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SUBJECT: Notice of Preparation of an Environmental Impact Report (EIR)
PROJECT TITLE: Canoga Transportation Corridor, Metro Orange Line Extension (North)
PROJECT LOCATION AND ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING: The project is an approximately 4-mile extension of
transit service from the current terminus of the Metro Orange Line (MOL) at the existing Canoga Station, north to the
Chatsworth Metrolink Station (there are three potential alignment corridors extending north from the Canoga Station to
the Chatsworth Metrolink Station: Topanga Canyon, Canoga and De Soto), with a possible 2-milc extension further
north (along De Solo or Topanga Canyon) to a new park-and-ride facility at the SR-118 freeway. The Canoga alignment
includes an approximately 100-foot right-of-way owned by Metro. There are approximately 95 leases/sign board
contracts and licenses/easements within that right-of-way. The project may also extend south to the Warner Center
transit hub. The three alternate potential alignment corridors contain a mixture of commercial, industrial and residential
(multi- and single-family) uses, with more residentially zoned land along the Topanga Canyon and De Soto routes.
Several mobile home parks are located adjacent to the Metro right-of-way.
PROJECT DESCRIPTION: The Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro) proposes to
extend transit service from the existing Metro Orange Line terminus at Canoga near Vanowen, north to the Chatsworth
Metrolink Station. Seven potential build alternatives have been identified: 1) Mixed Flow Rapid Bus on Canoga, 2)
Dedicated Lane Rapid Bus on Canoga, 3) Canoga Avenue Busway- MOL rail right-of-way Extension, 4) Mixed Flow
Rapid Bus on De Solo, 5) Dedicated Lane Rapid Bus on De Solo, 6) Mixed Flow Rapid on Topanga Canyon, and 7)
Dedicated Lane Rapid Bus on Topanga Canyon. During preparation of the EIR, a screening analysis will be undertaken
to identify the most feasible/desirable alternatives to be discussed at an equal project level throughout the EIR. The
screening analysis will take into account environmental, socio-economic, economic, logistical and other factors in
evaluating the alternatives. It is anticipated that, in accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA),
less feasible/desirable alternatives will be analyzed at a lesser level of detail appropriate to CEQA alternatives. The EIR
will also consider the feasibility of the extension of transit service from the Chatsworth Metrolink Station, north to a new
park-and-ride facility at the SR-118 freeway. Two potential routes for this further extension will be evaluated: Topanga
Canyon and De Soto. In addition the EIR will consider a Transportation System Management Alternative (TSM), which
will include the addition of bus service on Canoga and improvements to bus service along existing routes. The EIR will
also consider the No Project Alternative. Modifications to the Division 8 bus maintenance facility on Canoga at
Nordhoff, or a new maintenance or bus parking facility may also be evaluated in the EIR.
PROBABLE ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS: The following topics have been preliminarily identified to be studied
in the EIR: Traffic, Circulation and Parking, Land Usc and Development and Community and Neighborhood Impacts,
Displacement and Relocation of Uses, Visual and Aesthetic Impacts, Air Quality, Noise and Vibration, Biological
Resources, Geotechnical/ Sub-surface/Seismic and Hazardous Materials and Wastes, Water Resources, Energy, Historic,
Archeological and Paleontological Impacts, Parklands and Other Community Facilities, Safety and Security,
Construction Impacts, and Growth Inducing Impacts.
SCOPING MEETING: Three scoping meetings will be held for the project: One meeting for agencies will be held
July 24, 2007 from 2 p.m. to 4 p.m. at Metro offices (Gateway Room, One Gateway Plaza, Los Angeles, CA 90012).
Two public scoping meetings will be held: Thursday, July 26, 2007, 7:00p.m. to 9:00p.m., Chatsworth High School,
Chancellor Hall, 10027 Lurline Avenue, Chatsworth, CA 91311; and Monday, July 30,2007,7:00 p.m. to 9:00p.m.
NEW Academy of Canoga Park, Multi-Purpose Room 21425 Cohasset Street, Canoga Park, CA 91303. The public
seeping meetings will begin as an open house with Metro staff providing information on the project. A presentation will
be made from 7:30 p.m. to 8:00 p.m. Formal public testimony on the scope of the EIR will be received by court
reporters throughout the event. Verbal comments made during the 8:00 p.m. to 9:00 p.m. portion of the scoping
meetings will be recorded and incorporated into the Draft EIR public record. Written comments received at the address
below by Monday, August 13, 5:00p.m. will also be incorporated.
AGENCY RESPONSE TO TillS NOP: Metro requests your agency's views on the scope and content of the
environmental information relevant to your agency's statutory responsibilities in connection with the project. Your
agency may need to use the EIR when considering any permit or other approval that your agency must issue for the
project. Written responses and comments will be accepted between July 13, 2007 and August 13, 2007. Please send
written comments to Walt Davis, Project Manager, Metro, One Gateway Plaza, Los Angeles, CA 90012. Your
comments may also be sent by e-mail to Daviswa@metro.net.

Canoga Transportation Corridor
Project

Summary of Outreach Activities and Public Comments
from July 2007 Environmental Scoping Meetings
January 11, 2008

I. INTRODUCTION
This report summarizes the outreach activities that took
place from May to August 2007 in support of the
Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the proposed Canoga
Transportation Corridor Project. The Canoga Transportation
Corridor project is a proposed four mile extension of the
Metro Orange Line that would connect the Canoga Station to
the Chatsworth Metrolink Station, with a possible extension
to State Route (SR)-118.
Metro places a high priority on public feedback and
outreach. This is consistent with State requirements and is
necessary in ensuring broad public knowledge regarding the
proposed project. In implementing the activities for an
inclusive community outreach process, Metro in coordination
with CPG managed an outreach program to support the
environmental review process and documents all outreach
activities.

