Automated -The Convention Ceo-
Transportation System, ter is ~xpanding, but con-
and if they're really bold, ventioneers don't like how 
they come out and say the far the Center is from 
word monorail. It would- both new and established 
n't have to be a monorail, hotels in the CBD. Shut-
they say. There are oilier tie buses are often per-
forms of elegant and ceived as unchic and un-
lightweight transport you reliable. 
can now buy off the shel£ -The Red and Blue 
But one can't help imag- I rail lines, fully opera-
ining those cute little tiona! in 1993..--§.till serve 
trains whipping among only limited areas of 
the highrises, over the · Downtown, as people are 
freeway, and up to office ~lling to walk a maxi-
buildings and apartments mum of some 2500 feet 
in City West. from their workplaces to 

Suddenly it's in every- public transport. "Feeder 
one's interest to talk links" of the lightweight 
about a monorail, say our ATS kind could be key to 
sources, because of the the transit system's sue-
confluence of four impor- cess and significantly re-
tant issues Downtown. \ duce bus traffic Down-

-The City West plan, :'\town. A monorail could 
which includes 25 million 'also make peripheral 
square feet of new office parking a workable part 
space, seems headed for oftransit development. 
approval, but linking City None of this, incidental-
West to CBD transit re- ly, has anything to do 
mains a problem. Chan- with the ''Monorail Initia-
ces for a $100 million tive" which . a citizens 
Metro Rail Station at Bix- group is trying to qualify 



I {P!'bRqdif ~ fibffidlf ~ fibRqd'[~ 
The "UMlJTMonorail" hcu been proposed by TGI in Florida. Car• lilu this will •oon be running in 

D
Tampa and at Jo~n W~yne Airport in Orange County. TGI i• only one company interested in a 

owntown monorail proJect. · 

for the ballot. Public offi­
cials we have spoken with 
consider the initiative an 
ill-conceived and danger­
ous plan being pushed "by 

J a fringe group." 

Proposed Route 
The first phase mono­

rail route under discus­
sion at the RTD is driven 
by the potential need (and 
money) in City West, but 
it tries to deal with all 
four of these__p_ressing is­
sues. It could also serve 
as the spine of a much 

·l more extensive system, 
; built later on. 

One consultant, Dave 
Webb, at Delon Hampton 
& Associates, who is sup­
posed to be studying uses 
for the Bunker Hill Tran­
sit Tunnel, even has a 
map showing a 16-mile 
monorail system. If it 
were built (at a cost, he 
says, of only $350 mil­
lion), no one working 
Downtown would ever be 
more than three diagonal 
blocks from mass transit. 

His plan includes 
monorail lines running 
south to USC and Exposi­
tion Park and north up to 
Dodger Stadium. The lat­
ter sites could provide the 
long-discussed peripheral 
parking lots for Down­
town. 

Monorail lines can be 
constructed for about $15 
million to $20 million a 
mile, compared to light 
rail at $60 million to $80 
million a mile, and sub­
way systems at some 
$250 million a mile. 

But let's confine our­
selves to the first phase, 
which could be construct­
ed for as little as $100 
million, says the RTD, 
and could easily be built 
in time for the Red Line 
opening in 1993. 

1 
. -We're talking ab~ut 

. concrete posts, about 
three feet thick. At the 
top, they make a Y shape, 
and hold two curving 
steel guideways, each 
about 32 inches wide. 
Posts could be as far as 70 
feet apart. The trains 
would look like the Dis­
neyland monorail, but be 
about half the size and 

. weight-more like the 
monorail at Magic Moun­
tain. They would run very 
frequently in each direc­
tion and make lots of 
stops. This is not a "loop" 
but a bidirectional sys­
tem. 

Orange County has just 
signed up to install one of 
these at John Wayne Air­
port. 

First Phase 
The RTD map circulat­

ing quietly among civic 
leaders has an alignment 
roughly like this: · 

You start at the 
planned Convention Cen­
ter Hotel, near the Blue 
Line Station, and the 
monorail runs right into 
the Convention Center it­
self. From there, it turns 
north, roughly along 
Francisco and into the 
proposed Metropolis de­
velopment. From there, 
it's on to Citicorp Plaza, 

where it slips just be­
tween the 777 'lbwer and 
the plannea Phase III 
tower. This would be a 
major station, as passen­
gers could transfer to the 
nearby 7th and Figueroa 
Metro Rail Station, to the 
Hilton Hotel, and to the 
expected Macklowe and 
Mitsui Hotels. 

