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SUBJECT: KLINE NORTHERN EXTENSION (KNE) - LOCALLY PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE
(LPA)

ACTION: APPROVE RECOMMENDATION

RECOMMENDATION

APPROVE the San Vicente-Fairfax alignment evaluated in the 2024 Draft Environmental Impact
Report (EIR) as the Locally Preferred Alternative (LPA) for the K Line Northern Extension (KNE)
Project contingent upon the formation of an Enhanced Infrastructure Financing District (EIFD) by the
City of West Hollywood in coordination with Los Angeles County to provide additional local sources of
funding (at least 25% of the capital cost estimate) per the Early Project Delivery Strategy with:

A. an initial operating segment (I0S) from the Expo/Crenshaw Station at the E/K Line to
Wilshire/Fairfax at the D Line;

B. an adjusted tunnel alignment in Mid-City to continue to maximize use of public rights-of-way
(ROW) to reduce subsurface easements, described as Crenshaw ROW: Option 2 in the Mid-City
Additional Alignment Analysis Report (2025);

C. a commitment to work with the owner of the Midtown Crossing Shopping Center to preserve
the opportunity to relocate the supermarket at an alternate location on acquired property adjacent
to the construction site, prior to the start of construction; and

D a terminus station at the Hollywood Bowl.

ISSUE

The KNE is a Measure M project with a groundbreaking date of FY2041 and project completion date
in FY2047. Metro published a Draft EIR under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) for
the KNE Project that was released in July 2024. The preparation of the Draft EIR was authorized by
the Board in August 2020 <https://boardagendas.metro.net/board-report/2020-0174/> in accordance
with Metro’s Early Project Delivery Guidelines <https://www.metro.net/about/early-project-delivery/>
to position the project for additional funding and/or financing opportunities for potential acceleration
prior to 2041 when funds become available for construction per the Measure M Expenditure Plan.
The Board action to approve a LPA is a necessary step in the planning process initiated under the
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Early Project Delivery framework for future planning, funding, and coordination purposes, while
acknowledging that further planning, design and construction remain subject to Board approval
related to formal acceleration. Selection of an LPA is not approval of the project.

BACKGROUND

By closing a gap in the regional rail network, the entire K Line would serve dozens of communities
between the South Bay and Hollywood, transforming the way people could travel across LA County.
The project would deliver significant regional and local benefits in the future, including:

. Attracting between 47,200 to 59,700 daily project trips.

o Increasing overall ridership on the entire K Line with between 85,200 to 98,000
boardings per day between Torrance and Hollywood.

Attracting between 11,400 to 15,100 new daily trips.

Reducing between 127,500 to 135,500 vehicle miles traveled (VMT) daily, which
reduces greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions, air pollution, and regional energy use to meet
climate goals.

Improving access for people living in Equity Focus Communities (EFCs), with 67% of
trips projected to be made by low-income riders.

Project History

Transit feasibility studies for a north-south transit corridor connecting South Bay Cities, Los Angeles
International Airport (LAX) and central Los Angeles County date back to the 1990s and have evolved
over the years from the 2001 Crenshaw-Prairie Corridor Major Investment Study, followed by the
2009 Wilshire/La Brea Light Rail Study, and more recent alternatives analysis studies through 2020
for a northern extension of the K (Crenshaw) Line, summarized in Appendix 2-A of the Draft EIR. In
2022, the K Line opened for operation. This was followed by the opening of the LAX/Metro Transit
Connector (MTC) station in 2025 and modification of operations to provide service between the
Redondo Beach Station and the E Line. In January 2026, the Metro Board approved the K Line
South to Torrance project which will extend the K Line south to the Cities of Lawndale, Redondo
Beach and Torrance as funding becomes available. On the northern end, the K Line currently
terminates at the Expo/Crenshaw E Line Station in an underground configuration. Previous studies
included extending the line north and included at-grade, underground, and aerial configurations to
connect to the current D Line. In lieu of a direct connection to the D Line at Crenshaw and Wilshire
Boulevards due to the decision not to build an additional D Line station at that location because of the
close proximity to the Wilshire/Western Station, lack of activity centers, and lower residential density,
alternatives extending north between the E Line and D Line were required to be in an underground
configuration to connect to the D Line at La Brea or Fairfax Avenues. Aerial and at-grade
configurations between the E Line and Venice Boulevard were deemed infeasible due to the
community impacts associated with insufficient width of public right-of-way in some segments and
related property acquisitions and traffic circulation impacts.

The Measure M Expenditure Plan allocated $2.24 billion (in 2015 dollars) to the project and identified
2041 as the ground-breaking year when project funds would be available for construction, with the
goal of opening between 2047-2049. Local jurisdictions have been exploring additional funding and
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financing strategies to accelerate project delivery through Metro's Early Project Delivery Strategy
<https://www.metro.net/about/early-project-delivery/>. Any acceleration of the project timeline would
require Metro Board approval and cannot negatively impact the schedules and funding allocated to
other Measure M projects.

Since the passage of Measure M in 2016, the City of West Hollywood has expressed strong support
for the project, advocated for acceleration, and taken actions per the Early Project Delivery Strategy
to identify strategies to support acceleration. In 2018, the City of West Hollywood passed Resolution
No0.18-5055 committing the City to transit-supportive actions including value capture, permit
streamlining, and expansion of first/last mile options to support project advancement. Since then, the
City has conducted funding and project delivery studies to evaluate tax increment financing through
an EIFD to generate a new local source of funding to support project acceleration. The City also has
advanced land use planning, rail integration, and first/last mile studies to support early station area
planning around proposed KNE stations within the City of West Hollywood.

DISCUSSION

Environmental Review Process

In August 2020, the Board directed staff to begin work on environmental clearance under CEQA and
prepare a Draft EIR. On April 15, 2021, Metro initiated public scoping for an environmental document
with a 45-day scoping period, which ended on May 28, 2021. Following public scoping, Metro
prepared advanced conceptual engineering (ACE) drawings for project alignments and design
options including refinements and advanced environmental analysis and technical studies. On July
23, 2024, Metro released the Draft EIR for public review over a 60-day comment period that
extended to September 20, 2024. In addition to the Draft EIR, Metro published several technical
studies in 2023 including ridership projections, projects benefits, and preliminary cost estimates, all
available on the Project website at metro.net/projects/kne. <https://www.metro.net/projects/kline-
northern-extension/>

Alignments and Options Studied in Draft EIR

The Draft EIR evaluates three underground light rail alignments (Figure 1) that range from six to ten
miles from the Expo/Crenshaw (E/K Line) Station to the Hollywood/Highland (B Line) Station: 1) San
Vicente-Fairfax, 2) Fairfax, and 3), La Brea. All alignments could include an optional terminus station
farther north to serve the Hollywood Bowl.

The Project would be constructed using pressurized tunnel boring machines (TBMs) for tunnel
segments and cut and cover for station areas. Due to the scale of the project, it would be constructed
in two or three sections, depending on the alignment selected, with an initial operating segment (10S)
from the K/ E Line to the D Line on Wilshire Boulevard at either Fairfax or La Brea Avenues. Each
section is estimated to take eight to twelve years to construct based on Metro’s experience with
similar underground rail projects. Each section would require its own TBM launch site to support
tunneling activities. Connecting to the D Line for the IOS would require modifications to Metro’s
Division 16, an existing maintenance and storage facility (MSF) serving the K Line. A larger
expansion of the MSF would be needed for section 2/3 when the K Line operates north of Wilshire
Blvd.
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Figure 1. Map of Alignments Studied in the Draft EIR
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Preliminary Cost Estimates

Metro’s technical team prepared preliminary capital cost estimates, which were peer reviewed in
consultation with the Metro Cost Estimating Department. The cost estimates are based on early
engineering (approximately 15% design) and include (1) baseline construction costs in 2023%
including labor, materials, professional services and (2) contingency (~40%) to account for known
and unknown project risks based on guidance from the Federal Transit Administration (FTA). The
cost estimates range from $14.8B for San Vicente-Fairfax, $12.47B for Fairfax and $10.99B for La
Brea, not including the Hollywood Bowl Design Option, which adds approximately $1.12B to the
capital cost estimate for any of the alignments. As part of the cost estimating process, Metro also
prepared estimates for an IOS to connect to the D Line, which ranges from $4.67B (Wilshire/Fairfax)
to $4.45B (Wilshire/La Brea) in 2023$. Escalation was not included in the capital cost estimates and
would be assigned based on a future funding plan and construction schedule.

Ridership Projections & Travel Benefits

With the release of the Draft EIR in 2024, Metro published a ridership and travel benefits summary
report. The analysis assumed a future travel horizon of 2045 based on a regional travel model
developed for Metro in coordination with the FTA using demographic data for the region from the
Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG). Daily project trips are estimated to range
from 47,200 (La Brea) to 59,700 (San Vicente-Fairfax). Over 50% of the estimated daily project trips
(33,000) would be generated by the initial phase of operations, connecting the E Line to the D Line
(either at Fairfax Avenue or La Brea Avenue). When considering the entire K Line build out from
Torrance to Hollywood, the K Line would serve between 85,200 (La Brea) to 98,000 (San Vicente-
Fairfax) daily trips in 2045. The ridership model focuses on daily trips during commuting hours
to/from work and may not fully capture additional trips generated by cultural and entertainment
districts and venues in the study area (e.g. museums, nightlife, performance venues such as the

Metro Page 4 of 15 Printed on 3/13/2026

powered by Legistar™


http://www.legistar.com/

File #: 2025-0846, File Type: Project Agenda Number: 7.

Hollywood Bowl).

Table 1. Travel Benefits Projected in 2045 for Project Alignments in Draft EIR

Travel Benefits Projected in 2045 San Vicente Fairfax La Brea
Fairfax

Tunnel Alignment Length 9.7 miles 7.9 miles 6.2 miles
Proposed Stations 9 7 6
Travel time E Line to B Line (Hollywood/Highland) 19 mins 15 mins 12 mins
Daily Project Trips 59,700 52,900 47,200
Daily Project Trips by Low-Income Riders 39,200 35,200 31,000
Daily Trips by New Riders 15,100 12,800 11,400
Daily Hours of User Benefits (Travel Savings) 18,800 15,700 13,800
Daily Reduction of Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT) 135,000 127,400 135,500
Daily Trips to D Line Station (at Fairfax or La Brea) 33,000 33,000 33,000
Daily Trips on Entire K Line (Torrance to Hollywood) 98,000 91,200 85,200
Projected residents within half-mile of stations in 2045 131,500 106,800 94,200
Projected jobs within half-mile of stations in 2045 125,700 75,200 56,200

Data does not include Hollywood Bowl Station design option in Draft EIR.

Community Feedback on Draft EIR

During the public comment period for the Draft EIR, Metro received over 1,300 submissions by email,
mail, and phone. The City of West Hollywood shared a survey with their residents and received over
600 comments on the Project, which they attached to their comment letter on the Draft EIR. Of the
over 1,300 submissions received on the Draft EIR, 95% came from individuals, while the remaining
came from public agencies, elected offices, community groups, and businesses. Metro received a
high number of comments in support of the project (489), and over 570 comments in support of
specific alignments and options. Metro received very few comments in opposition to the project (20).
However, within the southern part of the project area, Metro received a high number of comments
from residents of historic Mid-City communities, including Wellington Square and Lafayette Square,
in opposition to the proposed Draft EIR tunnel alignment that would travel below homes between
West Adams and Venice Boulevards. Table 2 illustrates the types of comments Metro received on the
alignments and options studied and notes which came from a particular geography.

Table 2. Support & Opposition for Project Alignments, Options & Alternatives
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Support & Opposition for Project Alignments, # of # from Mid- # from Other
Options & Alternatives Submissions City communities
communities®

Project Support 489 15 474

San Vicente—Fairfax Support 282 5 277
Fairfax Support 63 2 61

La Brea Support 63 2 61
Hollywood Bowl Design Option Support 168 2 166
High Frequency Bus Alternative Support 14 3 11
Opposition to Project (No Project Alternative) 20 3 17
Opposition to Mid-City Alignment [between I- 138 117 21

10 and Midtown Crossing Station)

*NMid-City communifies includes comments from residents of historic residential neighborhoods befween
Interstate 10 and Venice Blvd including Wellington Square and Lafayelte Square.

During public meetings and in written comments during the Draft EIR comment period, residents of
Mid-City historic communities (including Lafayette Square and Wellington Square) expressed
concerns related to:

¢ tunnel safety,

¢ building damage to older homes in historic neighborhoods, and

e changes to property rights and values.
Mid-City community members also expressed concerns regarding a lack of notification and
engagement in the development of the alignments in an area that has suffered from historic injustices
in the past, specifically as part of the construction of Interstate 10.

Metro also received a large number of comments (399) sharing concerns with the proposed station at
Hollywood/Highland as the Draft EIR identified significant impacts to historic resources with the
demolition of two to four historic structures to stage construction to connect the K Line to the B Line.
Community members opposed the loss of historic structures and requested that Metro further
analyze ways to minimize impacts to historic structures and the historic district as part of the
proposed new entrance for the Hollywood/Highland Station. Other key themes included comments
and questions about ways to reduce project costs and support to accelerate the project to realize
project benefits sooner than the Measure M schedule of operations (2047-2049). See Attachment A
for summary of Draft EIR comments.

Comparison of the Alignments, Options & Alternatives Studied
The following section discusses the alignments evaluated in the Draft EIR from west to east and
south to north, as well as alternatives to the project.

San Vicente-Fairfax

The San Vicente-Fairfax alignment is the longest alignment (9.7 miles) with the most stations (nine).
In part due to the greater distance and multiple communities served, it generates the highest travel
benefits of the alignments studied with approximately 59,700 daily project trips and 5,100 new daily
riders. The San Vicente-Fairfax alignment serves the greatest number of residents and projected jobs
within a half-mile of stations including major jobs centers and cultural destinations such as Cedars-
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Sinai Medical Center, the West Hollywood Design District, and the Santa Monica Rainbow District.
Both the City of West Hollywood and Los Angeles have approved plans for transit-supportive zoning
around the proposed station areas.

Due to its length, the San Vicente-Fairfax alignment would require three sections of construction. This
alignment has the highest project costs, greatest number of real estate acquisitions and subsurface
(underground) easements, and highest number of significant environmental impacts. Construction of
the second section would require demolition of the LA County Sheriff’'s Station in West Hollywood
(public facility) and the Santa Palm Carwash (historic resource) to stage construction for the TBM
launch site and station entrance. Relocating the LA County Sheriff’s station (either temporarily or
permanently) within the City of West Hollywood would be costly and complex to identify a suitable
site in a dense, built out urban area.