A. Outreach Parameters
Nearly 300 community stakeholders were identified via
research of key community groups, neighborhood councils and
organizations, businesses, and briefings with elected
officials. Close to
300 stakeholders contact information
was catalogued in a project database that includes elected
officials,
transportation
focused
organizations,
neighborhood councils, homeowners associations, mobile home
parks, resident associations, lease-holders along the Metro
right-of-way
(ROW),
business
groups,
churches
and
equestrian groups with specific interests along the Canoga
Avenue
Transportation
Corridor.
Additionally,
Metro
purchased mailing list of 44,100 residential addresses
within the target area bordering SR-118 to the north; US101 to the South; Shoup Avenue to the West and Mason Avenue
to the East.

B. Scoping Meeting Notices
Approximately 60 Agency Scoping meeting notices were mailed
the week of July 16, 2007 to federal, state, regional,
county, and city agencies as well as offices of elected
officials.
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C. Newspaper Advertisements
The Notice of Preparation was placed in English and Spanish
in two major publications, which were selected for their
San Fernando Valley-oriented circulation and audience. The
scoping meeting advertisements were published in:
•
•

Daily News (July 10, 2007)
La Opinión (July 10, 2007)

D. Project Hotline
A local project telephone hotline was established at (818)
276-1289, to provide stakeholders with easily accessible
project information and as an interactive and more personal
way for the public to leave messages, comments, and/or
questions for the project team. The recorded messages
directed callers to various options such as leaving a
comment or question, and providing contact information to
be added to the project database. Telephone messages were
recorded in the four identified languages spoken along the
corridor: English, Spanish, Korean and Armenian.
The
hotline is monitored on a daily basis and all messages
forwarded to the team as soon as they are received. A
direct line to the Metro Outreach Project Manager was
provided as an option for callers who required immediate
attention. A phone log is maintained to document all calls
received and entered in the project database. The hotline
number is printed on all project information materials,
newspaper advertisements, and e-mails.

E. E-Newsletter Network
An E-newsletter network was created so that information
regarding public scoping meeting dates could be effectively
and quickly disseminated to the public via existing
communication
channels.
The
network
included
posting
project information and announcing scoping meetings on
existing community newsletters, chamber of commerce e-mail
distributions,
elected
officials’
e-newsletters,
neighborhood councils’ e-mail blasts, and equestrian groups
and business organizations newsletters. Several of the
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organizations receiving the newsletter information placed
scoping meeting dates and corridor maps on their websites,
in e-newsletters and in mass e-mails to their memberships.
The following organizations were contacted:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Pierce College
Save Chatsworth, Inc.
Canoga Park
Improvement
Association
Chatsworth
Neighborhood Council
Canoga Park
Improvement
Association
Northridge West
Neighborhood Council
Winnetka Neighborhood
Council
Chatsworth
Neighborhood Council
West Hills
Neighborhood Council
Woodland Hills-Warner
Center Neighborhood
Council
Valley Alliance of
Neighborhood Councils
Reseda Neighborhood
Council
Canoga Park
Improvement
Association
VICA Transportation
Committee

•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

San Fernando Economic
Alliance
Canoga Park/West Hills
Chamber of Commerce
Warner Center
Neighborhood Council
Canoga Park
Neighborhood Council
Topanga Messenger
San Fernando Sun
Kiwanis Club
ETI Corral
Valley of the Stars
Valley Home Owners
Association
CRA
Friends of the Los
Angeles River
California State
University Northridge
Woodland Hills Chamber
of Commerce
Friends of the Los
Angeles River
New Armenian Daily

F. Blogs
Key blogs were identified that could serve as information
conduits. The identified blogs were located in the San
Fernando Valley, as well as transportation blogs that serve
the Los Angeles area.
Information regarding the Canoga
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Transportation Corridor and scoping meeting announcements
was posted the week of July 9th on the following blogs:
•
•
•
•

Along for the Ride
Curbed LA
Green LA Girl
LA Bus Girl

•
•
•

LA Times Bottleneck Blog
Metro Rider LA
The LA Metro Mole

II. STAKEHOLDER ENGAGEMENT
A. Stakeholder Briefings
Preparation for one agency and two public scoping meetings
consisted of two phases of outreach that was initiated in
June 2007. The first phase of outreach targeted the elected
officials who represent the Canoga Avenue Corridor area.
Decision-makers and their staff members were introduced to
the project and their feedback and involvement was
solicited.
A total of 6 briefings were held with elected
officials representing the corridor.

Date
June 13, 2007
June 19, 2007
June 20, 2007
June 20, 2007
June 26, 2007
June 27, 2007
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Elected Officials / Staff
Office of Los Angeles County
Supervisor Michael Antonovich
Office of Los Angeles County
Supervisor Zev Yaroslavsky
Office of Mayor Antonio
Villaraigosa Deputy Mayor
Office of Los Angeles City
Councilman Greig Smith
Office of Los Angeles City
Councilman Dennis Zine
Division 8 (Chatsworth
Facility) Staff, Congressman
Brad Sherman
Assemblywoman Julia Brownley
Senator Alex Padilla
Senator George Runner
Assemblyman Lloyd Levine
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C. Announcements to Neighborhood Councils and
Community
Organizations
The second phase of the outreach program was conducted in
an effort to reach a larger audience of the corridor-area
stakeholders. Public scoping meeting announcements and
information materials were distributed to 16 key community
organizations to encourage participation in the scoping
process:

Date
July
July
July
July
July

10,
10,
11,
11,
11,

2007
2007
2007
2007
2007

July 12, 2007
July
July
July
July

16,
16,
17,
18,

2007
2007
2007
2007

July 18, 2007
July 18, 2007
July 19, 2007
July 19, 2007
July 25, 2007
July 27, 2007