Planners don't want to 
put the monorail right on 
Figueroa, as the street is 
crowded enough. 

Now the monorail 
glides west over the free­
way along the south side 
of Seventh Street, crosses 
to the north side around 
the wrc building and ar­
rives at the Bixel Street 
Transit Mall (see related 
story). Here passengers 
can switch to the RTD 
buses running out Glen­
dale Boulevard or along 
the Harbor Transitway. 

The monorail glides 
right along the eastern 
edge of Bixel, with direct 
connections into planned 
developments by Hillman 
and others (who are said 
to be excited about the 
idea). Now it's up to 
Crown Hill, where more 
developers could incorpo­
rate monorail stations 
into their office and resi­
dential towers. 

In later phases, Crown 
Hill monorail branches 
could head west and 
north into other residen­
tial areas, or even up to­
ward Dodger Stadium. 

But the main branch 
would cut sharply east 
along Third Street, cross 
over the freeway along 
the Third Street bridge, 
run across the tennis 
courts atop the World 
Trade Center, fly over 

1 Flower street and dive . 
into the depths of Securi-

' ty Pacific Plaza, where 
the "Bunker Hill Transit 
Tunnel" begins. 

From there it would 
run under Bunker Hill, 
with underground stops 
for Wells Fargo Center 
and California Plaza. It 
would then emerge 70 

1 feet" in the air above Hill 
\ Street and descend to the 

corner of Fourth and Hill, 
' where passengers could 

transfer to a Metro Rail 
portal, a planned parking 



structure at that comer, 
or stop in at the Grand 
Central Market for a 
pound of carrots. 

Now the rail would con­
tinue just to the south of 
Grand Central Market, 
over Broadway, over the 
new Biddy Mason Park, 
past the new Broadway-

Spring Center, over 
Spring, between the Ban­
co Popular and State Of­
fice Buildings, over Main 
Street, and then termi­
nate in a parking lot and 
"transfer center" between 
Main, Los Angeles, Third 
& Fourth Streets. 

That's phase I, which 
could easily be built in 

rail. 
Don't Jump the Gun 
"We have to be very 

cautious about this," says 
James Okazaki, a senior 
transportation engineer 
at LADOT who is study­
ing the Bunker Hill tran­
sit tunnel. "Right now, 
we're just looking at the 
tunnel. I don't think that 

way to go in the long 
run," continued Okazaki. 
'Tunnelling is so expen­
sive. This would be 
lightweight, airy, like a 
big street light. It sounds 
good, but we need to see 
the scaling, and we need 
to get feedback from our 
core review group. They 
need to tell us if we're on 

Monorail i• not the only po•aibility. Thu i• the cable-driven "SK" aystem now operating at the 
Villepinte Exhibition Park in France. 

two or three years for we are ready to conclude 
$100 million, say plan- officially that there is a 
ners. After that, you could monorail use for it. We 
talk about extensions to don't want to jump the 
Union Station and China- gun and say that a mono­
town or Little Tokyo or rail is the way to go .. -
City Hall. .. though I am excited that 

There has been some we found a technology 
talk about using the old that would fit into the 
Pacific Electric Tunnel tunnel." 
which runs from Union The Bunker Hill Tran­
Bank to the comer of Sec- sit 'l\mnel is only 17 feet, 
ond and Glendale, but 3 inches wide and 14 feet 
planners say the PE Tun- high, making many sys­
nel is too narrow and not terns impractical. 
well placed for the mono- "Aerial may be the only 

the right track before we 
go public with this idea." 

Okazaki, like others, is 
worried that Downtown 
building owners won't 
want the rail messing up 
the aesthetics of their ar­
chitecture. Aerial systems 
have generated big oppo­
sition in residential areas, 
for example. But planners 
have been careful not to 
come closer than 20 feet 
to an existing building, 
and they point out that 
new technologies are 

much lighter and more 
pleasing to look at than, 
say, the system now oper­
ating in Seattle. "We went 
through all the areas of 
least resistence," says one 
planner working on the 
alignment. 