Fairfax

The Fairfax alignment is 7.9 miles with seven new stations, all of which are the same as the San
Vicente-Fairfax alignment except for the La Cienega/Beverly and San Vicente/Santa Monica stations.
It provides strong mobility benefits with 52,900 daily project trips and attracts 12,800 new daily riders.
It unlocks access to major local and regional activity centers that are not served by rail, including the
Los Angeles Original Farmers Market, the Grove, CBS Studios, and the Santa Monica Blvd
commercial corridor in West Hollywood between Fairfax and La Brea Avenues. The Fairfax alignment
stations are located in areas with transit-supportive zoning and land-uses to accommodate future
growth and leverage public transit investments for greater economic and community benefits. Unlike
the San Vicente-Fairfax alignment, the Fairfax alignment would only require two phases of
construction, which reduces overall construction costs, risks, and related real estate acquisitions and
utility relocations.

La Brea

The La Brea alignment is the shortest alignment (6.2 miles) with the fewest stations (six) and lowest
travel benefits of the alignments studied. It would serve 47,200 daily project trips and attract 11,400
new daily riders in 2045. However, it provides the most direct north/south connection between
Central LA and Hollywood with a 12-minute trip from the E Line the B Line. It has the lowest
construction cost of the alignments. It serves the fewest residents, jobs, and activity centers of the
alignments studied and has the least transit-supportive zoning around station areas. As the shortest
alignment, it has the fewest number of acquisitions and subsurface easements. Construction of the
proposed La Brea/Beverly Station would impact religious institutions within the Orthodox Jewish
community. Like the Fairfax Alignment, it requires two phases of construction. The La Brea alignment
has the lowest construction costs and operations and maintenance costs of the alignments studied.

Hollywood Bowl Design Option

The Hollywood Bowl terminus station was studied as a design option and would extend the K Line
north of the Hollywood/Highland Station approximately 0.8 miles to the Hollywood Bowl, a major
cultural events venue for the region. The Hollywood Bowl has a capacity to seat approximately
17,500 people and the venue hosts around 100 events per year, attracting approximately one million
visitors a year in a highly congested area. Construction would be staged on the Hollywood Bowl
parking lots. The size of the parking lots and their proximity to a freeway make it an efficient site to
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launch the TBM for the final stage of constructed, as recommended by the Metro Tunnel Advisory
Panel. The Hollywood Bowl Design Option received strong support from the public during the Draft
EIR comment period including from the LA County Department of Recreation and Parks and LA
Philharmonic.

High Frequency Bus Alternative (HFB)

The Draft EIR evaluated a High Frequency Bus (HFB) Alternative to consider rapid bus

service instead of light rail within the KNE project area to connect the Metro K Line to the Metro B
Line in Hollywood. The HFB Alternative would travel along La Brea Avenue as the shortest, most
direct route with stops spaced approximately every half-mile based on Metro bus rapid transit in
urban corridors. The HFB Alternative does not have the same capacity to carry passengers as light
rail, and would not be able to significantly reduce travel times in this highly congested project area, as
the buses would travel along public streets. A fast, frequent, high-capacity transit alternative is
needed to shift people from driving to taking transit to reduce greenhouse gas emissions, air
pollutants, and energy use, and to expand access. The HFB Alternative is not recommended as it
does not have the same ability to meet the project objectives compared to any of the rail alignments
studied. The primary purpose of the KNE project is to provide a fast and reliable rail option that
connects multiple rail lines, closing a north/south gap in the rail network between the Metro E and B
Lines. This need cannot be met with bus service.

No Project Alternative

The Draft EIR also evaluated a No Project Alternative, which would fail to meet the project objectives,
realize project benefits and would also have significant and unavoidable impacts for air quality,
greenhouse gas emissions, land use and planning, and transportation related to inconsistency with
the regional and local plans that assume the project would be constructed and operated.

Additional Studies & Community Engagement Following Draft EIR

In an effort to provide more information to concerns raised by commenters in Mid-City residential
neighborhoods around the proposed tunnel alignment, tunnel safety and property concerns, Metro
prepared three technical reports: Mid-City Additional Alignment Analysis, Tunnel Safety Report, and
Property Considerations Memo, published in August 2025.

Tunnel Safety and Property Considerations

Key takeaways from the Tunnel Safety Report and the Property Consideration Memo, discussed in

the September 17, 2025, Board Report include:

o Modern tunnel construction practices, which include pre-construction surveys, the use of
pressurized tunnel boring machines, construction monitoring, and mitigation measures have
successfully built tunnels below sensitive structures, including historic buildings without damage in
Los Angeles, as well as internationally.

o Tunnels are proposed at depths of 40 to 120 feet below surface within the project area and
approximately 80 to 120 feet below surface in the Mid-City neighborhoods of Wellington Square
and Lafayette Square. At these depths, noise and vibration are found to be well below the
threshold of damage to structures above, and below levels of human perception.

o Metro has successfully tunneled in similar ground conditions (e.g. gases, high groundwater)
with no measurable settlement at the surface and no damage to buildings above tunnels.

Metro Page 8 of 15 Printed on 3/13/2026

powered by Legistar™


http://www.legistar.com/

File #: 2025-0846, File Type: Project Agenda Number: 7.

Tunnels would not impact underground oil or mineral rights in Mid-City, which are thousands of
feet below the surface, compared to proposed subway tunnels, which would be 80 to 120 feet
below the surface.

o Tunnel easements would not change zoning, historic designation status, and development
rights for owners.
o Tunnel easements also would not negatively impact home values, as shown in a recent study

of property sale prices in Westwood, comparing homes without and without tunnel easements
above the D Line Extension.

Research in Los Angles and other American cities shows a positive correlation between home
values and proximity to transit for properties within a half-mile of stations.

Metro released FAQs, a StoryMap
<https://storymaps.arcgis.com/stories/74d39323fb764be38ab0a0a0f3093276> website, and
presentation materials to share findings with Mid-City communities. Between spring 2025 and winter
2026, Metro hosted four small community conversations with Mid-City leadership from Wellington
Square, Lafayette Square, Victoria Park Circle, 16" Place and LaFayette Road, in order to foster
dialogue and to help tailor broader outreach to Mid-City community members’ specific needs.
Incorporating guidance from these neighborhood representatives, Metro hosted four community
meetings in Summer/Fall 2025 to share findings, gather feedback, and answer questions about the
project, as well as a talk n’ ride tour to visit Metro neighborhoods along the D Line Extension where
tunnels were constructed under and adjacent to homes and sensitive uses without damage or
impacts to properties. Over 310 people attended these meetings. See Attachment B for a summary of
community engagement in 2025.

Mid-City Additional Alignment Analysis Report Findings

Based on comments on the Draft EIR and subsequent community conversations and meetings with
residents from Mid-City historic residential neighborhoods, Metro conducted a study of 12 alignment
options in Mid-City between West Adams and Venice Boulevards, including analysis of the Midtown
Shopping Center. These 12 alignments were a combination of previously studied alignments and
routes suggested by the community during public meetings held after the Draft EIR circulation. The
study’s purpose was to explore alternate routes to minimize tunneling below historic neighborhoods
and minimize impacts to businesses during construction, specifically the Ralph’s supermarket at the
Midtown Shopping Center, which is an important neighborhood business that is identified as a
construction staging site for the TBM and a future station called Midtown Crossing. The 12 alternate
alignment options were presented to the community during public meetings and small group briefings
and published in reports on the Metro website in August 2025 to receive feedback.

Key findings of this study included the following:

e There were no alternatives that did not require subsurface easements under some residential
properties (historic or non-historic) to get from the K/E Line terminus to the Midtown Crossing
Station location.

e Many of the alternative alignments increased the total number of subsurface easements and
resulted in greater tunnel distances and travel time.

e All alternative alignments required use of the Midtown Shopping Center as a TBM launch site
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and future station as it was the only non-residential site between the E and D Lines that had
sufficient size to accommodate TBMs without requiring acquisition and demolition of
residential properties in the Mid-City area. Currently there are no full residential acquisitions
identified as part of the project; only commercial and industrial properties are identified for
construction sites.

¢ While maximizing tunneling under public rights-of-way like Crenshaw Boulevard reduces the
number of subsurface easements under these communities, some subsurface easements will
be required. More detailed engineering would need to be undertaken to pursue further
reductions in subsurface easements.

For this issue, during the public meetings and in written emails, a majority of residents favored
options that would travel below public streets to minimize tunnels below residential neighborhoods,
and strategies to preserve the neighborhood supermarket during construction. The alignment
alternative that would best achieve these goals is the Crenshaw ROW alignment (Option 2) as
described in the Report.

Cost Benefit Analysis (CBA)

At the July 2025 Board meeting, the Board approved a methodology framework for a Cost Benefit
Analysis (CBA) to be conducted on Metro capital projects at key milestones to support investment
and funding decisions. The CBA methodology includes two related components: Weighted Benefits
Analysis and Benefit-Cost Ratio. The KNE CBA, conducted in Winter 2025, found that the San
Vicente-Fairfax alignment performed the best of the three alignments studied in the Draft EIR under
the Weighted Benefits Analysis, which assigns 40% of the total score to mobility and accessibility
benefits. The San Vicente-Fairfax alignment performed best largely due to having the highest
ridership, greatest number of stations and most activity centers served. The Fairfax and La Brea
alignments have a higher projected Benefit-Cost Ratio due to their high local and regional monetized
benefits paired with lower capital and operational costs and shorter construction periods, which allow
benefits to be delivered sooner than the San Vicente-Fairfax Alignment. The CBA results are further
described in Attachment C.

Community Poll on Project Awareness and Support

In Winter 2025, Metro worked with a market research company to conduct a community poll (phone
and online) with 800 residents in and around the project area to understand levels of awareness and
support for the project. The poll found that approximately 36% of respondents were familiar with the
project. A majority of respondents (over 90%) expressed support for the project and 69% support a
connection to the Hollywood Bowl.

Staff Recommendation for Locally Preferred Alternative

The staff recommendation is based on findings from the Draft EIR and technical studies, capital cost
estimates, constructability analysis, funding available, comments on the Draft EIR, stakeholder
engagement, additional technical analysis and input from Mid-City communities after the Draft EIR,
Metro’s Cost Benefit Analysis, and local commitments to pursue an EIFD per the Early Project
Delivery Strategy. See Attachment D for map of the staff recommendation.
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The San Vicente-Fairfax alignment provides the strongest mobility benefits of the alignments studied
as it connects to the most activity centers and serves the highest numbers of jobs and residents with
nine stations, including a station at Cedars Sinai Medical Center, one of the largest private employers
in Los Angeles County, as well as the western edge of West Hollywood with access to the Pacific
Design Center, West Hollywood Park and nightlife along Santa Monica Blvd and Sunset Blvd to the
north. Similar to the Fairfax alignment, the San Vicente-Fairfax alignment serves the Museum District,
Los Angeles Original Farmers Market, The Grove, and CBS Studios. These activity centers are not
served by the La Brea alignment, which provides the fewest mobility benefits. The San Vicente-
Fairfax alignment received significant support from community members as did the Fairfax alignment.

The San Vicente-Fairfax alignment is the only alignment studied with a local commitment to identify
additional funding sources to support project costs. As discussed above, the City of West Hollywood
has advocated for acceleration of the project since the passage of Measure M and invested local
resources into studies to improve land use/transportation planning policies and studies to evaluate
local funding and financing strategies (2019 and 2024) to generate revenues through the formation of
an EIFD. The intent of the EIFD is to provide a new local source of funding to fund construction of the
San Vicente-Fairfax alignment per the Early Project Delivery Strategy. The EIFD could help offset the
higher cost of the San Vicente alignment compared to the Fairfax alignment, which also provides
strong benefits. For these reasons, staff recommends the San Vicente-Fairfax alignment, contingent
upon funding from a future EIFD as the LPA.

Within Mid-City, staff recommends an adjusted tunnel alignment, referred to as the Crenshaw ROW
(Option 2) in the Mid-City Additional Alignment Analysis Report in response to the technical analysis
and community input received to minimize tunneling below historic neighborhoods and provide
opportunities to preserve the neighborhood supermarket at the proposed Midtown Crossing Station.
The tunnels would travel below Crenshaw Blvd north of West Adams before turning northwest
towards Venice Blvd and San Vicente Blvd. This route eliminates all 29 tunnel easements below
Wellington Square and minimizes tunnel easements below Lafayette Square (estimated reduction
from 29 to 22), a historic preservation overlay zone (HPOZ) and other neighborhoods. This alignment
alternative also reduces the number of subsurface easements overall for the project. The staff
recommendation also includes a commitment to work with the owner of the Midtown Crossing
Shopping Center to preserve the opportunity to relocate the supermarket to an alternate location on
acquired property adjacent to the Midtown Crossing construction site, prior to the start of
construction. This would allow for the supermarket to continue operations during and after
construction, serving nearby residential neighborhoods. Metro would continue to refine the Option 2
alignment and station plan with the intent of further reducing subsurface easements as part of further
engineering, and prior to any Board approval of the project.

The Hollywood Bowl is recommended as the terminus of the LPA to connect riders to a major
entertainment center in a highly congested area and provide an optimal construction staging site for
the TBM as part of the final phase of construction.

Wilshire/Fairfax Initial Operating Segment (I0S)
As part of the LPA, when the project moves to the next stage of development, staff recommends
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including the 10S, as funding allows, which would serve 33,000 trips a day and bring riders to the
heart of cultural destinations in the growing Museum District along Miracle Mile and connect people
to office towers and dense residential neighborhoods along Wilshire Blvd and Fairfax Avenue. While
the ridership projections are the same connecting the E Line to the D Line at either Wilshire/Fairfax
and Wilshire/La Brea, travel projections show that more riders would use the K Line to travel from the
south to the westside (via the D Line) and central parts of LA County.