Organization
Northridge West Neighborhood Council
Winnetka Neighborhood Council
Chatsworth Neighborhood Council
West Hills Neighborhood Council
Woodland Hills-Warner Center
Neighborhood Council
Valley Alliance of Neighborhood
Councils
Reseda Neighborhood Council
Canoga Park Improvement Association
San Fernando Valley Economic Alliance
Valley Industry and Commerce
Association (VICA) Transportation
Committee
Kiwanis Club of Woodland Hills
Rotary Club of Woodland Hills
Canoga Park/West Hills Chamber of
Commerce
Warner Center Neighborhood Council
Canoga Park Neighborhood Council
Woodland Hills Chamber of Commerce

IV. SCOPING MEETINGS
A total of three EIR required scoping meetings were held –
one for agencies and two for the general public. The two
public meetings were held at each end of the Canoga
Transportation Corridor: Chatsworth High School at the
north-end and NEW Academy of Canoga Park at the south-end.
The Agency scoping meeting was held at Metro Headquarters
in downtown Los Angeles. The meetings provided public
Metro Outreach Report
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agencies and the public with an opportunity to learn more
about the project, ask the project team questions, and
officially provide feedback for the formal public record.
The total number of scoping meeting participants was 168.

A. Media Coverage
Metro provided “Metro Briefs” to the following publications
during the weeks of July 9 and 16, 2007:
•
•
•
•
•

Burbank Leader
Daily News
Encino Sun
Glendale News Press
LA Valley BEAT

•
•
•
•
•

San Fernando Valley Sun
Sherman Oaks Sun
Studio City Sun
Tolucan Times
Valley News Group

Information regarding the scoping meetings appeared in the
following publications:
•
•
•

San Fernando Valley Business
and July 24, 2007)
The Transit Coalition Weekly
Volume 3, Issue 29 (July 17,
The Transit Coalition Weekly
Volume 3, Issue 30 (July 23,

Journal (July 17, 2007
Transit eNewsletter,
2007)
Transit eNewsletter,
2007)

B. Public Scoping Meeting Format
A government agency scoping meeting was held at Metro
headquarters in downtown Los Angeles and two public scoping
meetings were held in Chatsworth and Canoga Park. A total
of 168 participants attended the meetings. 96 participants
attended the public scoping meeting at Chatsworth High
School on July 26, 2007.
69 participants attended the
public scoping meeting at NEW Academy of Canoga Park on
July 30, 2007.
The format for the meetings consisted of an Open House
followed by a PowerPoint presentation and public comment
period. The open house format provided stakeholders the
opportunity to view current project information and provide
feedback as well as have direct contact with the project
team. The open house format utilizes information stations
staffed by project team members and encourages personal
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interaction,
and
allows
for
the
open
exchange
of
information and ideas.
Additionally, this format provides
the public with immediate responses to issues, concerns and
comments, thereby reducing misinformation and rumor.
The open house featured display boards that served to
better illustrate the project description, environmental
review
process,
corridor-area
map,
and
the
various
alternatives under consideration. Technical team members
were available to speak directly with scoping meeting
attendees and to answer questions.
The open house session was followed by a PowerPoint
presentation provided by Metro Project Manager. The
presentation was followed by a “formal” public comment
session at which time meeting attendees were invited to
express their thoughts about the project for inclusion in
the scoping section of the Draft EIR. For those individuals
not choosing to provide verbal testimony, forms were
provided for submitting written formal comments.
Participants were instructed to provide verbal testimony by
completing a speaker card. Participants choosing to comment
were called in the order their cards were received and were
allowed two minutes to complete their formal comment. All
verbal comments were captured by a certified court reporter
for inclusion in the scoping section of the Draft EIR. In
addition to the court reporter, a videographer recorded
both public scoping meetings.
Interpreters were available at both scoping meetings to
provide
simultaneous
Spanish
speaking
translation.
Participants wishing to listen to the proceedings in
Spanish were provided with audio headsets.

C. Scoping Meeting Information Materials
Upon arrival to the Scoping Meeting, each attendee signedin and was provided with information materials.
The
materials included:
¾ Welcome Sheet – explaining the purpose and format of
the scoping meeting
¾ Metro Project Map – showing study area and alignment
alternatives
Metro Outreach Report
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¾ Metro Orange Line Pamphlet – providing detailed
information on the Metro existing Orange Line route,
stations and features
¾ Alternatives Packet – maps describing each alternative
under consideration for the Canoga Transportation
Corridor
¾ Speaker Card – for individuals choosing to provide
verbal testimony
¾ Comment Sheet – for individuals choosing to provide
written comments

D. Project Boards
Bilingual (English/Spanish) project display boards were
presented at all scoping meetings. In order to convey the
project in a simple and straightforward manner, it was
important to create a visual display that effectively
disseminated key information and at the same time attracted
the attention of the casual viewer. The following display
boards were created to convey fundamental information about
the project:

Project Boards
Welcome
Project Goals
EIR Contents
EIR Process Overview
Types of Bus Service
Metro Orange Line photos
Existing Land-Use Map
Aerial Photos of Project Area (available at Metro
Library)
Corridor Area Map- including a possible extension
to the SR-118
Alternative 1- No Build
Alternative 2- Transportation System Management
(TSM)
Alternative 3- Mixed Flow Metro Rapid on Canoga
Avenue
Alternative 4- Canoga Avenue Dedicated Lane Metro
Rapid
Alternative 5- Canoga Avenue Busway - Metro Orange
Line Extension
Alternative 6- Mixed Flow Metro Rapid on De Soto
Metro Outreach Report
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Alternative 7- De Soto Dedicated Lane Metro Rapid
Alternative 8- Topanga Canyon Mixed Flow Rapid
Alternative 9- Topanga Canyon Dedicated Lane BRT