The "core review group" 
of civic leaders meets on 
May 25th to review the 
monorail proposal before 
it goes public. Meanwhile, 
consultants are going 
ahead with attempts to 
come up with ridership 
figures for a monorail sys­
tem, and some hoteliers 
are already privately en­
thusiastic about the idea. 
The Los Angeles County 
Transportation Commis­
sion has not yet become 
involved in the discus­
sion. 

According to David 
. Grannis, who heads Cen­
ter City West Associates, 
developers on his side of 
the freeway are looking at 
the monorail concept with 
great interest, even 
though they still support 
the idea of a subway stop 
at Witmer or Bixel. "The 
RTD didn't just criticize 
the idea of the station, 
they were pro-active, they 
came up with an alterna­
tive. We want to look at 
projections on volumes 
that could be carried. But 
I think it's a good idea, ei­
ther way, additional 
Metro Rail station or not, 
the ATS should be very ' 
seriously considered." 



The monorail plan now being kicked around by 
Downtown leaders would have a $100 million, 
4-mile first phase spine, with possible connections 
to Dodger Stadium, the Coliseum, up Wilshire and 
out toward Union Station. 

••••• ••••••• Proposed First Phase 

HPtiiiiiiiHI:uwiJ!liUII; Possible Future Spines 

------Transit Now Under Construction 
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INTEROFFICE 
MEMORANDUM 

LOS ANGELES COUNTY TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 403 West 8th St., Suite 500, Los Angeles. CA 90014 1213) 626-0370 

May 24, 1988 

MEMO TO: RICHARD 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

The meeting was ob ten ibly called to hear a presentation by LADOT 
on their $150,000 s u y to find a use for the existing committed 
portion of the People Mover Tunnel. The real reason for the 
meeting was to have CCA sho9t down the city's study, and to launch 
a more comprehensive study of downtown circulation. 

The group, which included representatives from CCA, CCWA, CRA, 
LADOT, and Caltrans, reached a consensus that the missing 
ingredient is a conceptual framework for resolving downtown 
circulation issues and that a detailed engineering study of 
potential uses for the People Mover Tunnel is premature. 

I volunteered that our Commission would be doing a study related to 
"regional access"; i.e., how will all the major capital improve­
ments we are pursuing fit together in the downtown area. It was 
clear that what is needed is a consensus on a conceptual approach 
rather than a detailed SCAG-type analysis of population growth, 
VMTs, etc. , etc. 

I stated that our intent was to do such a plan and that we would 
have a proposed study outline ready for Commission review in about 
a month. I also stated that we would be pleased to review the 
study outline prior to approval with the agencies represented at 
the meeting, and would soLicit their participation as the effort 
progressed. It was also agreed that the City of Los Angeles 



Memo To: Richard Stanger 
M~y 24, 1988 
Page Two 

should perform a complimentary downtown circulation study 
addressing the details of downtown traffic circulation. The CCA 
people agreed that they would work directly with the City Council 
to redirect DOT's study in that direction. 

I suggest that in doing our work, we should try to keep it 
conceptual and not be overly concerned with technical details. 
And, while we should invite the participation of all involved 
parties and seek consensus where possible, we should press on with 
the study and not get bogged down by too many external considera­
tions. 

As I've stated before, our division staff will be available to help 
with all phases of the study as needed. 

JS:esk 

cc: Sharon Neely 
Pat McLaughlin 
Ginger Gherardi 
Fred Silverman 
Paul Taylor 
Susan Brown 
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September 25, 1989 TYE RUBINS 
General Partner 

MEMO TO: FILE 

FROM: VIC KAMHI k.t"'~ L.A. PRODUCERS' PARTNERSHIP LTD 
c,,',Y 9538 B · h ' · J...\r- rJg ton Way, Suite 205, Beverly Hills, Calif. 90210 

SUBJECT: PE TUNNEL ~.Y Telephone (213) 274-1220 

I attended a meetin~ on September 13, 1989, with Jim sims, Tye 
Rubins, and Oscar The subject of the meeting was the 
possible development of the PE tunnel from Third, Bixel, and 
Glendale to Figueroa and Fourth Streets. Tye is interested in 
developing the tunnel for transit from his property to the CBD. 