Funding
The preliminary capital cost estimates range from $10.99B to $14.8B (in 2023$), which far exceed

the funds identified in the Measure M Expenditure Plan ($2.24B of Measure M, other local, and state
and federal funding in 2015%) and included in the Metro 2020 Long Range Transportation Plan and
2025 Short Range Transportation Plan. As such, Metro anticipates the need for additional federal,
state, and local support if any of the Project alignments are pursued. Federal funding would require
additional environmental clearance under the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). Entry into
the NEPA process would not occur until after selection of an LPA, completion of the CEQA process,
and direction from the Metro Board to pursue federal funding. The pursuit of additional funding will
align with the Measure M schedule unless acceleration is approved by the Board at a future date, per
the Early Project Delivery Strategy. Should acceleration be approved, the funding plan must not
compete with the funding for other Metro projects, including the Pillar Projects, which are pursuing
additional state and federal funding beyond what was assumed needed in the Measure M
Expenditure Plan or 2020 Long Range Transportation Plan.

DETERMINATION OF SAFETY IMPACT

The selection of an LPA will not impact the safety of Metro’s customers or employees.

FINANCIAL IMPACT

The Fiscal Year 2025-2026 budget assigned funding to the project (No. 475558) for professional
services, including support for technical analysis and community engagement in response to
community concerns on the 2024 Draft EIR. Additional technical studies and community
engagement, conducted between Fall 2024 to Winter 2026 have been completed. Further
environmental review will be based on the Measure M schedule to begin construction in 2041, unless
directed by the Board to accelerate.

Impact to Budget
Funding for this project comes from Measure M 35% Transit Capital, which is not eligible for bus and
rail operations.

EQUITY PLATFORM

The Project would close a gap in the regional rail network, providing a rapid north/south rail
connection from the South Bay to Hollywood, increasing access to employment, education, housing,
and regional centers. The project will improve access for people living in Equity Focus Communities
(EFCs), with 67% of trips projected to be made by low-income riders. It would also serve many
people living in EFCs in areas such as West Adams, Mid-City, West Hollywood and Hollywood along
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the K Line Northern Extension and connect to the D and B Lines. Ridership data shows that the
project would attract regional riders coming from the neighborhoods south of the project area,
expanding access for people living in the South Bay, Inglewood, and South LA who want to access
jobs in the central part of Los Angeles via the project.

To increase awareness of the Project and engage hard to reach groups who do not typically
participate in community meetings, Metro circulated materials and notices in English and Spanish
and held pop-up events at community events and transit rider intercepts at bus stops in the project
area. In 2025, Metro focused on additional engagement with Mid-City communities to address
concerns about historic inequities. As part of future stages of project development, Metro would
expand partnerships with community-based organizations (CBOs) to help disseminate project
information, advise on outreach methods, and engage a diverse set of project stakeholders as Metro
advances the Project. Metro will build upon existing relationships established with project
stakeholders and neighborhood groups, including historic Mid-City communities to help shape the
next stages of community engagement, encourage greater participation and increase awareness of
the project and key milestones. Furthermore, Metro is committed to expanding community outreach
to include additional languages spoken in EFCs and beyond, and to ensuring meaningful connections
with riders of all ages and abilities, including seniors, people with disabilities, and those with mobility
challenges.

VEHICLE MILES TRAVELED OUTCOME

VMT and VMT per capita in Los Angeles County are lower than national averages, the lowest in the
SCAG region, and on the lower end of VMT per capita statewide, with these declining VMT trends
due in part to Metro’s significant investment in rail and bus transit.* Metro’s Board-adopted VMT
reduction targets align with California’s statewide climate goals, including achieving carbon neutrality
by 2045. To ensure continued progress, all Board items are assessed for their potential impact on
VMT.

As part of these ongoing efforts, this item is expected to contribute to further reductions in VMT.

This project supports Metro’s systemwide strategy to reduce VMT through planning activities that will
improve and further encourage transit ridership, ridesharing, and active transportation. Metro’s Board
-adopted VMT reduction targets were designed to build on the success of existing investments, and
this item aligns with those objectives.

Metro conducted a preliminary analysis to show that the net effect of this project is to decrease VMT.
The Draft EIR identifies that the project would help reduce auto use by approximately 127,500 to
135,500 VMT daily. This would help the region meet climate change goals by reducing greenhouse
gas emissions and regional energy use.

*Based on population estimates from the United States Census and VMT estimates from Caltrans’ Highway Performance Monitoring
System (HPMS) data between 2001-2019.

IMPLEMENTATION OF STRATEGIC PLAN GOALS
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The Project supports the following strategic plan goals identified in Vision 2028:
e Goal 1: Provide high-quality mobility options that enable people to spend less time traveling,
e Goal 3: Enhance communities and lives through mobility and access to opportunity, and

e Goal 5: Provide responsive, accountable, and trustworthy governance within the Metro
organization.

ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED

The Board may choose to defer selection of an LPA and 10S. This is not recommended as it would
delay community partners in their pursuit of forming an EIFD that could potentially produce additional
funding and financing sources to support the Project.

The Board could select other alignments evaluated in the 2024 Draft EIR and 2025 Mid-City
Additional Alignment Analysis as the LPA, the High Frequency Bus Alternative, or the No Project
Alternative. The High Frequency Bus Alternative and No Project Alternative are not recommended as
they do not meet the project needs and objectives to close a north/south gap in the regional rail
network between the Metro E, D, and B Lines.

NEXT STEPS

With Board approval of an LPA, staff will hold further environmental analysis and engineering while
additional project funding is pursued to avoid creating premature liability exposure and uncertainty for
potentially affected property owners.

Per the Early Project Delivery Strategy, multiple actions are needed for staff to recommend that the
Metro Board consider acceleration, including demonstrating that project acceleration would not
negatively impact other Measure M projects. Following the formation of a tax increment financing
district through an EIFD and/or the commitment of additional local funds in an amount greater than
25% of the capital cost estimate, led by the City of West Hollywood in coordination with LA County,
staff would return to the Metro Board to consider a project acceleration plan and next steps for
environmental clearance and engineering. Acceleration requires two-thirds of the Metro Board
members to vote in support to amend the schedule of funds in the Measure M Expenditure Plan and
must not delay or negatively impact other projects.

ATTACHMENTS

Attachment A - Summary of Draft EIR Comments
Attachment B - Summary of 2025 Community Engagement
Attachment C - Metro Cost Benefit Analysis

Attachment D - Map of Staff Recommendation for LPA

Prepared by: Roger Martin, Senior Manager, Mobility Corridors, (213) 922-3069
Cristina Ungureanu, Senior Manager, Mobility Corridors, (213)- 922-2507
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Georgia Sheridan, Senior Director, Mobility Corridors, (213) 547-4255

Craig Hoshijima, Executive Officer, Strategic Financial Planning, (213) 547-4290
Dolores Roybal, Deputy Executive Officer, Countywide Planning and
Development, (213) 922-3024

Allison Yoh, Senior Executive Officer, Countywide Planning and Development,
(213) 922-4812
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SECTION 1:  INTRODUCTION

The Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro) prepared and circulated a Draft
Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the K Line Northern Extension (KNE) Transit Corridor Project in
Summer 2024. The KNE Draft EIR was released for public review over a 60-day comment period, which
occurred between July 23 and September 20, 2024. KNE would provide a northern extension of the
Metro light rail transit K Line from the Metro E Line (Expo) to the Metro D (Purple) Line and B (Red) Line
heavy rail transit lines. Metro is leading the environmental review process for KNE under the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). Public scoping for the EIR was initiated in Spring 2021 (see Appendix A
of this memorandum).

1.1 REPORT PURPOSE

This memorandum summarizes the community input received during the Draft EIR public comment
period, including written submissions and comments taken at public hearings and additional community
meetings Metro held for the Draft EIR. The memorandum provides a high-level summary of the major
themes and topics that were heard from the public, local organizations, stakeholder groups, elected
officials, and government agencies during the public comment period.

1.2 PROJECT OVERVIEW

As shown in Figure 1, KNE would provide a northern light rail extension of the Metro K Line from its
current terminus at the Metro E Line Expo/Crenshaw Station to a northern terminus at either the Metro B
Line Hollywood/Highland Station or the optional Hollywood Bowl! Station. KNE would serve as a critical
regional connection, linking the South Bay, the Los Angeles International Airport (LAX) area, South Los
Angeles, Inglewood, and the Crenshaw corridor to Mid-City, Central Los Angeles, West Hollywood, and
Hollywood, allowing for further connections to points north in the San Fernando Valley. It would connect
major activity centers and areas of high population and employment density. From the existing
Expo/Crenshaw Station, KNE would travel north in underground tunnels, connecting to the Metro D Line
at Wilshire Boulevard and the Metro B Line at the Hollywood/Highland Station. KNE would operate
entirely underground except for the station entrances, which provide access to riders at the street level.
At the respective transfer stations, transfers between the K Line and the D and B Lines would be entirely
underground and riders would be able to access both lines from any of the station entrances.

The following alignments are under consideration for KNE:
=  San Vicente—Fairfax Alignment
=  Fairfax Alignment
= La Brea Alignment
There is one design option under consideration, the Hollywood Bowl Design Option, for each of the

alignments. The Hollywood Bowl Design Option includes an alternate terminus station at the Hollywood
Bowl, north of the Hollywood/Highland Station.
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The project would be constructed using tunnel boring machines (TBMs) and would be implemented in
two or three sections (phases), depending on the alignment selected. The first section would connect the
E Line to the D Line for all alignments studied.

FIGURE 1. K LINE NORTHERN EXTENSION PROJECT MAP AND CONSTRUCTION SECTIONS FROM DRAFT EIR (2024)

Hollywood Bowl [Optional)
I
Emm—— Metro Rail Lines A ™
- o & Stations N = T [
C) IK] =] Fairfax/Santa Monica ]
- — 00G0EB0 s ‘a--"ﬂ‘-" J
v Metro Busway & Stations I > - o | L s R
G i i ;
Bl [ 5an Vicente/Santa Monica 2 1
Amntrak/Metrolink z : 1
_ mitrak/Metrolin S e Vgt e La Brea/Beverly
sessseee |AX Automated People Mover E > La Cienega/Beverly w 1
i - I
) | = 1

Under Construction

mm O == DlLine Extension (’ o X N ) I Yo
\ Wilshire/La Brea
< 3
. ~

0
Proposed K Line Northern Extension [KNE) = i
Project [Draft EIR 2024) R o }~
% ot 4
-o- San Vicente-Fairfax Alignment % \
idtown Crassing \'_}\
m Q) mm Fairfax Alignment [
I
-o- La Brea Alignment v A
] o- Hollywood Bowl Design Option
[@] Proposed Station o] (o} : O

e Construction Sections

. Interim Terminus Station

Subject to Change

Source: Connect Los Angeles Partners 2024

1.3 DRAFT EIR PUBLIC HEARING AND MEETINGS

To inform the public about the project and gather input, Metro used multiple outreach strategies,
including in-person and virtual meetings with local stakeholders, information tables at community events,
social media posts, and email blasts to the project’s mailing list. Outreach activities were conducted at
locations and events along the project corridor in the Cities of West Hollywood and Los Angeles, as well
as along the existing K Line corridor in South Los Angeles.

Between publication of the project’s Notice of Preparation (NOP) in April 2021 and publication of the
Draft EIR in July 2024, Metro held eight community update meetings to solicit public input on the project:
= Three NOP scoping meetings (virtual) in Spring 2021
=  Two community update meetings (virtual) in Summer 2022

= Three community update meetings (two in-person, one virtual) in Fall 2023
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After the Draft EIR was published in July 2024, Metro held three public hearings in various locations along
the project corridor to gather public input on the Draft EIR:

=  Public Hearing #1 (in-person): Saturday, August 10, 2024

=  Public Hearing #2 (in-person): Tuesday, August 13, 2024

=  Public Hearing #3 (virtual): Thursday, August 15, 2024
Based on comments and concerns raised during the public hearings, on September 4, 2024, Metro hosted
an additional community meeting with the Mid-City communities, including the historic residential

neighborhoods of Lafayette Square and Wellington Square, to address concerns about the effects of
tunneling under homes in those neighborhoods.

In addition to the public hearings and meetings, the Draft EIR was made available online at Metro’s
project website ( ) and at 14 libraries within the project corridor and along the
existing Metro K Line. The public had the opportunity to comment on the Draft EIR at the public hearings
or provide written comments via email or mail during the 60-day comment period.

Additional information on public hearings and other meetings, as well as where the Draft EIR was
available for review, can be found below in Section 2: Draft EIR Public Hearings and Meetings, and in
Chapter 6, Public Outreach, of the Draft EIR.

1.4 PUBLIC COMMENT DATA RESULTS SUMMARY

Over the 60-day public comment period for the KNE Draft EIR, Metro received 1,333 submissions from
various members of the public, agencies, elected officials, and organizations. The project team reviewed
and organized the data to identify the major themes and topics of concern received from stakeholders.
Common themes heard from the public included:

=  Support for the overall project
= Support for specific alignments and the Hollywood Bowl Design Option

= Concerns regarding the proposed removal of historic structures at the Hollywood/Highland
Station, where the K Line would connect to the existing B Line

= Concerns regarding tunneling under historic residential properties within Mid-City communities,
specifically Lafayette Square and Wellington Square

=  Concerns with “overengineering” (due to including high number of crossovers at stations, which
increase project costs)

= Support for an accelerated construction timeline
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SECTION 2:  DRAFT EIR PUBLIC HEARINGS AND MEETINGS

On July 23, 2024, the KNE Draft EIR was released for a 45-day public comment period, from July 23, 2024
to September 5, 2024. To address community concerns and respond to a request for additional time for
public comment by Supervisor Holly Mitchell, the public comment period was extended to September 20,
2024, increasing the public comment period to a total of 60 days. Metro used multiple strategies to notify
the public of the Draft EIR’s availability, including in-person and virtual meetings with local stakeholders,
information tables at community events, social media posts, advertisements in local newspapers (English
and Spanish), and project email blasts.

During the Draft EIR public comment period, Metro participated in local community events and hosted
public meetings and hearings to solicit feedback from community members and stakeholders. These
meetings and hearings were hosted to collect public input on the content and findings of the Draft EIR,
which can then inform refinements to the project as well as responses to comments in the Final EIR.
Separately, public meetings were hosted by Metro with local communities to inform and address
concerns about the project.