E. Stakeholder Feedback
Comment Sheets were made available to all Scoping meeting
participants permitting those who wished to make written
comments to do so in either English or Spanish.
Meeting
participants had the option of providing a formal comment
during the public comment segment of the meeting, or
through mailings or e-mailing.
The deadline for comment
was August 13, 2007.
The following are the questions listed on the Comment
Sheet:
We welcome your comments on the following topics:
1. Canoga Transportation Corridor Alternatives (see
handout)
2. Issues you would like addressed in the Environmental
Impact Report (please be specific)
3. Additional Comments
A total of 36 comments were received at the first public
scoping meeting held at Chatsworth High School. The subject
matter of most issues consisted of support for an alignment
on the Metro-owned right-of-way (ROW) and concerns for an
on-street extension of the Orange Line further north from
the Chatsworth Metrolink Station to State Route (SR)-118.
The following is a summary of comments received:
Those voicing support for Alternative 5 (Canoga Avenue
Busway) expressed that it would:
•
•
•
•

Enhance the physical surroundings on and along the ROW
Provide the least impact to the community
Create dedicated bicycle and pedestrian paths
Ensure the most cost-effective and logical use of
existing land
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•
•

Benefit high school students attending nearby
educational institutions
Reduce traffic

Those voicing concern for the proposed extension to SR-118
expressed concern that it would impact:
•
•
•
•
•

Scenic corridor and rocks
Biking and hiking trails
Zoning and land use
Cultural landmarks and existing petroglyphs
Open space

Instead of the SR-118 extension, several stakeholders
suggested the use of an existing park and ride in Porter
Ranch.
Other comments submitted included:
• Recommendation for usage of native plants for
landscaping
• Support for a bus stop at Parthenia Street
• Need for ridership projections to justify project
• Concerns for property acquisition
• Consideration of disabled residents who use Access
Paratransit
• Concerns for the loss of businesses who lease land on
the Metro-owned ROW
A total of 29 comments were received at the second public
scoping meeting held at the NEW Academy of Canoga Park.
Metro has a higher concentration of lease agreements on the
southern portion of its ROW and several of those tenants
attended this meeting to voice their concerns.
For the
public comment session, comments were split approximately
in half between those voicing opposition or support for the
alternative that had the busway on the Metro-owned ROW
(referred as Alternative 5 during scoping).
Those voicing support for Alternative 5 (Canoga Avenue
Busway) stated that this option would:
•
•

Benefit the entire San Fernando Valley
Be most cost-effective
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•
•
•
•
•
•

Ensure speed and capacity goals
Maintain best use of land
Benefit older residents/non-drivers from nearby Mobile
Home Parks
Keep buses off existing streets
Increase pedestrian pathways
Create bicycle pathways

Those voicing concern for Alternative 5 (Canoga Avenue
Busway) feared:
•
•
•

Negative impacts on businesses that would be relocated
Uncertainty of where businesses would be relocated
Noise impacts from buses

Other comments included:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Requests for a soundwall for residents living adjacent
to the ROW
Support for a bus stop at Parthenia Street
Consider light rail as a possibility for the eventual
replacement of the busway
Operational issues/suggestions, including the need for
Metro to better maintain its property
Concerns regarding the park-and-ride option at SR-118
New color for the north-south portion of line (in lieu
of “Orange”)
Analyzing the impact two large malls in area will have
on the proposed project

Five e-mails from community members indicating support for
Alternative 5 were received and four letters of support for
Alternative
5
were
received
from
the
following
organizations:
•
•
•
•

United Chambers of Commerce of the San Fernando Valley
Woodland Hills-Tarzana Chamber of Commerce
Pierce College
Transit Coalition

V. CONCLUSION
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Comments received from both public scoping meetings
generally indicated support for Alternative 5. However,
general concerns were expressed pertaining to the impact
the project would have to existing businesses along the
Metro-owned ROW. There were a number of people who
expressed concern pertaining to the possible extension of
the project to the SR-118 Freeway impacting parkland,
equestrian areas and cultural landmarks.
This report summarizes the outreach activities in support
of the Environmental Impact Report for the proposed Canoga
Transportation Corridor Project. The entire scoping report
with the accompanying appendices, are available through the
Project Management Office at (213) 922-7456.
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Chatsworth Equine Cultural Heritage Organization
P. 0. Box 3932
Chatsworth, CA 91313-3932

July 26, 2007

MfA
c/o CPG
626 Wilshire Bl
Suite 1000
Los Angeles, CA 90017
Re: Canoga Transportation Corridor
Dear Scoping Committee Members,
I would like to advise you that Canoga Avenue would not be a good route to tie into the
118 freeway for several reasons.
First of all, Canoga feeds two schools just off
Rinaldi. Also, ·Canoga Avenue is the major equestrian access to open space and
parks north of the 118. Then too, you should be aware that a 375-home subdivision
has been approved just north of the 118 at Canoga with projected additional traffic in
the range of 4000 trips per day.
I believe De Soto would be a better alternative and might not be too costly to improve
becausof existing freeway ramps. In addition there is a parcel of land north of the
termination point where De Soto ends and Browns Canyon begins that might make
and ideal "park & ride" site. A secondary benefit to the community for this site could be
the dedication of a park in the canyon below. The canyon has been problematic for
years with all sorts of illegal activity.
I hope this information helps. ·
Respectfully yours,

CARL OLSON
The Motorist's Best Friend
P.O. Box 561.
Woodland Hills, Calif{>rnia 91365
818-223-8080
Comments on EIR for Proposed Chatsworth Extension
Of L. A. C. M. T. A. Orange Line Busway
Submitted July 26. 2007