The specifics of his proposal are as follows: 

1. LACTC acquires the rights to the tunnel from the City of 
Los Angeles. 
2. LACTC sells the tunnel to the developer (Tye) for $1.00. 
3. The developer improves the tunnel as a transit facility, 
using LACTC standards and specifications. 
4. The developer leases the tunnel to the LACTC to recover 
improvement costs. (Estimated at $82 million plus interest). 
5. At the end of the lease period, ( the tunnel reverts to 
LACTC ownership. t 

10 

Some of the issues which may cause problems include getting a 
clear title, there may have to be some condemnation of the tunnel 
for "transit rights", Caltrans and city permits to tunnel and make 
improvements (especially under the freeway), and addressing the 
design and access around the Figueroa end. 

The developer will provide access and facility improvements around 
the portal to Second Street (ground to 30 feet) . He plans to 
build a neighborhood shopping center in the area, possible in­
cluding both a supermarket and day care center. 

The tunnel, as proposed, would be served by electric buses (re­
ducing ventilation requirements), hopefully as a third route of 
the DASH system. 

Unresolved issues include the opposition by Councilwoman Molena, 
who opposes (1) remote parking for the CBD in ccw, and (2) wants 
residential, not commercial (office) development in the area. Tye 
will meet with her to attempt to develop a plan acceptable to her. 
He will also meet with Mike Lewis to discuss the plan. If he gets 
positive reactions from both, he will make a presentation to the 
LACTC Transit Committee on October 16 (1 pm) and LACTC on October 
24. 

tunneljvk 





~ . f ITEM 8 
N~ll PETERSON 
EXECUTIVE DIREOOR 0 

Los Angeles County 
Transportation 
Commission 

September 27, 1989 LACTC 

MEMO TO: TRANSIT COMMITTEE - 10/17 MEETING 

FROM: NEIL PETERSON 

403 West Eighth Street 
Suite 500 
Los Angeles 
Cal1fom1a 90014-3096 
[213) 626-{)370 

SUBJECT: NEGOTIATIONS REGARDING THE PACIFIC ELECTRIC TUNNEL UNDER 
THE HARBOR FREEWAY 

ISSUE 

The "Los Angeles Mini Metro Association" is requesting LACTC 
participation in an effort to re-open the Pacific Electric Tunnel 
from Beverly and Glendale Boulevards to 4th and Figueroa Streets 
for use by electric buses. Although construction and financing 
would be done by the Association, LACTC involvement is needed to 
facilitate the involvement of the public agencies, and to fund the 
project through a lease-purchase agreement with the Association. 

RECOMMENDATION 

Authorize staff to enter into negotiations with the City of Los 
Angeles, the Mini Metro Association, and other involved public 
agencies. 

BACKGROUND 

The Los Angeles Mini Metro Association, consisting of interested 
property owners, is working to re-open the Pacific Electric Tun­
nel. The tunnel was constructed in 1925 for the Pac i fic El ectric 
streetcars. The Association is offering to provide access and 
improvements (including some property and air-space rights), 
which, when combined with the tunnel and the City of Los Angeles 
Maintenance yard at Second and Toluca Streets, will create a 
transit terminal and transfer facility, access to the west end of 
the tunnel, and construction of a new eastern access. The Associ­
ation is willing to construct and finance the improvements, at an 
estimated cost of $8-10 million, in addition to the property and 
air space rights they are offering to dedicate to the LACTC. 

The role of the LACTC would be to obtain title to the tunnel, 
ensure that transit services are provided through the tunnel into 
the downtowncea, and enter into a lease-purchase arrangement for 
cons ct0' 

' r/ /, 
/ IJ;_/ 

,iJ1IL PETERSON 
Executive Director 

NP:VK:lhm 
tunl/Vk2 
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-October 20, 1989 

Mr. Jim Sims, Director 
Transportation Programs & Analysis 
Los Angeles County Transportation Commission 
403 West Eighth Street 
Los Angeles, CA 90014 

Dear Jim: 

I am aware that the Los Angeles County Transportation Commission (LACTC) is 
considering transportation options for the Pacific Electric tunnel located at the intersection of 
Beverly/First/Second/Lucas/Glendale. On behalf of the Board of Directors of Center City West 
Associates (CCW A), I would like to support the continued exploration of the transit opportunities 
of this facility and the development of a plan under which the tunnel will again be utilized for a key 
transportation link between the Central City West area and the Central Business District. 