The Draft EIR and supporting technical reports were made available online at Metro’s project website at
www.metro.net/kne/. Hard copies of the Draft EIR (with electronic copies of the supporting technical

reports) were made available for public review at the following libraries, which are all located within the
project area or along the existing K Line:

=  Metro Headquarters, Dorothy Peyton Gray Transportation Library, One Gateway Plaza,
Los Angeles, CA 90012

=  Baldwin Hills Branch Library, 2906 S La Brea Avenue, Los Angeles, CA 90016

= Hyde Park Miriam Matthews Branch Library, 2205 W Florence Avenue, Los Angeles, CA 90043
= Angeles Mesa Branch Library, 2700 W 52nd Street, Los Angeles, CA 90043

= View Park Bebe Moore Campbell Library, 2854 W 54th Street, Los Angeles, CA 90043

=  Washington Irving Branch Library, 4117 W Washington Boulevard, Los Angeles, CA 90018

= Jefferson - Vassie D. Wright Memorial Branch Library, 2211 W Jefferson Boulevard, Los Angeles,
CA 90018

=  Fairfax Branch Library, 161 S Gardner Street, Los Angeles, CA 90036

=  Will & Ariel Durant Branch Library, 7140 W Sunset Boulevard, Los Angeles, CA 90046

® Frances Howard Goldwyn Hollywood Regional Branch, 1623 Ivar Avenue, Los Angeles, CA 90028
=  West Hollywood Library, 625 N San Vicente Boulevard, West Hollywood, CA 90069

= Russian Language Public Library, 7362 Santa Monica Boulevard, West Hollywood, CA 90046

= Margaret Herrick Library, 333 S La Cienega Boulevard, Beverly Hills, CA 90211

= |nglewood Public Library, 101 W Manchester Boulevard, Inglewood, CA 90301
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2.1 DRAFT EIR PUBLIC HEARINGS

In mid-August 2024, three public hearings (two in-person hearings and one virtual hearing) were held
during the public comment period at locations along the project alignments to ensure public accessibility
and to collect as much community input as possible. A court reporter was present at each hearing to
transcribe the proceedings. Spanish language translation was available at every hearing and Russian
language translation was available at Hearing #2 (in-person) and Hearing #3 (virtual). Responses to
comments and questions made at the hearings will be formally provided in the Final EIR. Refer to Table 1
for a summary of the three public hearing dates, times, and locations.

DRAFT EIR PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD SUMMARY MEMORANDUM
SECTION 2: DRAFT EIR PUBLIC HEARINGS AND MEETINGS

TABLE 1. PUBLIC REVIEW HEARINGS

DETAILS HEARING 1 HEARING 2 HEARING 3
Date Saturday, August 10, 2024 Tuesday, August 13, 2024 Thursday, August 15, 2024
Time 10a.m.—12 p.m. 6p.m.—8pm. 12 p.m.—1p.m.
Location Susan Miller Dorsey Senior Pan Pacific Park Recreation Virtual via Zoom
High School Center
3537 Farmdale Avenue 7600 Beverly Boulevard
Los Angeles, CA 90016 Los Angeles, CA 90036
Number of Attendees 70 97 151
Number of Submissions | 18 (14 verbal, 4 written) 36 (32 verbal, 4 written) 143 (38 verbal, 105 virtual
Received ! chat)

1 Each person who spoke, or provided written, video, or audio input, is considered a single commenter providing one submission. Each
submission has been reviewed and divided into multiple “comments” as appropriate for responses in the Final EIR. Therefore, there may be
multiple topics and multiple responses within each submission.

2.2 SEPTEMBER 4TH MID-CITY COMMUNITY MEETING

Metro hosted an additional public meeting during the Draft EIR comment period with residents of
Lafayette Square, Wellington Square, and Victoria Park, three historic neighborhoods in the southern
segment of the project vicinity whose residents voiced concerns regarding the proposed alignment
beneath their homes (Table 2). The public meeting was held to address the communities’ specific
concerns and answer questions about the project’s characteristics, history, and tunneling methods. A
copy of the presentation and meeting materials were posted to the project website

(

) following the meeting.

TABLE 2. MID-CITY COMMUNITY MEETING

DETAILS MID-CITY COMMUNITY MEETING

Date Thursday, September 4, 2024

Time 6p.m.-8pm.

Location Nate Holden Performing Arts Center, 4718 W. Washington Blvd, Los
Angeles, CA 90016

Number of Attendees 270

Number of Submissions Received

43 (33 verbal, 6 written, 2 audio, 2 video)
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SECTION 3:  DRAFT EIR PUBLIC COMMENT DATA RESULTS

3.1 PUBLIC COMMENTS AND SUBMISSIONS

During the public comment period for the Draft EIR, members of the public and project stakeholders had
the opportunity to provide input on issues related to the project. As noted above, a total of 1,333
submissions were received on the Draft EIR during the public comment period. Each person or party who
spoke, or provided written, video, or audio input, is considered a single commenter providing one
submission. Each submission has been reviewed and divided into multiple “comments” as appropriate for
responses in the Final EIR. Therefore, there may be multiple topics and multiple responses within each
submission.

= Commenters are individuals or groups who provided input during the public comment period

= Submissions are whole letters, emails, verbal testimony during public meetings, voicemails, video
submissions, virtual meeting chats, and written comment cards from public outreach events that
were submitted by the public or stakeholders on the Draft EIR

= Comments are subsets of the submissions that may include one or more topics identified in the
Draft EIR; they can be as short as one sentence or as long as a paragraph or more

This memorandum focuses on summarizing the submissions received on the Draft EIR. The unique
comments that comprise each submission will be identified in the Final EIR along with responses provided
for each comment.

The number of submissions received by method of commenting is presented in Table 3. The types of
commenters are presented in Table 4. When a submission was received in duplicate from the same
individual, with the identical content, that submission was only counted once.
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TABLE 3. NUMBER OF SUBMISSIONS RECEIVED BY SUBMISSION FORMAT

FORMAT RECEIVED NUMBER OF SUBMISSIONS RECEIVED
Email or Letter Submission 1,063
Voicemail 27
Verbal 117
Public Hearing #1 (In-Person) 14
Public Hearing #2 (In-Person) 32
Public Hearing #3 (Virtual) 38
September 4 Mid-City Community Meeting 33
Written (Comment Cards) 14
Public Hearing #1 (In-Person) 4
Public Hearing #2 (In-Person) 4
CicLAvia Outreach Event 3
September 4 Mid-City Community Meeting (Handwritten) 6
Virtual Chat (Public Hearing #3 only) 105
Audio and Video Comments 4
September 4 Mid-City Community Meeting Audio Comments 2
September 4 Mid-City Community Meeting Video Comments 2
Total 1,333

Source: Connect Los Angeles Partners 2025

TABLE 4. COUNT OF COMMENTER TYPES
TYPE OF COMMENTER NUMBER !

Elected Officials 9
Agencies 8
Organizations 32
Businesses 2
Individuals 1,275
Tribes 0

Source: Connect Los Angeles Partners 2025

* Commenter types do not add up to 1,333 as several elected officials and organizations submitted
multiple distinct letters, though each of those only counted once as a commenter.
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3.2 SUBMISSIONS BY AFFILIATION

Table 5 lists the elected officials, agencies, and organizations that Metro received submissions from
during the Draft EIR public comment period (July 23, 2024 to September 20, 2024). Some organizations
provided multiple submissions, but the organization was only counted once below.

TABLE 5. ORGANIZATIONS AND ELECTED OFFICIALS THAT COMMENTED ON THE DRAFT EIR

ELECTED OFFICIALS AGENCIES ORGANIZATIONS

e Congressman Adam Schiff, 30th o (California Department of e 16% Place Neighborhood Association
Congressional District Transportation e American Institute of Architects Los
e Assemblymember Rick Chavez o (California Public Utilities Angeles
Zbur, 51st Assembly District Commission e Art Deco Society of Los Angeles
e State Senator Ben Allen, o City of West Hollywood e Carthay Circle Neighborhood
24 District e Los Angeles County Department Association
o Supervisor Holly Mitchell, Los of Recreation and Parks and e Cedars-Sinai Medical Center
Angeles County, 2" District LA Philharmonic o Citizens Preserving Venice
¢ Councilmember Hugo Soto- o Los Angeles Department of e Crenshaw Chamber of Commerce
Martinez, City of Los Angeles, Transportation e Franklin Corridor Communities
13" Disrict *  Los Angeles Department of o Friends of Historic Miracle Mile
o Councilmember Heather Hutt, Water and Power . .
City of Los Angeles, 10" District = o Los Angeles Unified School * Friends of the Green Line .
o Mayor John Erickson, City of District o Greater WI|ShI.re Nelghborhqod Council
West Hollywood o Westside Cities Council of e Hollywood Helghts Association
e Mayor James Butts, City of Governments * Hollywood Heritage
Inglewood o Hollywood United Methodist Church

¢ Inglewood Board of Realtors

o Lafayette Square Neighborhood Assn.
Greater Los Angeles Realtors

e LAX Coastal Chamber of Commerce

o League of Women Voters Los Angeles
o Los Angeles City Historical Society

o Los Angeles Conservancy

o Los Angeles Historic Theatre
Foundation

e Los Angeles LGBT Center

e Move LA

o Sierra Club, Angeles Chapter

o Spaulding Square Neighborhood Assn.

e Streets For All

e The Transit Coalition

o Torrance Area Chamber of Commerce

e Transportation Communications
Union/IAM Local 1315

¢ United Neighborhoods of the Historic
Arlington Heights, West Adams and
Jefferson Park Communities
Neighborhood Council

o West Adams Heritage Association

Source: Connect Los Angeles Partners 2025
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Table 6 shows the key issues raised by these stakeholders, categorized into the following topics: Project
Support, Alignment Preference, Hollywood/Highland Preservation, Mid-City Concerns, Agency

Coordination, and Other (topics noted below).

TABLE 6. KEY STAKEHOLDER DRAFT EIR COMMENT TOPICS

COMMENTER
ELECTED OFFICIALS

MAJOR TOPICS *

Congressman Adam Schiff, 30t Congressional
District

Project Support, San Vicente-Fairfax Alignment Preference

Assemblymember Rick Chavez Zbur, 51st
Assembly District

Project Support, San Vicente-Fairfax Alignment Preference

State Senator Ben Allen, 24t District

Project Support, San Vicente-Fairfax Alignment Preference

Supervisor Holly Mitchell, Los Angeles County, 2nd
District (Metro Board Director)

Mid-City Concerns, Other (Request to Extend Comment Period)

Councilmember Hugo Soto-Martinez, City of Los
Angeles, 13t District

Project Support, San Vicente-Fairfax Alignment Preference

Councilmember Heather Hutt, City of Los Angeles,
10t District

Mid-City Concerns (Alignment Preference Under Public Right-of-Way,
Tunneling Concerns)

Mayor John Erickson, City of West Hollywood

Project Support, San Vicente-Fairfax Alignment Preference

Mayor James Butts, City of Inglewood (Metro
Board Director)

Project Support, San Vicente-Fairfax Alignment Preference

AGENCIES

California Department of Transportation

Project Support, San Vicente-Fairfax and Fairfax Alignment
Preference, Agency Coordination, Other (Hollywood Bowl Design
Option Support, Junction Box Design)

California Public Utilities Commission

Agency Coordination

City of West Hollywood

Project Support, San Vicente-Fairfax Alignment Preference, Agency
Coordination, Other (Ridership Methodology Questions, Sheriff Station
Relocation, First/Last Mile Planning, Paleontological Resources,
Cultural Resources, Biological Resources, Transportation)

Los Angeles County Department of Recreation and
Parks and LA Philharmonic

Project Support, Other (Hollywood Bowl Design Option Support,
Hollywood Bowl Parking)

Los Angeles Department of Transportation

Project Support, Other (Project Acceleration, Job Access Analysis)

Los Angeles Department of Water and Power

Agency Coordination

Los Angeles Unified School District

Agency Coordination, Other (Construction Effects on Schools)

Westside Cities Council of Governments

Project Support, San Vicente-Fairfax Alignment Preference

ORGANIZATIONS

16t Place Neighborhood Association

Mid-City Concerns

American Institute of Architects Los Angeles

Project Support

Art Deco Society of Los Angeles

Project Support, Hollywood/Highland Preservation

Carthay Circle Neighborhood Association

Other (Request for Information)

Cedars-Sinai Medical Center

Project Support, Other (Potential Effects on Facilities and Operations)

Citizens Preserving Venice

Hollywood/Highland Preservation

Crenshaw Chamber of Commerce

Project Support, San Vicente-Fairfax Alignment Preference

Franklin Corridor Communities

Hollywood/Highland Preservation
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MAJOR TOPICS
Hollywood/Highland Preservation

Friends of the Green Line

Project Support, La Brea Alignment Preference

Greater Wilshire Neighborhood Council

Other (Design of Wilshire/La Brea Station)

Greater Los Angeles Realtors

Project Support, San Vicente-Fairfax Alignment Preference, Other
(Hollywood Bowl and Expo/Crenshaw Station Design; Construction
Effects on Businesses)

Hollywood Heights Association

Hollywood/Highland Preservation

Hollywood Heritage

Hollywood/Highland Preservation

Hollywood United Methodist Church

Other (Seismic Concerns during Tunneling)

Inglewood Board of Realtors

Project Support, San Vicente-Fairfax Alignment Preference

Lafayette Square Neighborhood Association

Mid-City Concerns

LAX Coastal Chamber of Commerce

Project Support, San Vicente-Fairfax Alignment Preference

League of Women Voters Los Angeles

Project Support, Fairfax and La Brea Alignment Preference

Los Angeles City Historical Society

Hollywood/Highland Preservation

Los Angeles Conservancy

Hollywood/Highland Preservation, Other (Santa Palm Carwash)

Los Angeles Historic Theatre Foundation

Hollywood/Highland Preservation

Los Angeles LGBT Center

Project Support, San Vicente-Fairfax Alignment Preference

Move LA

Project Support

Sierra Club, Angeles Chapter

Project Support, San Vicente-Fairfax Alignment Preference, Other
(Groundwater Concerns; Crossover Design)

Spaulding Square Neighborhood Association

Hollywood/Highland Preservation

Streets For All

Project Support, San Vicente-Fairfax Alignment Preference, Other
(Hollywood Bowl Design Option Support)

The Transit Coalition

Project Support, San Vicente-Fairfax Alignment Preference

Torrance Area Chamber of Commerce

Project Support, San Vicente-Fairfax Alignment Preference

Transportation Communications Union/IAM Local
1315

Project Support, San Vicente-Fairfax Alignment Preference

United Neighborhoods of the Historic Arlington
Heights, West Adams and Jefferson Park
Communities Neighborhood Council

Mid-City Concerns, Other (Consultation, Traffic, Vibration, Upzoning)

West Adams Heritage Association

Mid-City Concerns, Hollywood/Highland Preservation, Other
(Consultation)

Source: Connect Los Angeles Partners 2025

" Major topics include the following: Project Support, Alignment Preference (any of the three Draft EIR alignments and the Hollywood Bowl
Design Option), Hollywood/Highland (preservation of historic resources), Mid-City Concerns (effects on neighborhoods), Agency Coordination,
and Other (all other Draft EIR technical and procedural comments).