1. The prospective construction and operating costs of over $200 million for the
proposed Chatsworth Orange Line Busway extension would better be spent on much more
beneficial projects for motorists and busriders. Motorists are 95+% of the public. Bus riders
have suffered because of the diversion of extra money into the Orange Line.
2. There is no significant demonstrable transportation need for the extension. No bus
line exists on Canoga Avenue currently. This indicates the extremely low demand for bus riders
from the Victory Boulevard to the Chatsworth train and bus station. There's no reason to invest
hundreds of millions for an unwanted service.
3. The Orange Line itself has a mediocre ridership. The 23,000 weekday hoardings
indicates that only 11 ,500 persons are using it on weekdays. That amounts to very few
beneficiaries for the $500 million costs of the busway, plus the ongoing operating deficit in the
mi llions of dollars. There is no indication that the Orange Line is performing any better than a
Rapid Bus service would be along Victory Boulevard to the North Hollywood Red Line station.
The 11 ,500 is only a small fraction of 1% of Valley residents.
4. The Orange Line takes about .45 minutes from the Canoga A venue station to North
Hollywood, inasmuch as it stops at all intersections with red lights. The trip from Chatsworth to
North Hollywood would be an hour. This is not very attractive.
5. Getting any significant bus riders from the train riders at the Chatsworth station is
truly remote, and vice versa. There are hardly any train riders to start with. And why would a
train rider want to pay more, wait longer for the bus, and arrive at the destination later?
6. An Orange Line extension along Canoga A venue would destroy numerous prospering
businesses. The city is in need of commercial and industrial space and should not destroy it.
Some of the business buildings have been recently built. The property should instead be sold,
and the proceeds devoted to the taxpayers.
7. There is no need to build a separate busway along Canoga Avenue. An Orange Line
bus could very easily go north and south on Canoga A venue at virtually the same speed as along
a parallel busway route about 50 feet to the east. Canoga A venue is a truly speedy street right
now. If such an service were adopted, it is important that only one out of, perhaps, four Orange
Line buses go on the extension to Chatsworth, due to the extremely low ridership expected.
There's no need to waste millions of dollars of operating expenses to nm nearly empty buses.
8. Almost nobody has relocated to live along the Orange Line and the other rail lines in
order to take advantage of the system regularly in preference to using a car. The attached Los
Angeles Times ~article of~une 30, 2007, correctly reports that people do not want to restrict
themselves only to collective1ransit corridors, which cover less than 1% of Southern California.
The other 99% of the city are best accessed quickly by car.
9. There is definitely no need to extend a busway from the Chatsworth station to the 118
freeway. There is already a bus service from Simi Valley to the Chatsworth station. The
engineering challenge for a busway that would have to climb steep slopes to get to the 118
freeway would be astronomical, let alone finding any economical flat land for a station.
10. The taxpayers of Los Angeles do not exist merely to benefit the construction and bus
operator trades. They deserve to get worthwhile and economical services out of any MTA
project. The Orange Line extension has all the earn1arks of a boondoggle.

Near the
rails but on
the road
BilJions have been spent
Qn transit-friendly
housing, but it appears
t)eople .aren't leaving
tl1eir cars behind.
By SHARON BERNSTEIN
and FRANCISCO VARA·0RTA
Times Slq[f\Vrilcrs

TV cameras in tow and cham-

pagne at the ready, a dozen of
the county's most powerful civic
leaders - including the mayor of
Los Angeles, L.A. City Councll
members and county supervisors - touted the latest and
glitziest new development In
Hollywood: t.he planned W Hotel
and apartments at the storied
comer of Hollywood and Vine.
This project, they pledged at
the groundbreaklng earlier this
year, would restore a sagging
neighborhood while also minimizing tramc - an important
promise in increasingly gridlocked Hollywood.
"People could Uve here and
never use their cars," declared
MTA ChJefExecutive Roger Snoble at the February event.
It's a vision expressed frequently by local government omclals, who see building large
mixed-use developments next to
mass transit lines as a key solution for not just the region's traffic congestion but also its
spread-out geography and reputation for being unfriendly to pedestrians.
In Los Angeles alone, bllllons
ofpublic and private dollars have
been lavished on transit-oriented projects such as Hollywood & Vine, with more than
20,000 residential units approved
within a quarter mile of transit
stations between 2001 and-2005.
But there is little research to
back up the rosy predictions.
Among the few academic studies
of the subject, one that looked at
buildings in the Los Angeles area
[See Transit, Page AlB]

LOS ANGELES TIMES

Transit's lack of
convenience cited
I Transit,from Page All
showed that transit-based development successfully weaned
relatively few residents from
their cars. It also found that, over
time. no more people In the
buildings studied were taking
transit 10 years after a project
opened than when it was first
built.
Los Angeles, with its huge
geographic footprint and its limited public transportation system, can't orrer residents of these
developments the kinds of sophisticated transit networks
available in cities like Washington, D.C. - or even smaller ones
llke Portland - where transitoriented projects are believed by
many to be working.
- The Times decided to examine driving habits at four apartment and condominium complexes that have already been
buUt at or near transit stations in
South Pasadena, North Hollywood, Pasadena and Hollywood.
Reporters spcrtt two months
interviewing residents. counting
cnrs going out of and into the
buildings and counting pedestrians walking from the projects to
the nearby train stations.
The reporting showed that
only a small fraction of residents
shunned their cnrs during mornIng rush hour. Most people s!iid
that even though they lived close
to transit stations, the trains
weren't convenient enough, takIng too long to arrive at destinations and lacking stops near
their worhl)laces. Many complained that they didn't feel comfortable riding the MTA's crowded, often. slow-moving buses
from transit terminals to their
jobs.
~
Moreover, the attraction of
· ~ shQps and cafes that are often ·
built into developments at transit stations can actually draw
more cnrs to neighborhoods,
putting an additional traffic burden on areas that had been
promised relief.
Harry Cosmatos, a Kaiser
Pcrrilanente radiation oncologist, is exactly the type ol' educated, upsc8le commuter that
planners and transportation experts want to draw via transitoriented developments·.