The use of the tunnel would serve both an existing transportation need, as well as future 
needs, and appears to be complimentary to the HOY /Transitway concept set forth in the draft 
Central City West Specific Plan. As you know, the draft plan envisions an HOY /Transitway 
element connecting from the north down Glendale Boulevard and through the Central City West 
area, with a key connection on the south to a proposed extension of the Harbor Freeway 
Transitway which is currently planned to extend to a northern terminus of 23rd Street and 
Fi gueroa. By utilizing the tunnel for transit, it should be possible to provide a key link to those 
CBD-bound HOY's with improved access. 

While we are supportive of your efforts, it is essential to us that the use of the tunnel be 
consistent with the development of the HOY /Transitway proposed in the draft Specific Plan. 
Further, the tunnel bisects a number of properties in the Crown Hill area. Since these properties 
will be developed with high-rise structures, the ability of the tunnel to structurally support such 
future development is integral. I believe that we can work out these issues cooperatively and to our 
mutual benefit. 

Again, I am pleased to communicate our support for this concept. Should there be any way 
in which I may be of assistance to you or the Commission on this issue, please do not hesitate to 
contact me. 

cc: Mr. Ed Rowe, General Manager 
Los Angeles Department of Transportation 

lOSS Wilshire Blvd .. Suite 1708 • Los Angeles. California 90017 • Telephone 213/481-3921 
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NEIL PETERSON 
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR 

October 23, 1989 

LAC"C 

MEMO TO: COMMISSIONERS AND ALTERNATES - 11/25 MEETING 

FROM: NEIL PETERSON 

los Angeles County 
Transportation 
Commission 
403 West Eighth Street 
Suite 500 
Los Angeles 
California 90014-3096 
(213) 626-0370 

SUBJECT: TRANSIT COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE PACIFIC ELEC­
TRIC TUNNEL UNDER THE HARBOR FREEWAY 

At their October 17, 1989 meeting, the Transit Committee reviewed 
the proposal of the "Los Angeles Mini Metro Association" to re­
open the Pacific Electric Tunnel under the Harbor Freeway. Based 
on the presentation, the Committee revised the recommendation to 
the following: 

o Authorize staff to discuss with the affected parties the 
possible opening and operation of transit in the Pacific 
Electric Tunnel. Report back to the Commission with 
additional information regarding the cost, engineering, 
and financing necessary to implement this project. 

The Transit Committee indicated an interest in the project, but 
felt that it is premature to enter into formal "negotiations". 

NEIL PETERSON 
Executive Director 

NP:VK:LHM 
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INTEROFFICE 
MEMO 

February 13, 1990 

MEMO TO: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: STUDY OF THE PACIFIC ELECTRIC TUNNEL PROPOSAL 

0 
LACTC 

This memo is to confirm that the HighwayjTSM Section has proposed 
in the mid-year budget adjustment to shift some of it consultant 
funding to obtain assistance in the feasibility study of the PE 
"Mini Metro" tunnel proposal. The amount we have proposed is 
$10,000. 

cc: Bob Cashin 

VK:me: lhm 
pe2jvk2 



February 20, 1990 

MEMO TO: ROBERT CASHIN 

FROM: VIC KAMHI 

SUBJECT: PE TUNNEL 

Status report on activities for the PE tunnel study. 

Ownership and easement status. Jim Wiley assigned the property 
ownership and easement status to a new employee - Harry Fackler 
(extension 544, third floor east). He reported today that the 
county can prepared a record of ownership report, which will 
include the easements, in about one month (unless we need a rush 
job). This seems reasonable, so I am asking him to proceed. 

Site Visit. I have asked Pat Roche (CRA) to set up a tour of the 
tunnel within the next two weeks. He is working on that, and I 
expect a call back today or tomorrow. Pat would have preferred 
waiting until the CRA report is done (a draft will be ready in 
"··· a few weeks ... ") to provide "context", however, seeing the 
tunnels should make the reports more meaningful. 

Citv studies. James Okazaki (City DOT) reported last week tha t 
the City's draft white paper on the tunnel will be available by 
the end of February. As noted above, Pat Roche is reporting a 
similar date for the CRA draft report. Both Okazaki and Roche 
have promised copies of their report as soon as it is "avail­
able". 