Among submissions from elected officials, agencies, and organizations, the following list shows how many
included each of the six major topic categories identified in Table 6 (Project Support, Alignment
Preference, Hollywood/Highland, Mid-City, Agency Coordination, and Other):

e Project Support: 6 Elected Officials, 5 Agencies, 16 Organizations

e Alignment Preference: 6 Elected Officials, 3 Agencies, 12 Organizations
e Hollywood/Highland Concerns: 11 Organizations

o Mid-City Concerns: 2 Elected Official, 4 Organizations
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e Agency Coordination: 5 Agencies
e Other: 1 Elected Official, 5 Agencies, 10 Organizations

3.3 DRAFT EIR SUBMISSION THEMES

This section presents a distillation of the most prevalent types of comments and themes of all
submissions received on the Draft EIR, based on counts of written submissions and topics heard during
public hearings and meetings. Metro received many comments in support of the project and preferences
on specific alignment options, outlined in Table 7. In addition, Metro received comments on different
topics or themes, outlined in Table 8. The threshold for considering a theme as “prevalent” was 50
submissions or greater. Although one submission could have repeated keywords or multiple topics within
it, mention of a particular theme was only counted once per submission. In addition, the sum of the
submission counts below does not represent the total number of submissions received on the Draft EIR.
For example, a submission counted for the “Tunneling” theme could also be counted under the “Mid-City
historic residential communities” theme depending on the content of comments in that submission. The
tables differentiate between submission topics received from Mid-City communities where specific issues
were raised and those submission topics received from outside Mid-City.

3.3.1 PROJECT SUPPORT AND ALIGNMENT PREFERENCE

Table 7 shows the breakdown of submissions received that were related to overall project support and
specific alignment preference.

TABLE 7. NUMBER OF KEY SUBMISSIONS WITH PROJECT SUPPORT/OPPOSITION AND ALIGNMENT PREFERENCE

SUBMISSION THEME TOTAL NUMBER TOTAL NUMBER OF TOTAL NUMBER OF
OF SUBMISSIONS | SUBMISSIONS RECEIVED SUBMISSIONS

FROM MID-CITY HISTORIC RECEIVED FROM

RESIDENTIAL OTHER
COMMUNITIES 3 COMMUNITIES

Project Support 489 15 474
For San Vicente-Fairfax 282 5 277
For Fairfax 63 2 61
For La Brea 63 2 61
For Hollywood Bowl Design Option 168 2 166
For High Frequency Bus Alternative 2 14 3 1
Opposition to Mid-City Alignment (E Line to 138 117 21
Midtown Crossing)

Project Opposition (No Project Alternative)! 20 3 17

Source: Connect Los Angeles Partners 2025

' Project Opposition was included in the counts even though fewer than 50 submissions were received to provide a contrast with the Project
Support category. This category represents opposition to the entire project, and not those comments that oppose a specific alignment.

2 “For High Frequency Bus Alternative” was included in the counts even though fewer than 50 submissions were received to provide a contrast
with support for the other alignments.

3Represents commenters who self-identified as Mid-City residents in their submissions, as well as others who raised concerns relevant to Mid-
City without self-identifying as residents.
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3.3.1.1 PROJECT SUPPORT

As shown in Table 7 above, 489 submissions expressed general support for the project (“Project
Support”). Any submission that expressed preference for a specific alignment was coded as “Support
Project” in addition to the comment code for the respective alignment(s). Recurring reasons for project
support include the following:

= Access to major destinations, entertainment, arts, and commerce
= Access to jobs/easier commute

= Better access to the rest of the Metro transit system

=  Generally supportive of public transit

= Good for environment

= Access to Hollywood Bowl

= Alternative to cars

= Traffic reduction

= |ncreased Metro system ridership

3312 ALIGNMENT SUPPORT

Number of submissions with support for one or more alignments: 357

There were 357 submissions received in support of one of the three alignments presented in the Draft
EIR. Of the 357 submissions expressing support for a particular alignment, the San Vicente—Fairfax
Alignment received 282 submissions of support (79% of all alignment support submissions), while the
Fairfax Alignment and La Brea Alignment received 63 (18%) and 63 (18%) submissions showing support,
respectively.

The following four subsections identify key submission themes associated with support of the alignments
and the Hollywood Bowl Design Option.

FOR SAN VICENTE-FAIRFAX ALIGNMENT
Number of submissions: 282

Many of those expressing support for the San Vicente—Fairfax Alignment included the following reasons:
=  Projected highest ridership of alignments studied

*  Aroute that would serve multiple popular destinations and employment centers in the project
area, including Museum Row, Cedars-Sinai Medical Center, and nightlife in West Hollywood

FOR FAIRFAX ALIGNMENT
Number of submissions: 63

Many of those expressing support for the Fairfax Alignment included the following reasons:
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= A more direct transit connection between Metro E, D, and B Lines, compared to the longer
San Vicente—Fairfax Alignment

= Aroute that would serve multiple popular destinations and employment centers, including
Museum Row and the Original Farmers Market and the Grove

= Abalance between a relatively direct transit connection and serving more regional destinations

FOR LA BREA ALIGNMENT
Number of submissions: 63

Many of those expressing support for the La Brea Alignment included the following reasons:
= Aroute that would provide the fastest, most direct connection between Metro E, D, and B Lines

= Ashorter alignment with fewer stations would be quicker and less expensive to construct

FOR HOLLYWOOD BOWL DESIGN OPTION
Number of submissions: 168

Supporters of the Hollywood Bow! Design Option noted the following reasons:
® |Improvement to high traffic congestion during Hollywood Bowl events

= Difficulty accessing the Hollywood Bowl by other non-auto means (walking, bicycling, other public
transit, etc.)

3.31.3 OPPOSITION TO MID-CITY ALIGNMENT

Number of submissions: 138

Residents of historic Mid-City neighborhoods, particularly Lafayette Square and Wellington Square,
provided written and email comments expressing opposition specifically to the tunnel alignment passing
beneath their neighborhood and properties, between the proposed Crenshaw/Adams Station and
Midtown Crossing Station. Their reasons for opposition focused on several similar concerns about the
environmental process and the project alignment:

= |nsufficient public outreach to/notification of residents in the Lafayette Square and Wellington
Square communities, lack of notification regarding the alignment along Crenshaw Boulevard

= Concerns about potential damage to historic homes due to vibration, ground settlement,
groundwater levels, and seismic risk resulting from construction and operation of the project

= Concerns about potential reduction of property values
Metro has engaged with community members of Mid-City neighborhoods to discuss their issues of
concern since the Draft EIR was published. Metro completed additional technical analysis in Summer and

Fall 2025, as the alignment in Mid-City is common to all three alignment alternatives and would be part of
the initial phase of project implementation.
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3.3.14 PROJECT OPPOSITION

This category represents opposition to the entire project, and not those comments that oppose a specific
alignment but generally support the project if the alignment were located elsewhere. Only 20
submissions expressed opposition to the overall project. Reasons included suggestions that existing
transit is adequate and the project would be too costly and would take too long to build, as well as
concerns about crime on the Metro systems and increased risks associated with earthquakes.

3.3.2 KEY THEMES

Table 8 provides the ten key Draft EIR submission themes that received the most input from the public, in
order of the number of submissions received on each topic. The loss of historic buildings at the proposed
Hollywood/Highland Station location received the highest number of submissions. Issues related to Mid-
City historical residential communities, including Lafayette Square and Wellington Square, received the
second highest number of submissions.

TABLE 8. NUMBER OF SUBMISSIONS RECEIVED PER KEY THEME

KEY SUBMISSION THEME TOTAL NUMBER TOTAL NUMBER OF TOTAL NUMBER OF
OF SUBMISSIONS RECEIVED SUBMISSIONS RECEIVED
SUBMISSIONS FROM MID-CITY HISTORIC FROM OTHER

RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITIES
COMMUNITIES

Removal of Historic Buildings at 399 1 398

Hollywood/Highland

Mid-City Historic Residential 252 252 0

Communities

Tunneling * 148 127 21

Public Outreach and Noticing 137 111 26

Noise and Vibration 105 90 15

Geology and Soils 92 82 10

Property Values 77 70 7

Project Cost 79 17 63

Project Schedule 50 0 50

Overengineering/Crossovers 74 5 69

Source: Connect Los Angeles Partners 2025
' The Tunneling category incorporates general concerns regarding tunneling, which could include settlement, noise and vibration, seismic risk,
groundwater, etc.

3.3.2.1 REMOVAL OF HISTORIC STRUCTURES AT HOLLYWOOD/HIGHLAND STATION

Number of submissions: 399 (1 from Mid-City communities)

There were 399 submissions from individuals and local historic preservation groups related to potential
removal of up to four historic buildings at Hollywood Boulevard and Highland Avenue, identified in the
Draft EIR as potentially impacted properties, to construct a new station entrance to connect the K Line to

K LINE NORTHERN EXTENSION TRANSIT CORRIDOR PROJECT
NOVEMBER 2025 | PAGE 3-9



@ . DRAFT EIR PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD SUMMARY MEMORANDUM
Metro

SECTION 3: DRAFT EIR PUBLIC COMMENT DATA RESULTS

the B Line. The historic buildings are contributing resources to the Hollywood Boulevard Commercial and
Entertainment District, which is a historic district listed in the National Register of Historic Places.

= 6806 Hollywood Boulevard

= Rexall Drug Store, Lee Drug Company (6800 Hollywood Boulevard)
=  Bank of America (6780 Hollywood Boulevard)

= Hollywood Theater (6766 Hollywood Boulevard)

While many of these submissions did not directly indicate opposition to the project, their comments
included:

= Suggestions to adapt or reuse the facades of the current historic buildings to integrate into the
proposed new station entrances

=  Analysis of a “preservation alternative”, in order to avoid removal of the historic resources.
However, the preservation alternative was generally not defined

=  Requests to minimize removal of historic buildings and concerns that removal of any of these
historic buildings would impact the integrity of the designated historic district, which is located
along Hollywood Boulevard between El Cerrito Place to the west and Argyle Avenue to the east

3322 MID-CITY HISTORIC RESIDENTIAL COMMUNITIES
Number of submissions: 252 (all from Mid-City communities)

Residents of the Mid-City historic residential neighborhoods, including Lafayette Square (a Historic
Preservation Overlay Zone [HPOZ]) and Wellington Square, expressed concerns about tunnel construction
activities and project operation under older homes in historic neighborhoods, and potential other effects
to property rights and historic designation status as a City of Los Angeles HPOZ.

= Concerns about potential damage to historic residences due to tunneling, including:

» Potential for vibration-related damage to homes

» Concerns over structural damage due to ground settlement and increased risk during seismic
events (i.e., earthquakes)

» Potential to encounter previously unidentified water sources and methane gas pockets that
could damage homes or foundations

= Concerns about lack of community engagement and awareness of the project and changes to
alignments between the beginning of scoping and the Draft EIR publication, and requests for
additional engagement and exploration of alignment options that could minimize tunneling
below homes

= Concerns regarding loss of access to grocery stores due to the Ralphs removal for construction of
the proposed Midtown Crossing Station

= Request to analyze more alternatives that do not pass beneath Mid-City neighborhoods

= Concerns regarding Lafayette Square neighborhood/HPOZ status in the Draft EIR; several
Lafayette Square residents felt that the analysis ignored their neighborhood, or that their HPOZ
designation warranted special consideration regarding underground transit projects
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3.3.2.3 TUNNELING

Number of submissions: 148 (127 from Mid-City communities)

The “Tunneling” theme included submissions that specifically used the word tunneling (or similar words
such as boring or drilling), without necessarily identifying specific tunneling concerns. Most (85%) of the
tunneling submissions came from Mid-City communities.. Concerns regarding tunneling, when identified,
include location of the tunnels beneath private properties, tunneling safety, noise and vibration,
settlement, seismicity, methane gas, groundwater and other geotechnical considerations.

3.3.24 PUBLIC OUTREACH AND NOTICING
Number of submissions: 137 (111 from Mid-City communities)

Commenters expressed concerns regarding a perception of insufficient public outreach and engagement
during the Draft EIR public comment period, particularly to the Lafayette Square and Wellington Square
neighborhoods:

= Lack of awareness of the project’s status within the Lafayette Square and Wellington Square
neighborhoods and lack of consultation during the planning process on alignments studied in the
Draft EIR

= Failure to notify or engage certain local organizations that may have relevance to the project,
such as the Lafayette Square and Wellington Square Neighborhood Associations, West Adams
Heritage Association, Art Deco Society of Los Angeles, and Cultural Heritage Commission

3.3.2.5 NOISE AND VIBRATION

Number of submissions: 105 (90 from Mid-City communities)
Commenters expressed concerns about vibration from TBM use and train operations that could
potentially result in damage to homes and cause human annoyance:

=  Potential vibrations from TBM use during project construction and train pass-bys during
operation could create vibration effects that could cause disruptions at the surface

=  Potential structural impacts or other damage to homes where TBMs and trains pass directly
under residences

3326  GEOLOGY AND SOILS

Number of submissions: 92 (82 from Mid-City communities)
Commenters expressed concerns regarding seismic risks and soil instability in areas where TBMs would
operate to construct the tunnel alignment:

®= Tunneling in a seismically active area

=  Potential for soil settlement and unanticipated ground movement under historic homes that may
have more fragile foundations or fewer seismic retrofitting improvements
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3.3.2.7 PROPERTY VALUES

Number of submissions: 77 (70 from Mid-City communities)

Submissions under this theme expressed concerns regarding the potential for decreases in property
values for residences located above the proposed tunnel alignment. The vast majority of submissions
received under this theme were from Mid-City residents, though a few were either from West Hollywood
or from unspecified locations. Specifically, commenters were concerned that Metro’s purchase of
subsurface easements under each affected property would lower the property value. Other concerns
include:

=  Any homeowners whose properties would have a tunnel underneath would be required to
disclose that to potential buyers

= The loss of generational wealth previously acquired by homeowners in the neighborhood, as a
result of the proposed tunnel alignment

3.3.2.8 PROJECT COST AND SCHEDULE

Number of submissions for Project Cost: 79 (17 from Mid-City communities) and Schedule: 50 (0 from
Mid-City communities)
Submissions regarding schedule and cost/funding reflected the following issues:

=  Expressed a desire for construction to begin and be completed sooner than currently
programmed

= Requested that Metro identify funds to expedite construction and operation of the project and
called for the City of West Hollywood and City of Los Angeles to form an Enhanced Infrastructure
Funding District (EIFD) to raise funds for project construction

Comments regarding project cost from Mid-City communities were primarily concerned with the cost
difference between the Draft EIR alignment and the alignment under Crenshaw Boulevard. There were no
comments associated with project schedule from Mid-City communities.