Trains and automobiles
In the hope of Juring commuters from their cars, officials are
counting on large transit-oriented complexes with residential un
near rail stations.
•
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MAliK HAI'CII Los Angel<~ Th

In 2005, he purchased a town-

house in a project built partly
atop the Mission Meridian Gold
Line station in South Pasadena.
He works at Kaiser Sunset,
which is at a Red Line stop in
Hollywood.
He loves hls new home, with
Its craftsman touches and plcturesqu~South Pi:tsadena set-

ting, In arguably the bes
signed
transit-or!£
development In the region.
Cosmatos also like~; Lhe
Line -It reminds hiintaf.th
!age train near where he we
·medical school on Long Isla
But the 36-year-old phys
nevertheless drives to work.
Thetraln?
':It's not. for rne," he

SATURDAY. JUNE 30, 2007

"'~b_efor other-peOple, bUt ~ot

tbr me."
It takes two

·

dq_nlt.)~y.t the-nmru.:>er is still nil-

'J

,..

tralnf!.' and at

1east~5mlnutes to get'to work on

the Gold·anO.Red lliies. oosma: ..,
·tos;sald.
' •
·
Drivmg 1s 15 ,mJputes ~r.
he Said, ~d more'convenient,
The p~blem :::.._ feluctaritJy
reco~d by some of ·tranSit~ •
·based ~~ment~ most~th,t, entiBJ 15oosters - ts tbat pup!Jc ,
:·tr8nsportatlbn in"southern C8ll• ·
forril!l Is 'simply ~not· coQ,venlent '~~
~ ehougn:~~ertttakestoolong
tog¢ plac~s or, more important~

doesn't take ,people where they,'

want to ge.

1

The region's transit systeni is- l

Umlted, experts say, because it 1
bunt on two aaswnptlons . 1
, that have since proved un~:" ,
that most tramc was gene~te:d ·
1;1y commuting tHp~ and tbat 1
most people'WOrked downt;olpn. ,
• Nowadays, people nationWide
! are C#fVI,ng so plUch.to take their
ctilldren to sChool, .run errand1i
i and 'engage in other activities:
.that these trips far outstrip com-c
· mutinJ{, according to fede~. ·;
transporta,tion statlstlcs.
.:
.
To make matters wor&e, al, most all or tl:ie tl'anslt-ol'ient€!d
constru~~m that has so far be,en
I approVed in the LA fP'Ba t,s for:
housing rather than job centers
' or the village-style -shopping ar- ··
~eas that planher8 had origtnally
enylsioned.
·
~ _Bilf!lnK,. ~-~~cantE.~.!!n~eL
'this could mean that tens or
thousands ·or residents will be ·
· clusterild near train ~atip~
th~· only occ:asio~ use. For
moSt shopping, schools andjo~s.
· they11 stiD.get in their ears1
'
FUm stucfent Isaiah Eller ls a
~example or the q~darY·
The 21~year-o1d lei\ two cars
·~bind ln Michigan. ftgurtng
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he m~ to. the lArk apart. .
ment building in'H~ last
. year.
Jtist two blocks away fromthe
HollyWood and Vmf! Red Line
r: station in a neighborhoOd Wft_h
plency orrestaurants and shopS.
Eller consldeted the' vintage
building or 100,, units a perrec~
placl!'to live witbout a car..
But aft.er 1UBt a rew ~nths,
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· to get around Los AngeU!s on
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·
l
Using the system here took
I too long, didn't ~ .~here he
needed and was unpleasant, he
~ said .
.
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t
· '1:'ve onlY rtdden the };nlB t~
;I, tUnes. and that \l(,Ss e_nmigh... Ell:
.
.
erSald.
lie's not alone. Although sev·
·eral residentS ofhls butldlng shld