VK:me 
tun2/VK2 

cc: Jerry Givens 
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INTEROFFICE 
MEMO 

February 26, 1990 

MEMO TO: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

ROBERT CAS~~ ,, ' 

VIC KAMIU / ~ 

PE TUNNEL 

Status report on activities for the PE tunnel study. 

0 
LACTC 

Ownership and easement status. Jim Wiley assigned the property 
ownership and easement status to a new employee - Harry Fackler 
(extension 544, third floor east). He reported that the County 
can prepare a record of ownership report, which will include the 
easements, in about one month. This seems reasonable, so I have 
asked him to proceed, and I expect the report in mid-March. 

Site Visit. Pat Roche (CRA) and Jim Okazaki (LA DOT) have set up 
a tour of the tunnel February 27, 1990. Pat would have preferred 
waiting until the CRA report is done (a draft will be ready in 
"···a few weeks ... ") to provide "context", however, seeing the 
tunnels should make the reports more meaningful. I will try to 
take some photos. 

City studies. Jim Okazaki and Pat Roche report that the City's 
draft white paper on the tunnel will be available by the end of 
February or early in March. They both have promised copies of 
their report as soon as it is "available". I will keep you in­
formed on the status. 

Scope of Work. Per your direction, I have begun to draft up a 
scope of work for our consultant to use. It should be done by the 
end of the week. 

VK: me : lhm 
tun2/VK2 

cc: Jerry Givens 
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Delon Hampton & Associates, Chartered 
Engineers • Architects • Planners 

David I. Webb. A.I.A. 
Architect 

649 S. Olive Street, Suite 900 
Los Angeles, CA 90014 
213-622-4848 

l . 
I '·d­: 1 -

r .---,. , L .. 

(2 1 3) 485-3039 

JAMES M . OKAZAKI . P .E . 
SENIOR TRANSPORTATION ENGINEER 

RAIL TRANSIT DIVISION 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

C ITY oF Los ANGELES 

Community 
Redevelopment 
Agency 

of the City 

205 5 . BROADWAY , 5TE . 300 
Los ANGELES , CALIFORNIA 9001 2 

I 
I 

I 
I 
l 
I 

r 
~ 

'· ~ 

" ~ 
~ 
l 
! 

"t 
of Los Angeles Patrick Roche, A/CP { 

-------------------------------------~~~~~~~ ' 
354 S. Spring Street 
Suite 700 
Los Angeles 
California 90013 

213 977 1660 

Associate City 
Planner-Transportation 

FAX # 213 977 1665 
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DA'IE: 

PLANNING CO 

PlQnning CompQny Associates, Inc. 
SSO North Brand Boulevard, Suit~ 530 

Gltnda/~1 CA 91203 
(213)481-7206 

(113)481-7448 (FAX) 

FACS1MlLE IRANSMISSIQN 

October 20, 1989 

SENDER'S FAX#: (213) 481•7448 

SENDER: David Grannis 

NUMBEROFPAGES: 2 
(including cover sheet) 

SEND TO: Mr. Jim Sims 
LACI'C 

RECEIVER'S FAX#: 

COMMENTS: 

Jim--

(213) 617-1299 

I put this in the mail today. I~~ it i$ helpful. I will be sending you -the additional 
information on the CCW Specific Plan transportation networlc on Monday and will 
be available to answer any questions you may have. Thank you. David. 

~001 

OCT 20 '89 14:06 PAGE.001 
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INTEROFFICE 
MEMO 

May 14, 1990 

MEMOTO JE~ 
FROM: BOB~ 
SUBJECT: FIRST STREET BRIDGE 

0 
LACTC 

We contacted the City of Los Angeles regarding Ty Rubins' concern 
that the First Street bridge over Lucas and Glendale was going to 
be torn down. The City staff reports that the proposal was 
included in a report prepared by Bechtal for an earlier draft of 
the Central City West Area Plan. The proposal was not accepted 
for inclusion in the draft plan. 

If the City Plannning Commission or Council determines that it 
should be placed back in the plan and the plan is approved, the 
City Engineering Department would begin design work as part of the 
overall implementation. 