3.3.2.9 OVERENGINEERING/CROSSOVERS
Number of submissions: 74 (5 from Mid-City communities)

Submissions under this theme expressed concerns regarding “over-engineering” of the project, which
were received after a local transit advocate posted a YouTube video on the project design, primarily
concerned about the station footprint and rail crossovers included in the advanced conceptual
engineering drawings presented with the Draft EIR. Comments received on this topic included:

= Suggestions to reduce the size of station boxes and the size and number of crossovers

= Some commenters expressed that they did not think crossovers are necessary at every station
and that their lengths should be reduced to be more in line with other Metro light rail lines

= Commenters also stated that large crossovers would unnecessarily inflate the cost of the project
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3.32.10  ADDITIONAL TOPICS IDENTIFIED

In addition to the themes listed above, which generally appeared in at least 50 submissions, there were
other comment categories that appeared in multiple submissions but did not reach the threshold for
identification as a “theme.” These topics included the following:

= Plan for future rail and bus connections: Desire for connections to more transit
opportunities/stations, or for more than one of the alignments to be built

= Safety on trains and in stations: Concerns about crime and the presence of homeless populations
on the trains, in stations, and in surrounding areas

= Availability of restrooms: A group of commenters supported having restrooms in transit stations

= Consider different station locations: Commenters suggested station locations that were not
identified in the Draft EIR; while many alternate station locations were suggested, common
locations included Beverly/Fairfax, San Vicente/La Cienega, and an unspecified location farther
north in Burbank
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SECTION 4:  ADDITIONAL ANALYSIS AND COMMUNITY
ENGAGEMENT WITH MID-CITY COMMUNITIES

Following the close of the Draft EIR public comment period and in response to comments raised by
residents of historic Mid-City neighborhoods, in October 2024 the Metro Board authorized additional
technical analysis and community engagement to address concerns regarding the tunnel alignment in
Mid-City. This alignment is common to all three alignment alternatives studied and would be
implemented as part of the first phase of the project.

In August 2025, Metro published three technical reports to respond to the common questions and
concerns: Mid-City Additional Alignment Analysis, Tunnel Safety Report, and Property Considerations
Summary.! In addition, Metro published Tunneling Safety Frequently Asked Questions (FAQs) and
Property Considerations FAQs, which condensed the information provided in the longer Tunnel Safety
Report and Property Considerations Summary, respectively. Between Summer and Fall 2025, Metro held
four community meetings to share the findings:

=  Meetings focused on Mid-City Alignment Analysis and Property Considerations Summary:

» In-person meeting on August 23, 2025, 9a.m.—12 p.m.
» Virtual meeting on August 26, 2025, 12 p.m.—2 p.m.

=  Meetings focused on Tunnel Safety Report:
» Virtual meeting on October 1, 2025, 12 p.m.—2 p.m.

» In-person meeting on October 4, 2025,9 a.m.—12 p.m.

Refer to Metro’s Summary of 2025 Community Engagement report for a detailed description of outreach
activities.

! The Mid-City Additional Alignment Analysis, Tunnel Safety Report, and Property Considerations Summary are available for download at
https://www.dropbox.com/scl/fo/77p64ve9aljqc2sofdlpp/AB7_s20Rs0bbpCXXO6Cifuo?rlkey=m922ulvgno3yiyazosozh5xmj&e=1&st=68eolm7e&
dI=0.
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APPENDIX A SUMMARY OF PUBLIC COMMENTS DURING 2021
PUBLIC SCOPING FOR EIR

The Notice of Preparation (NOP) for the public scoping period was published on April 15, 2021, and
extended through May 28, 2021, for a 45-day public review period for preparation of the Draft
Environmental Impact Report (EIR). The NOP extended an invitation for public participation in the EIR
scoping process and announced scheduled NOP scoping meetings. To notify the public and stakeholders
of the NOP’s availability, Metro posted meeting notices on the project’s website, sent email blasts to the
project’s stakeholder database, and distributed approximately 130,000 notices to communities along the
project corridor through social media advertisements, newspaper advertisements, and targeted outreach
to specific stakeholder groups.

Over the 45-day scoping period, Metro held three virtual scoping meetings, in late April and early May
2021 (April 29, May 6, and May 8, 2021), to provide an overview of the project and the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) process, and to receive comments on the scope of environmental
analysis from agencies, stakeholders, and the public.
Major themes heard from the public during the NOP scoping period included:

=  Support for specific alignments

= Higher costs associated with the San Vicente-Fairfax Alignment

® |mportance of a favorable benefit-to-cost ratio in decision-making

® |mportance of travel time in decision-making

= Urgency for project acceleration

=  Preferences for underground construction

= Concerns for green space preservation

= Concerns regarding property devaluation

=  Expectations for well-placed transit hubs

= Increasing job accessibility

= Environmental benefits

= Concerns regarding traffic issues during construction

= Concerns regarding the project’s operational impacts
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Community Engagement Summary 2025

On October 31, 2024, Metro’s Board of Directors approved
additional funding for contract modifications to support
further environmental analyses, engineering, and community
engagement. This action followed the close of the Draft
Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) public comment period
on September 20, 2024. During that period, many residents
of historic Mid-City neighborhoods voiced concerns about
the proposed tunnel alignment beneath residential areas.
Community members referenced past injustices, such as the
displacement of Black families during construction of the
Santa Monica Freeway (I-10) and requested a more inclusive
planning process before any alignment was selected.

Key concerns included potential effects to older homes,
property values, and issues related to tunneling such as
noise, vibration, settlement, seismic safety, groundwater, and
oil rights. Residents expressed a preference for tunnels to
travel beneath public streets rather than private properties
and called for Metro to explore alternate tunnel options

that could reduce tunneling below historic neighborhoods.
Residents also requested more engagement as part of the
decision-making process prior to selecting a Locally Preferred
Alternative (LPA).

Responding to these concerns, Metro conducted additional
technical analyses and developed new outreach strategies to
solicit input from Mid-City leaders on how to better engage
residents and share findings from new studies. In August
2025, Metro published three technical reports and two
Frequently Asked Question (FAQs) documents addressing
key concerns that historic Mid-City residents raised during
the Draft EIR public comment period.

The technical reports and FAQs included:

> Mid-City Additional Alignment Analysis: evaluated
community-suggested alternate tunnel alignments to
reduce subsurface tunnel easements beneath homes while
maintaining transit service quality.

> Tunnel Safety Report: outlined tunnel construction
methods, safety standards, and case studies where
tunneling has occurred below historic homes and
sensitive uses. The report addresses key concerns
related to tunneling including settlement, seismic safety,
groundwater, vibration, and oil wells.

> Property Considerations Report: examined questions about
property values, rights, and easements, supported by a
literature review and local case examples.

> Tunnel Safety FAQ: summarized common questions about
tunnel construction and operations.

> Property Considerations FAQ: explained real estate topics
such as subsurface easements and potential effects on

property value.

Metro worked closely with Mid-City community leaders to
develop an engagement plan for releasing the findings.
Leaders advised on how to break down technical

information for all residents. Their input shaped a phased
outreach approach: previewing content with trusted Mid-City
leaders, coordinating notifications, and hosting community
meetings for historic Mid-City residents at large.



Building on this plan, the project team carried out a
multi-pronged outreach effort throughout the summer and
fall. Activities included tabling at community events, hosting
additional coffee conversations with Mid-City leaders, and
distributing updated materials like a refreshed Story Map, fact
sheet, and FAQs. Metro also created a Mid-City specific
stakeholder list for targeted updates and meeting invitations.

In August, Metro held two community meetings to present
the Mid-City Additional Alignment Analysis findings, followed
by two more meetings in October on Tunnel Safety
(requested by community leaders) to give residents more
time to review and discuss the technical content.

Engagement Overview

Between January and October 2025, Metro conducted
extensive outreach to inform and engage stakeholders on
the K Line Northern Extension. The effort included five (5)
briefings with key stakeholders, eleven (11) tabling events,
three (3) coffee conversations with Mid-City leaders, four (4)
community update meetings, and an optional tunnel safety

tour.

Activity Type

Five (5)
Stakeholder
Briefings

Dates

January 2025 -
July 2025

Participants

Westside/Central
Service Council,
Technical Advisory
Committee,
Cedars-Sinai, LA
County Sheriff,
Council District
10: Office of
Councilwoman
Heather Hutt

Eleven (11) Tabling
Events

February 2025 -
September 2025

1,460+ engaged

Three (3) Coffee
Conversations

March 2025 -
August 2025

24 unique
participants (not
including Metro
staff)

Four (4)
Community
Update Meetings

August 2025 -
October 2025

234+ participants
(not including
Metro staff)

CicLAvia West Adams meets University Park
— February 23, 2025

Tabling for this outreach period began with the CicLAvia—
West Adams Meets University Park event on February 23,
2025. During the event, the team engaged more than 170
participants. Residents expressed enthusiasm for the project
while also raising questions about project timing, potential
route alternatives, funding, and opportunities to stay
involved. Twenty attendees signed up to receive project

updates.

Coffee Conversation #1 — March 5, 2025

On March g, 2025, Metro hosted its first Coffee Conversation
with Mid-City community leaders from historic neighbor-
hoods, including Lafayette Square and Wellington Square, as
well as members of the Mid-City Neighborhood Council, with
Director Jacquelyn Dupont-Walker and her staff also in atten-
dance, at Palm Grove Social (4660 W Washington Blvd, Los
Angeles, CA 90016). The session brought together more than
six participants and aimed to provide updates on the
additional studies underway, share context on the Measure
M funding timeline, and reestablish a productive working
relationship with neighborhood stakeholders. Participants
asked about tunneling depth, why the project will be entirely
underground, and whether above-ground options were
previously studied. Other questions focused on property
values, land use around stations, and examples from other
cities with older homes. Metro staff discussed how
demographic data informs ridership modeling and
highlighted business support programs such as Eat Shop Play
and the Business Interruption Fund. The meeting concluded
with Metro’s commitment to return in the coming months to
share study findings and next steps.



CicLAvia Koreatown Meets Hollywood

— April 5, 2025

On April 5, 2025, the team participated in CicLAvia—
Koreatown Meets Hollywood, engaging with more than 200
attendees, including residents and visitors. Conversations
focused on the project’s long timeline, with many participants
expressing interest in community meetings and ways to stay
involved. Thirty-one attendees signed up to receive project
updates.

Original Farmers Market — May 26, 2025

On May 26, 2025, the team staffed a table during peak
visiting hours at the Original Farmers Market (6333 W 3rd
St, Los Angeles, CA 90036), engaging with more than 50
residents, employees, and visitors. Many attendees learned
about the project for the first time and expressed curiosity
about tunneling methods and alignment options. Fourteen
participants signed up to receive project updates.

West Hollywood Pride Festival - May 31 &
June 1, 2025

On May 31 and June 1, 2025, the team participated in the

City of West Hollywood's Pride Festival, where more than

650 visitors stopped by the KNE booth. Attendees expressed
strong overall support for the project, with many asking
about the Locally Preferred Alternative timeline and showing
particular interest in the San Vicente—Fairfax alignment. Sixty-
two participants signed up to receive project updates.

Markets at Leimert Park — June 21, 2025

On June 21, 2025, during the Markets at Leimert Park Grand
Opening, the outreach team engaged with more than 25
attendees. Most conversations centered on the upcoming
LAX Transit Center, while several visitors collected project
materials to learn about the KNE Project for the first time.
Two participants signed up to receive project updates.

Mid-City Arts and Music Festival
— June 28, 2025

On June 28, 2025, the team engaged with more than 225
visitors at the Mid-City Arts and Music Festival. Attendees
raised questions about funding, project timelines, and
potential effects from tunneling, while Lafayette Square
residents voiced both support and opposition. Thirty-nine
participants signed up to receive project updates, and all were
added to the Mid-City-specific stakeholder list in preparation
for the August Community Update Meetings.

Coffee Conversation #2 — July 23, 2025

The second Coffee Conversation took place at Palm Grove
Social and brought together 14 participants, including Mid-
City leaders from Lafayette Square, Wellington Square, and
the Mid-City Neighborhood Council, along with Supervisor
Holly Mitchell, Director Dupont-Walker, and staff representing
Supervisor Mitchell, Supervisor Lindsey Horvath, and
Director Dupont-Walker (who was also representing City of
Los Angeles Mayor Karen Bass).

Metro provided an update on ongoing work to address issues
raised at previous meetings, including tunneling, potential
changes to properties, tunnel easements, and property
values. Metro also shared current outreach plans and
solicited additional input from attendees on the best ways to
share information in the historic Mid-City communities.
Attendees emphasized the need for Metro to provide plain-
language materials that allow for meaningful

public input. Mid-City leaders also recommended scheduling
meetings before Labor Day, expanding outreach beyond the
immediate neighborhoods, offering walking tours of
proposed tunneling routes, and inviting testimony from
residents currently living above existing Metro tunnels.

Coffee Conversation #3 — August 5, 2025

Held at Palm Grove Social, the third Coffee Conversation
brought together 18 participants, including Mid-City leaders
from Lafayette Square, Wellington Square, and the Mid-City
Neighborhood Council, as well as Director Jacquelyn Dupont-
Walker and staff representing Supervisor Holly Mitchell,
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Supervisor Lindsey Horvath, and Director Dupont-Walker.
Residents from Lafayette Road, Victoria Park, and the 16th
Place Neighborhood Association were also invited to join. The
conversation focused on alignment analysis, property
considerations, and tunnel safety. Metro staff previewed
findings from the Mid-City Additional Alignment Analysis,
explained how tunnel boring machines (TBMs) operate, and
described the real estate process for underground easements.
Residents raised questions about tunnel width, construction
phasing, potential business displacement at locations such
as Midtown Crossing, tunnel safety, and whether the new
alignment options, specifically the West Boulevard option,
could be adjusted further to avoid homes in Wellington
Square. Residents shared concerns on property values and oil
rights. Suggestions included breaking the technical findings
from the alignment analysis and tunnel safety into separate
community meetings, as well as creating executive
summaries of technical reports, and conducting walking
tours to make the information more tangible. Metro staff
committed to incorporating community feedback into the
upcoming August meetings and beyond.