· was

·: [See Tramit1 Pctge.~9]
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use trans!,t · only jf. It took less · could patro~ the coffee s
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the. traJ:!S~t stop when theY ·at- i aiq. - ·l?illjed i':ltp a ;par~E
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cess to a car:.
'
· . , ' · Gold Llne station. ·
·
~. ' T ' . ' 'fl1.ete \S ~o~per lssue..,ac
,Othei:Wise,
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, truction .indw
HARRY COBMATO~,
residents ~f the tl'8ll8lt·b~~d wo!Jkel'Erlc J"'hpson, who {DO
W/10 Uues and worlarby . projects said they never-used the t ·to 'south PaSadena's :!Wsl
Tnil~'b!'lanveswJiuJbb Une. .· .
,
T' Mer.idlari project With tbe·in·
~--= ..
~e dile~a we have is the tion ·0 r taklng, th~ Gold L~
. [Trwl3it,from.~A!8]'
··
destinations, sald
Cer-hlsjob downtown.
they 'had giyeq up their ~·
~rp, a UC Ber!'eley
~J&,n- ,
But a .few rn6iiths· ago,
about SQ:of the 54 car8 lil the ga_nmg'professorwbo is coauthor of.
· .
ved to'sun Valle
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.
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.
'""'· .. ~ ,
·
But such realities havell.'t
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~C::eh. de~~pmen~ in the , sarUYn~ ti'airi and b~utops.·
At Academy Village in No;
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and ·a rand . Avenue prQje~
older E~ Coast 'cities, where third of' a mile tram the No:
downt.Owiumdhuridreds·orunits . tqe l!rb~ grid Is closely con-· Hollywood transit station. ab~
around Metro sb\tioi:ls ln :BoDynected to the local transit sys- 120. cars left the· building ef
woOd, Noith HollyWbod and, the . tern.
.
morning, whpe·fewer Qlan ba:
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t"That to me is the big 'dlffer- doien re·sldents set off on fooG
l
art:
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of the world," C~
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plexes apd
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.
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,
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Thank you for attending this Metro meeting. We welcome your comments on the following topics:
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Thank you for attending this Metro meeting. We welcome your comments on the following topics:
1. Canoga Transportation Corridor Alternatives {see handout)
2. Issues you would like addressed in the Environmental Impact Report {please be specific)
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Project Manager, Metro, One Gateway Plaza, Los Angeles, CA 90012 or emailed to daviswa@metro.net
or faxed to 213-922-6358. All comments are due by 5 p.m. on Monday, August 13, 2007.
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Thank you for attending this Metro meeting. We welcome your comments on the following topics:
1. Canoga Transportation Corridor Alternatives (see handout)
2. Issues you would like addressed in the Environmental Impact Report (please be specific)
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Please use the reverse side for additional comments. Comments may also be mailed to: Walt Davis,
Project Manager, Metro, One Gateway Plaza, Los Angeles, CA 90012 or emailed to daviswa@metro.net
or faxed to 213-922-6358. All comments are due by 5 p.m. on Monday, August 13, 2007.
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1. Canoga Transportation Corridor Alternatives (see handout}
2. Issues you would like addressed in the Environmental Impact Report (please be specific}
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Thank you for attending this Metro meeting. We welcome your comments on the following topics:
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1. Canoga Transportation Corridor Alternatives (see handout)
,2. !ssues y~u would like addresse~ in the Environmental Impact Report (please be specific)
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Thank you for attending this Metro meeting. We welcome your comments on the following topics:
1. Canoga Transportation Corridor Alternatives (see handout)
2. Issues you would like addressed in the Environmental Impact Report (please be specific)
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Thank you for attending this Metro meeting. We welcome your comments on the following topics:
1. Canoga Transportation Corridor Alternatives (see handout)
2. Issues you would like addressed in the Environmental Impact Report (please be specific)
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or faxed to 213-922-6358. All comments are due by 5 p.m. on Monday, August 13,2007.
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Thank you for attending this Metro meeting. We welcome your comments on the following topics:
1. Canoga Transportation Corridor Alternatives (see handout}
2. Issues you would like admessed in the Environmental Impact Report (please be specific}
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Please use the reverse side for additional comments. Comments m ay also be mailed to: Walt bavis,
Project Manager, Metro, One Gateway Plaza, Los Angeles, CA 90012 or emailed to daviswa@metro.net
or faxed to 213-922-6358. All comments are due by 5 p.m. on Monday, August 13, 2007.
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Thank you for attending this Metro meeting. We welcome your comments on the following topics:
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1. Canoga Transportation Corridor Alternatives (see handout)
2. Issues you would like add!essed in the E~vironmental Impact Report (please be specific)
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Please use the reverse sfde for additional comments. Comments may also be mailed to: Walt Davis,
Project Manager, Metro, One Gateway Plaza, Los Angeles, CA 90012 or emailed to daviswa@metro.net
or faxed to 213-922-6358. All comments are due by 5 p.m. on Monday, August 13, 2007.
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Thank you for attending this Metro meeting. We welcome your comments on the following topics':~
1. Canoga Transportation Corridor Alternatives (see handout)
2. Issues you would like addressed in the Environmental Impact Report (please be spe~fic)
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Please use the reverse side for additional comments. Comments may also be mailed to: Walt Davis,
Project Manager, Metro, One Gateway Plaza, Los Angeles, CA 90012 or emailed to daviswa@metro.net
or faxed to 213-922-§358. All comments are due by 5 p.m. on Monday, August 13,2007.
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Thank you for attending this Metro meeting. We welcome your comments on the following topics:
1. Canoga Transportation Corridor Alternatives (see handout)
2. Issues you would like addressed in the Environmental Impact Report (please be specific)
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Please use the reverse side for additional comments. Comments may also be mailed to: Walt Davis,
Project Manager, Metro, One Gateway Plaza, Los Angeles, CA 90012 or emailed to daviswa@metro.net
or faxed to 213-922-6358. All comments are due by 5 p.m. on Monday, August 13, 2007.
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Thank you for attending this Metro meeting. We welcome your comments on the following topics:
1. Canoga Transportation Corridor Alternatives (see handout)
2. Issues you would like addressed in the Environmental Impact Report (please be specific)
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Please use the reverse side for additional comments. Comments may also be mailed to: Walt Davis,
Project Manager, Metro, One Gateway Plaza, Los Angeles, CA 90012 or emailed to daviswa@metro.net
or faxed to 213-922-6358. All comments are due by 5 p.m. on Monday, August 13, 2007.

CARLOIBON
rl11e Motorist's Best Friend
P.O. Box 564
Woodland Hills, California 91365
818-223-8080
Comments on EIR for Proposed Chatsworth Extension
OfL. A. C. M. T. A. Orange Line Busway
Submitted July 30, 2007
1. There has yet to be any demonstrated need for spending $150+ million of taxpayers
funds for an Orange Line extension from the Canoga A venue station to the Chatsworth train
station. In order to establish a realistic demand for such bus service, the most logical thing
would be to start up a regular bus line on Canoga A venue that goes along Canoga A venue. MTA
can do this right away. No need to wait years. It should be the starting point for any other action
in the EIR. I suggest that this bus line will demonstrate minimal actual usage, and indicate that
no major construction project should be undertaken.
2. Alternative 5 would be the worst of all possible alternatives. It would plow under
dozens of prospering businesses along the east side of Canoga A venue. These long-established
businesses involve hundreds of employees and thousands of customers. These businesses would
find it next to impossible to find comparable relocation sites that would be easy for their
employees and customers to reach. The Valley has too little commercial and industrial
properties as it is. MTA should not be in the business of destroying them.