We will continue to monitor this issue, and keep you posted of any 
change in the status of the bridge or PE tunnel as soon as we 
become aware of it. 

VK4:TEARDOWN 
VK:kgb 



May 2, 1990 

Mr. Jerry Givens 
L.A.C.T.C 
818 W. 7th Street #1100 
Los Angeles, California 90014 

Re: First Street Bridge 

Dear Jerry: 

As I told you when we last met, I have heard that the City of Los Angeles is 
considering tearing down the First Street bridge at Glendale and Lucas. 

If this is true, something must be done to stop them. This bridge will play an 
important part in the H.O.V. right-of-way that is to go down Glendale and up to 
Bixel. 

Please make the appropriate parties in the City of L.A. a ware of the L.A.C.T.C.'s 
position on saving this type of infrastructure. 

Sincerely, 
TOLUCA STATION ASSOCIATES 
a~~ted pactnecship 

// ; c/n~~ 
JY' RJbins, eLm: Pactner 

,!) 

9538 BRIGHTON WAY, SUITE 205- BEVERLY HILLS, CALIF. 90210- (213) 274-1220 FAX (213) 859-4952 
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May 30, 1990 

. 7th Street, #1100 
s Angeles, California 90014 

I hope this brief summary of the Mini Metro project will help. 

Also, I think you'll find the enclosed L.A. Times article interesting. 

If you have not already sent copies of the Fax I never got, please send them to me 
to bring me up to speed. 

Sincerely, 
TOLUCA STATION ASSOCIATES 

-

9538 BRIGHTON WAY, SUITE 212- BEVERLY HILLS, CALIF. 90210- (213) 274-1220 FAX (213) 859-4952 
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LOS ANGELES MINI METRO 

THE ADAPTIVE RE-USE OF THE PACIFIC ELECTRIC TUNNEL AND THE 
DEVELOPMENT OF AN RTD BUS TERMINUS AND HOY /DASH TERMINAL. 

HISTORY: The Pacific Electric Tunnel runs from the corner of Beverly 
Blvd. and Glendale Blvd. under the Harbor Freeway to a dead end at the 
basement of the Union Bank building at 4th and Figueroa. It has not been 
in use since 1953. Its present replacement value is estimated to be $55 
million. 

OWNERSHIP: 

a . The tunnel is owned by the City of Los Angeles. 

b. A portion of the proposed western RTD bus depot/terminus is also 
owned by the City of Los Angeles (Public Works yard & public alley 
& public street). 

c. The western portal area (HOC/DASH terminal) is owned by a 
series of partnerships collectively known as Mini Metro Associates . 

PROJECT: 

a. The tunnel will be realigned and a surface exit will be constructed 
at 4th and Figueroa (eastern portal). 

b. An R TD bus depot/terminus will be constructed on City owned 
property adjacent to the western portal. 

c. A HOY /DASH terminal will be constructed at the western portal 
of the tunnel. 

PARTICIPATION: Mini Metro Associates will contribute land and air rights 
valued at between $4-$6 million for the HOY /DASH terminal and for a 
future HOY lane from Glendale Blvd. to Bixel St. 

CONSTRUCTION COST: The project will cost $8-10 million. 

FINANCING: The project will be financed by means of a purchase/lease 
back. Mini Metro Associates will purchase the project area and tunnel for a 
nominal amount and construct the improvements. The improvements will 
then be leased to LACTC for an amount that will fully amortize the cost of 
the improvements. At the end of the lease, all improvements and land and 
air rights would revert to LACTC. 

TIME FRAME: The project will be private-sector constructed to LACTC 
specifications in approximately 24 months including the time needed to 
receive all of the appropriate governmental approvals. 



·. 

AIR QUALITY AND TRANSIT CONSIDERATIONS: 

a. The project will provide an opportunity (in the tunnel) for the 
demonstrated use of both electric and m powered vehicles. 

b. The RTD depot/terminus will reduce the number of ~~in 
the Central Business District. 

c. Connection to the flexible DASH system and drive-time savings 
will encourage RTD lli ridership. 

d. HOY use of the tunnel and the resultant drive-time savings will 
encourage HOY ridership and private electric and &.M powered 
vehicles. 

e. The increased viability of housing on adjacent sites will decrease 
automobile dependency for downtown workers. 
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