Wellington Square Farmer’s Market
— August 10, 2025

To build awareness of the August meetings, the team
coordinated with the Wellington Square Farmer’s Market
manager to table at the market in the weeks leading up to
the August meetings. On August 10, 2025, the outreach team
engaged with more than 50 local residents at the Wellington
Square Farmer’s Market. Many raised concerns about
tunneling beneath Wellington Square and Lafayette Square,
while others asked about nearby projects such as the LAX
Transit Center. Seventeen participants signed up to receive
project updates.

Wellington Square Farmer’s Market
— August 17, 2025

On August 17, 2025, the team returned to Wellington Square
for follow-up tabling, engaging with more than 30 residents.
Conversations again centered on tunneling, the upcoming
community meetings, and the LAX Transit Center.

Members of the Lafayette Square Association assisted with
flyer distribution. Eight participants signed up to receive
project updates.

Mid-City Community Update Meeting #
— August 23, 2025

On August 23, 2025, the team held its first Mid-City
Community Update Meeting at Johnnie L. Cochran Jr. Middle
School, drawing more than 85 attendees, including residents
of Lafayette Square, Wellington Square, Victoria Park, the 16th
Place Neighborhood Association, the Mid-City Neighborhood
Council, and other nearby historic neighborhoods, along

with Director Jacquelyn Dupont-Walker and staff from the
offices of Supervisor Holly Mitchell, Supervisor Lindsey
Horvath, and City of Los Angeles Council District 10: Office of
Councilwoman Heather Hutt. The two-hour meeting started
with an open house, followed by a presentation and question-
and-answer session, then returned to the open house for
additional conversations with technical staff.

Metro presented findings from the Mid-City Additional
Alignment Analysis and Property Considerations Reports,
highlighting efforts to reduce subsurface easements in
historic neighborhoods. During this meeting, staff shared
new information regarding potential adjustments to the
West Blvd alignment option based on comments received
during the coffee conversation. Discussion focused on
concerns about tunneling beneath historic homes, with
participants emphasizing that older houses in Mid-City are
more vulnerable than newer construction in areas such as
Westwood. Attendees raised questions about the safety of
tunnels below homes and concerns of cracks, vibration,
earthquakes, CEQA compliance, and property protections.
Additional concerns included potential business closures at
Midtown Crossing (a proposed construction staging site),
particularly Ralphs and CVS, as well as questions about
compensation, construction timelines, and insurance. A total
of 32 comments were received.



Mid-City Community Update Meeting #2
— August 26, 2025

The second meeting was held virtually via Zoom on August
26, 2025, with 58 attendees, including staff from the

offices of Supervisor Holly Mitchell, Supervisor Lindsey
Horvath, and Los Angeles City Council District 10: Office of
Councilwoman Heather Hutt, as well as Mayor Chelsea Byers
and Councilmember John Erickson from the City of West
Hollywood. This meeting featured the same presentation

as the in-person session held on August 23, followed by a
question-and-answer segment. Participants shared comments
on transparency and decision-making, and technical
questions about potential alignment options, tunnel depths,
and tunnel boring machine (TBM) launch sites. Participants
asked who would select the final alignment, how public input
would influence that decision, and when Metro expected to
announce next steps. Property impacts remained a central
concern, with questions about the difference between
subsurface easements and eminent domain, as well as
potential business and parking impacts at Midtown Crossing.
Several participants also raised concerns about relocation,
compensation, and project timing. A total of 39 comments
were received.

Comment Themes

The following table summarizes the 12 major themes used to
categorize public comments received during the four

community meetings.

Theme Description

Tunnel Safety and
Engineering

Tunneling impacts,
vibration, seismic, and
structural safety

Property Impacts and Rights

Easements, compensation,
valuation, and homeowner
rights

Construction and Staging

Duration, disruption, traffic,
staging areas

Alignment Options

Route selection, travel time,
ridership, cost tradeoffs

Funding and Project Costs

Cost and funding sources

Historic and Community
Equity

Cultural/historic sensitivity,
fairness, displacement

Business and Retail Impacts

Impacts to local businesses
and retail continuity

Environmental Review and
Compliance

CEQA and other
environmental approvals

Project Process and Timeline

Schedule, decision-making,
and phasing

Public Engagement and
Communication

Outreach, transparency, and
access to info

Public Safety and
Accessibility

Pedestrian and community
safety, accessibility

Economic and Workforce
Considerations

Jobs, employment, and local
economy




Chart 1. The chart reflects comments from both August meetings.
(1) Some comments addressed multiple themes and were counted under more

than one category.

Wellington Square Farmers Market
— September 21, 2025

To support outreach for the upcoming October Tunnel

Safety Meetings, the team returned to the Wellington Square
Farmers Market on September 21 to share updates and
distribute flyers for the October Tunnel Safety meetings. More
than 30 individuals stopped by to ask questions or engage

in conversation, not including several residents who had
spoken with the team during previous visits. Most attendees
were already aware of the upcoming meetings and mentioned
having received a flyer. Six people requested to be added to
the Mid-City stakeholder list. The most common questions
focused on whether tunneling is still happening, which route
will be selected, what comes next, and what Metro has done
since the last meeting.

Wellington Square Farmers Market
— September 28, 2025

Building on ongoing engagement in Mid-City, the team
returned to the Wellington Square Farmers Market on
September 28 to provide information and answer questions
about the upcoming Tunnel Safety Meetings. More than

34 individuals stopped by to engage in conversation, not
including several residents previously spoken with during
earlier visits. Conversations focused on the purpose of the
upcoming meetings, next steps for the project, and whether
tunneling is still happening. Overall, six people requested
to be added to the Mid-City stakeholder list; and attendees
expressed continued interest and awareness of upcoming
events.

Tunnel Safety Testimonials Video

In response to requests to hear from individuals who had
experienced tunneling on Metro projects, Metro prepared a
video of testimonials from residents, business owners and
agency leaders who had experienced tunneling on past Metro
projects, which was shared during the October Tunnel Safety
meetings.

Addendum to Mid-City Alignment Analysis
Report on West Blvd Alignment Option

In response to community feedback, Metro published the
West Boulevard Addendum to the Mid-City Additional
Alignment Analysis Report. The report provides a summary
of additional analysis of two variations of the West Boulevard
option to shift the tunnel alignment closer to West Blvd to
minimize potential easements below Wellington Square, as
requested during the August sth coffee conversation with
Mid-City leaders.

Responding to Community Input

The testimonial video and West Blvd Addendum reflect two
of the many ways Metro incorporated community feedback
into the project. Metro also hosted the October meetings,
which included a guided tour, in direct response to feedback
from Mid-City leaders. Based on additional community
input, meetings were scheduled at times most convenient
for residents, outreach was expanded through e-blasts, flyers,
and mailers, additional time was dedicated for questions
and answers, one Metro staff member was designated as

a consistent point of contact, and executive summaries of
technical reports were developed to make information more
accessible to the public.


https://www.dropbox.com/scl/fo/nipvwgy8q6epoiivewbk0/AGen-RGmBHDVX1j9lzlSHXI/Community%20Meeting%20Materials/2025%20Mid%20City%20Community%20Update%20Meetings/Metro%20KNE%20Interview%20Video.mp4?rlkey=x26b27gwemc41p75788n144k0&dl=0
https://www.dropbox.com/scl/fo/nipvwgy8q6epoiivewbk0/ADdB0zZcrlMTHlbXH9gWVLQ/Reports/Additional%20Research%20%26%20Analysis%202025?dl=0&preview=KNE_West+Blvd+Alignment+Addendum_FINAL.pdf&rlkey=x26b27gwemc41p75788n144k0&subfolder_nav_tracking=1
https://www.dropbox.com/scl/fo/nipvwgy8q6epoiivewbk0/ADdB0zZcrlMTHlbXH9gWVLQ/Reports/Additional%20Research%20%26%20Analysis%202025?dl=0&preview=KNE_2.30.1_MidCity_Alignment_Analysis_FINAL_August2025_rev1.pdf&rlkey=x26b27gwemc41p75788n144k0&subfolder_nav_tracking=1
https://www.dropbox.com/scl/fo/nipvwgy8q6epoiivewbk0/ADdB0zZcrlMTHlbXH9gWVLQ/Reports/Additional%20Research%20%26%20Analysis%202025?dl=0&preview=KNE_2.30.1_MidCity_Alignment_Analysis_FINAL_August2025_rev1.pdf&rlkey=x26b27gwemc41p75788n144k0&subfolder_nav_tracking=1

Mid-City Tunnel Safety Community Meeting
#1 — October 1, 2025

Metro held the first Tunnel Safety Meeting virtually on Zoom
with 53 participants, including staff from the offices of
Supervisor Holly Mitchell, Supervisor Lindsey Horvath, Los
Angeles City Council District 5: Office of Councilwoman Katy
Yaroslavsky, Los Angeles City Council District 10: Office of
Councilwoman Heather Hutt, and Mayor Chelsea Byers of the
City of West Hollywood. The roughly go-minute

session included a 30-minute presentation followed by about
60 minutes of open discussion.

The presentation shared key findings from the Tunnel Safety
Report and explained how tunnels are designed, built, and
monitored to keep nearby structures safe. Metro staff also
showed a short testimonial video featuring representatives
from the Petersen Museum, Baldwin Hills Crenshaw Plaza,
and the Higgins Building, who described their experiences
with Metro tunneling beneath their properties and the
agency’s communication throughout construction. The
presentation highlighted examples from Los Angeles and
other cities and explained how pressurized Tunnel Boring
Machines (TBMs) and continuous monitoring help prevent
vibration or settlement issues. During the Q&A, participants
asked questions about vibrations, soil conditions, seismic
safety, and how tunneling compares to cut-and-cover
construction. A total of 19 comments were received.

Mid-City Tunnel Safety Community Meeting
#2 and Tour — October 4, 2025

The second community meeting on tunnel safety was held on
Saturday, October 4, 2025, in person at the Petersen Museum
from 9:00 to 11:00 a.m., drawing approximately 38
participants, including Supervisor Holly Mitchell,

Director Jacquelyn Dupont-Walker, and staff from the offices
of Supervisor Holly Mitchell, Supervisor Lindsey Horvath, and
Los Angeles City Council District 8: Office of

Councilmember Marqueece Harris-Dawson. The event
featured an open house, presentation, Q&A session, and
screening of the project’s testimonial video. The presentation
outlined Metro’s tunneling experience, described the
operation of TBMs, and highlighted findings from the Tunnel
Safety Report on vibration, settlement, groundwater, and
seismic safety. Case studies from both Metro projects and
other major transit systems were shared to illustrate
successful tunneling beneath historic structures without
damage. Attendees raised questions about seismic safety,
accessibility, station spacing, and construction methods, and
offered feedback on public communication, video content,
and first/last mile connections. A total of 21 comments were
received.

Chart 2. The chart reflects comments from both October meetings.
(2) Some comments addressed multiple themes and were counted under more

than one category.

Following the meeting, Metro hosted an optional Tunnel
Safety Tour from 11:00 a.m. to 2:00 p.m. for 34 participants,
including Supervisor Holly Mitchell, Director Jacquelyn
Dupont-Walker, and staff from the offices of Supervisor Holly
Mitchell, Supervisor Lindsey Horvath, Los Angeles City
Council District 8: Office of Councilmember Marqueece
Harris-Dawson, and Director Dupont-Walker (also
representing City of Los Angeles Mayor Karen Bass).

Due to the significant number of RSVPs received in the week
leading up to the meeting, Metro staff secured an

additional bus to accommodate all participants who had been
placed on a waiting list. The tour was organized to address
community concerns about tunneling under historic homes
by showcasing existing conditions along the D Line. Stops
included the Wilshire/Fairfax Station and the Westwood

and Westholme area, where attendees viewed single-family
homes and apartments with subsurface tunnel easements.
The final stop was the Westwood/UCLA Station site, where
Metro engineers explained tunneling instrumentation, safety
monitoring, and coordination with nearby stakeholders.
Several attendees requested additional tours once the D Line
Westwood/Wilshire Station is complete.



Notification Efforts

Metro used direct and digital notifications to inform
Mid-City residents about upcoming meetings and new
material releases.

Direct Notifications:

> Flyers #1: On August 2, 2025, Metro distributed more
than 4,000 flyers across the Mid-City area, targeting
residences in Lafayette Square, Wellington Square, and
nearby neighborhoods to promote the upcoming August
community meetings on the Mid-City Additional Alignment
Analysis and Property Considerations.

> Mailers: On August 6, 2025, Seda’s Printing mailed notices

to 4,732 residences and businesses within the notification
area, focusing on Lafayette Square, Wellington Square,

and surrounding neighborhoods to raise awareness of

the August community meetings focused on the Mid-City
Additional Alignment Analysis and Property Considerations
Reports.

Social Media Toolkit #1: On August 8, 2025, Metro shared

a Social Media Toolkit with Mid-City leaders, neighborhood
associations, and community partners. The toolkit included
ready-to-post graphics and sample language to help amplify
information about the August community meetings on

the Mid-City Additional Alignment Analysis and Property
Considerations.



> Social Media Toolkit #2: On September 9, 2025, Metro
shared an updated Social Media Toolkit with Mid-City
leaders, neighborhood associations, and community
partners. The toolkit included ready-to-post graphics and
sample messages to help amplify information about the
October community meetings on Tunnel Safety.

> Flyers #2: On September 19, 2025, Walking Man distributed
4,750 flyers across the Mid-City area, targeting households
and businesses in Lafayette Square, Wellington Square,
and surrounding neighborhoods to promote the October
Tunnel Safety Meetings.

Digital Notifications (E-Blasts):

To support targeted outreach, Metro developed a stakeholder
list focused specifically on Mid-City residents. The list was
initially built using sign-ins from the Nate Holden meeting
held in Fall 2024, following the Draft EIR public hearings.
Each time outreach was conducted in the Mid-City area,
additional contacts were added to this list. Between July g
and October 30, Metro distributed 16 e-blasts to provide
updates on meeting logistics and share access to technical
materials, including the Mid-City Additional Alignment
Analysis, Property Considerations, and Tunnel Safety Reports
and FAQs.

The e-blasts announced the Mid-City community meetings,
linked to new technical materials including the Mid-City
Additional Alignment Analysis, Tunnel Safety, and Property
Considerations, highlighted the updated Story Map and
FAQs, and later reminded stakeholders about the October
Tunnel Safety meetings (October 1 virtual and October 4 in
person with an optional tour). They encouraged the public to
submit comments by October 31 and shared findings on the
West Boulevard option, which evaluated design refinements
to reduce subsurface easements. Each message emphasized
transparency, accessibility, and continued opportunities for
public participation to inform Metro staff’s recommendation
to the Board on the Locally Preferred Alternative.

Direct Outreach with Mid-City Leaders

In addition to the above, Metro Community Relations staff
corresponded regularly with Mid-City leaders on email and by
phone to ensure receipt of any new information.



ATTACHMENT C
K LINE NORTHERN EXTENSION (KNE)

Metro Cost Benefit Analysis (CBA)

In July 2025, the Board adopted a CBA framework for evaluating project alternatives, including
assessing the regional economic impacts of investment and identifying benefits relative to the
costs of investment. The CBA includes two components — Weighted Benefits Analysis and Benefit-
Cost Ratio — as described below. The CBA was used to evaluate the three full alignments studied
in the Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the K Line Northern Extension (Project)
prepared by the Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro) — the San
Vicente-Fairfax, Fairfax and La Brea alignments, excluding the Hollywood Bowl extension (Figure
1). The evaluation is based on data collected during the environmental review process, including

capital cost estimates and ridership data.

Figure 1. Map of Alignments Studied in the Draft EIR
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ATTACHMENT C
Weighted Benefits Analysis: A points-based evaluation comparing the alignments across five
goals that are weighted per Metro-adopted CBA methodology. This considers relevant
quantitative and qualitative performance indicators (KPIs) within each of the five goals that are
scored relative to each other on a 7-point scale with seven being the highest/best performing.

The Weighted Benefits Analysis component of the CBA finds that the Project provides significant
benefits locally and regionally for all alignment options. San Vicente-Fairfax performs best,
followed by Fairfax, and then La Brea (Table 1). However, the spread between the highest and
lowest total weighted score is small - only 0.5 points. This implies that the benefits across
alternatives are relatively similar. This is because while San Vicente-Fairfax scored highestin
some goal categories, La Brea scored highest in others. Meanwhile, Fairfax scored in the middle.
Even after weighting, this led to a balancing out of cumulative scores and a relatively small
difference inin how each alignment performed.



ATTACHMENT C
Table 1. Weighted Benefits Analysis Scores

San Fairfax LaBrea
Vicente-
Fairfax
Average Score by Goal

(Unweighted)

Key Performance Indicators Evaluated

Mobility & 6.7/7 6.1/7 | 5.5/7 | Dailytrips, new trips, trips per new station, number of

Accessibility residents near proposed stations, travel time savings,

(Weight: 40%) direct connections to transit, change in transit mode
share, Equity Focused Communities (EFC) population
near proposed stations, daily project trips made by low-
income individuals, travel time, EFC travel time savings,
number of nearby educational facilities

Safety & 717 6.1/7 | 5.3/7 | Number of nearby parks and recreational facilities,

Health improved transit access to Cedars-Sinai Medical

(Weight: 15%) Center, improved transit access to Pan Pacific Park,
number of grocery stores nearby, average walk score of
new stations, existing bike infrastructure near proposed
stations, proximity to Healthy Places Index (HPI) less
healthy conditions

Environmental | 5.2/7 5.8/7 6/7 Number of significant and unavoidable impacts to

Sustainability cultural resources, VMT reduction, changes in

(Weight: 15%) emissions due to Project, construction-related energy
consumption, number of Recognized Environmental
Concern sites nearby, proximity to CalEnviroScreen 4.0
communities

Operational 3.1/7 41/7 | 4.8/7 | Estimated project costs, potential to obtain Enhanced

Sustainability Infrastructure Financing District (EIFD) funding from

& Delivery City of West Hollywood, geotechnical considerations

(Weight: 15%) (fault crossings, liquefaction zones), oil and gas well
encounters, anticipated utility conflicts, construction
approach, construction duration, transfer station
feasibility and design complexity, number of subsurface
easements, potential full and partial acquisitions
required, West Hollywood Sheriff site relocation need,
anticipated construction disruption to traffic and
parking, need for NEPA

Economic 6.6/7 5.8/7 | 5.2/7 | Number of jobs near proposed stations, number of

Impact affordable housing near proposed stations,

(Weight: 15%) construction jobs generated, planned developments
near proposed stations, number of businesses
permanently affected, Transit Oriented Community
capacity score, estimated regional jobs created,
estimated regional economic output

Total 59/7 5.7/7 | 5.4/7 | All alternatives offer significant benefits. San-

Weighted Vicente Fairfax performs best.

Score*

*7-point scale with 7 as the highest/best performing



ATTACHMENT C
Benefit-Cost Ratio (BCR): Compares monetized costs of the Project, including capital and
operating costs, to the monetized benefits of the Project, including travel time savings, traffic
safety, active transportation health benefits, and regional economic benefits over a 20-year
operating period. A higher ratio of benefits to costs means that there are more monetized benefits
for every dollar spent. However, it is important to note that many costs and benefits cannot be
monetized. The results of this analysis are presented in Table 2.

Table 2. Benefit-Cost Ratio Findings

Alignhment Benefit Cost Ratio (BCR)*

San Vicente-Fairfax | 3.4

Fairfax 3.7

La Brea 3.7

*BCRs are unique to each project and not to be compared across projects, due to specific construction
and operation years being considered, travel demand modeling years, and other factors.

The BCR analysis assumes a 30-year construction period for San Vicente-Fairfax and 20 years for
Fairfax and La Brea, with all alternatives starting construction in 2041 (Measure M schedule).
Standard BCR methodology calculates benefits and costs in terms of today’s purchasing power
(present value). Although some alternatives generate higher total benefits in future years
(measured in constant dollars), benefits that occur later are worth less in present value terms. As
a result, the alternative with the largest future benefits is not always the alternative with the
highest present value of benefits.

When calculating total benefits for each alignment, San Vicente-Fairfax presents the highest
constant dollar value due to better-performing indicators like travel time savings, vehicle miles
traveled (VMT) savings, new transit trips and project boardings when compared to Fairfax and La
Brea. However, once total benefits are converted to present dollar value, Fairfax presents the
highest total benefits, followed by San Vicente-Fairfax, then La Brea.

The Fairfax and La Brea alignments present the highest BCRs (both 3.7). In terms of present value,
Fairfax has the highest monetized benefits, while La Brea has the lowest costs. Because these
differences are proportional, the benefit-over-cost ratios end up being nearly identical. San
Vicente-Fairfax has the lowest BCR (3.4) due to presenting less monetized benefits than Fairfaxin
present value terms, and the highest life cycle cost among all three alternatives.

Overall, the BCR analysis finds that all three alternatives offer significant benefits compared to
costs. When all monetized benefits, including GDP benefits, are evaluated relative to costs, the
Project is expected to produce between $3.40 and $3.70 in monetized benefits per dollar invested
over a 20-year operating period.



ATTACHMENT D

Map of Staff Recommendation for LPA for K Line Northern Extension (KNE) Project
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Recommendation

CONSIDER:

APPROVING the San Vicente-Fairfax alignment evaluated in the 2024 Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR)
as the Locally Preferred Alternative (LPA) for the K Line Northern Extension (KNE) Project contingent upon the
formation of an Enhanced Infrastructure Financing District (EIFD) by the City of West Hollywood in
coordination with Los Angeles County to provide additional local sources of funding (at least 25% of the capital
cost estimate) per the Early Project Delivery Strategy with:

* aninitial operating segment (I0S) from the Expo/Crenshaw Station at the E/K Line to Wilshire/Fairfax at
the D Line,

* an adjusted tunnel alignment in Mid-City to continue to maximize use of public rights-of-way (ROW), to
reduce subsurface easements, described as Crenshaw ROW: Option 2 in the Mid-City Additional
Alignment Analysis Report (2025),

* acommitment to work with the owner of the Midtown Crossing Shopping Center to preserve the
opportunity to relocate the supermarket at an alternate location on acquired property adjacent to the
construction site, prior to the start of construction, and

* aterminus station at the Hollywood Bowl.



K Line Northern Extension (KNE) Overview
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Draft EIR Alignment Options

Draft EIR evaluated the following:
* Light rail alignments to connect E Line to B Line

* San Vicente-Fairfax— 9.7 miles with 9 stations
*  Fairfax— 7.9 miles with 7 stations

* LaBrea—6.2 miles with 6 stations

*  Hollywood Bowl Optional Terminus

* Expansion of Division 16 Maintenance Yard to support
light rail extension

* High Frequency Bus Alternative

* No Build Alternative
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Project Implementation Approach

7 7

= Metro Rail Lines

Project would be constructed using B = b o
. . - 00060680
Tunnel Boring Machines (TBMs) and o s O Y Wbk
implemented in sections. Tt L W
LaBrea Wilshire/La Brea
« Initial section would connectto D e
Under Construction
Line at Wilshire Blvd R N
«  8-12 years estimated to CONSLIUCE  faea oo et
. -0' San Vicente-Fairfax Alignment
eaCh SeCtlon E!a%n Fairfax Alignment
«  Number of sections would vary e .
. -0- Hollywood Bowl Design Option ;AY\X' 6"9_
based on alignment O  Proposedstation %
@ Construction Sections 1 ‘\\\ %“

@ Construction Sections 2
G Construction Sections 3

Subject to Change

Interim Terminus Station A\

Section 2 Section3 \ \
\
S i L\
Hohoed! NA d N
T \
SECTION 3

L L JoL & N 1 ]
gt POy Ty

MELROSE
BEVERLY E
SECTION 2
SECTION 2 i e
EEONEE ENy : S —
’ % - \ WILSHIRE

Wilshire/Fairfax Pl

Pico

LA CIENEGA

PICO
VENICE BL

82 ‘WASHINGTON

& SECTION 1

& L

g ——
P ADAMS
5" JEFFEQSON
(o) JEFFERSON

OBAMA BL O O 9 5
XPos/TmN

39TH

MARTIN



Comparison of Draft EIR Alignments

Comparison of Alignment Options

San Vicente

Fairfax

Fairfax

La Brea

Tunnel Alignment Length 9.7 miles 7.9 miles | 6.2 miles
Proposed Stations 9 7 6
Travel time E Line to B Line (Hollywood/Highland) 19 mins 15 mins | 12 mins
Daily Project Trips 59,700 52,900 47,200
Daily Project Trips by Low-Income Riders 39,200 35,200 31,000
Daily Trips by New Riders 15,100 12,800 11,400
Daily Hours of User Benefits (Travel Savings) 18,800 15,700 13,800
Daily Reduction of Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT) 135,000 127,400 | 135,500
Daily Trips to D Line Station (at Fairfax or La Brea) 33,000 33,000 33,000
Daily Trips on Entire K Line (Torrance to Hollywood) 98,000 91,200 85,200
Projected residents w/in half-mile of stations 2045 131,500 106,800 94,200
Projected jobs w/in half-mile of stations 2045 125,700 75,200 56,200
Capital Cost Estimate 2023S (includes contingency) $14.858B $12.47B | $10.99B
Capital Cost Estimate in 2023S for I0S to D Line S4.67 B S4.67 B S4.45 B
Construction Implementation (# of sections) 3 2 2
Construction Duration (assumes 10 yrs per section) 30 year 20 years | 20 years
Cost Benefit Analysis — Weighted Benefits (7-scale) 5.9/7 5.7/7 5.4)7
Cost Benefit Analysis — Benefit/Cost Ratio 3.4 3.7 3.7
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Alignments & Tunnel Route Concerns on Draft EIR

Project includes several segments
where tunnels travel below homes
and private properties to connect
stations for fast, reliable service.
* Metro received concerns
from Mid-City historic residential
communities re lack of
engagement, proposed
tunnel route, safety of tunnels
below older homes, and impacts
to property values and businesses.
* Metro conducted survey of
age of homes in Mid-City:
oldest homes constructed
between 1900-1910 and majority

of homes constructed in the 1920s.
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Additional Technical Studies in Response to Concerns

In response to public comments and
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Mid-City Alignment Options with Highest Support
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Midtown Crossing Station Area Analysis
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Additional Analysis on Tunnel Safety & Property Concerns

i i i i estwoo ilshire/Vermon Hollywood
* Modern tunneling construction techniques are safe with pre- TR B i il il areit 4 o

construction studies, use of advanced tunnel boring &Y . T N
machines, mitigations and monitoring. ' = i‘f AL
* Tunnels are proposed at depths of 40 to 120 feet below the Bt W
surface in project area, and ~80 to 120 feet below Mid-City. N Vormost{Sormet
* At these depths, noise and vibration are estimated to be
below threshold of damage to structures and human
perception.
. L\Aetro has successfully tunnel)ed in similar ground conditions T — Dowatow LA (Hitori bistorc Gayod Hae
e.g. gases, high groundwater) and depths with settlement T Rl e Line tunnel de ' e
below thresholds for damage to buildings above tunnels. W . 4 150K ' '
* Tunnel easements would not affect:
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o Line 2/ Line 5 (Barcelona, Spain) Crossrail - Elizabeth Line (London, Seattle Sound Transit
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Additional Engagement Since January 2025

D Metro

4 Coffee Conversation with Mid-City Leaders
(March 2025-February 2026)

4 community meetings (August & October)
with 234 Attendees

1 Tunnel Safety Tour with Community
including Directors Mitchell and Dupont-
Walker

13,000+ Notices

Tunnel Safety Testimonials Video
Stakeholder Briefings (e.g. TAC, Westside
COG, LA County Sheriff, Cedars-Sinai)
Briefings with Councilmember Heather
Hutt's Office (CD10)

Participation in 11 Pop-up Events

Monthly briefings with Board staff
representing project area

Updates via Project Webpage, Mid-City
Stakeholder Database, Social Media Toolkits
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Staff Recommendation
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Community Engagement Throughout Process

Early Planning Environmental Engineering Construction Operations
Review & Design & Maintenance

sl Measure M $ Available in 2041

* LPAselection is a necessary step in the planning process initiated under the Early Project Delivery
framework for future planning, funding, and coordination purposes.

* LPA selection is not project approval.

* Further planning and construction remain subject to Board approval related to acceleration.
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