3. As for these existing businesses, you may know that the MTA has them all on monthto-month leases. This provides almost no security. It also has allowed MTA to impose
unconscionable rent increases, such as doubling. During at least this two-year EIR process, the
MTA should allow long-term leases on these properties. This will also assure the customers and
employees that the business will continue in place. It will also stop any potential rent gouging by
MTA.
4. Eventually, this old MTA right-of-way along Canoga Avenue should be sold and left
zoned for commercial and industrial properties, as it currently is. The current business tenants
should be given the right of first refusal. The millions of dollars that are raised from the land
sales should go into projects that really help improve transportation. Such as expanding the 101
and other projects to speed up traffic in the Valley. We all know the gigantic bottleneck that
Caltrans and the MTA have created on the 101 at Topanga Canyon where five lanes shrink to
only four. Let's put the $150 million into this instead.

Comment Sheet- Canoga Transportation Corridor ·
EIR Scoping Meeting

®Metro
metro. net

Name:

BAY

NEW Academy of Canoga Park - July 30, 2007 - 7 p.m.

Q,

.LOP£Z

Affiliation (i.e. organization, resident, b u s i n e s s ) = - - - - - . - - - - - - - : - - - : - - - - - Address:

1372'7 LJ, 'WEJ/3'( STo

Phone#:

(?fJB)

8S1-_;_5i'/5

b/JNN£TM CAL[f. tJ11Jb

EmailAddress: - - - - - - - - -

Thank you for attending this Metro meeting. We welcome your comments on the following topics:
1. Canoga Transportation Corridor Alternatives (see handout)
2. Issues you would like addressed in the Environmental Impact Report (please be specific)
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Please use the reverse side for additional comments.
may also be mailed to: Walt Davis, Project
Manager, Metro, One Gateway Plaza, Los Angeles, CA 90012 or emailed to daviswa@metro.net or faxed to
213-922-6358. All comments are due by 5 p.m. on Monday, August 13,2007.
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1. Canoga Transportation Corridor Alternatives (see handout)
2. Issues you would like addressed in the Environmental Impact Report (please be specific)
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Please use the reverse side for additional comments. Comments may also be mailed to: Walt Davis, Project
Manager, Metro, One Gateway Plaza, Los Angeles, CA 90012 or emailed to daviswa@metro.net or faxed to
213-922-6358. All comments are due by 5 p.m. on Monday, August 13, 2007.
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Thank you for attending this Metro meeting. We welcome your comments on the following topics:
1. Canoga Transportation Corridor Alternatives (see handout)

2. Issues you would like addressed in the Environmental Impact Report (please be specific)
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Please use the reverse side for additional comments. Comments may also be mailed to: Walt Davis, Project
Manager, Metro, One Gateway Plaza, Los Angeles, CA 90012 or emailed to daviswa@metro.net or faxed to
213-922-6358. All comments are due by 5 p.m. on Monday, August 13,2007.
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Thank you for attending this Metro meeting. We welcome your comments on the following topics:
1. Canoga Transportation Corridor Alternatives (see handout)
2. Issues you would like addressed in the Environmental Impact Report (please be specific)
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Please use the reverse side for additional comments. Comments may also be mailed to: Walt Davis, Project
Manager, Metro, One Gateway Plaza, Los Angeles, CA 90012 or emailed to daviswa@metro.net or faxed to
213-922-6358. All comments are due by 5 p.m. on Monday, August 13, 2007.
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Thank you for attending this Metro meeting. We welcome your comments on the following topics:

Please use the reverse side for additional comments. Comments may also be mailed to: Walt Davis, Project
Manager, Metro, One Gateway Plaza, Los Angeles, CA 90012 or emailed to daviswa@metro.net or faxed to
213-922-6358. All comments are due by 5 p.m. on Monday, August 13, 2007.

Comment Sheet- Canoga Transportation Corridor
EIR Scoping Meeting

(t} Metro
metro.net

NEW Academy of Canoga Park- July 30, 2007- 7 p.m.

!do /\'-{

Name:

4Q i I

G,e._±{' "'---'

Affiliation (i.e. organization, resident, business):
Address:
Phone#:

&jZ/(

~'-llja Au~·

G, \...QQ LLc b LQ.../ B-J#es
i

(j

- ®cu

RJt-3LJI- 3 (a 0 D

Email Address: - - - - - - - - - - - -

Thank you for attending this Metro meeting. We welcome your comments on the following topics:
1. Canoga Transportation Corridor Alternatives (see handout)
2. Issues you would like addressed in the Environmental Impact Report (please be specific)
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Please use the reverse side for additional comments. Comments may also be mailed to: Walt Davis, Project
Manager, Metro, One Gateway Plaza, Los Angeles, CA 90012 or emailed to daviswa@metro.net or faxed to
213-922-6358. All comments are due by 5 p.m. on Monday, August 13, 2007.
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Thank you for attending this Metro meeting. We welcome your comments on the following topics:

Please use the reverse side for additional comments. Comments may also be mailed to: Walt Davis,
Project Manager, Metro, One Gateway Plaza, Los Angeles, CA 90012 or emailed to daviswa@metro.net
or faxed to 213-922-6358. All comments are due by 5 p.m. on Monday, August 13, 2007.
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Thank you for attending this Metro meeting. We welcome your comments on the following topics:
1. Canoga Transportation Corridor Alternatives (see handout)
2. Issues you would like addressed in the Environmental Impact Report (please be specific)
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Please use the reverse side for additional comments. Comments may also be mailed to: Walt Davis, Project
Manager, Metro, One Gateway Plaza, Los Angeles, CA 90012 or emailed to daviswa@metro.net or faxed to
213-922-6358. All comments are due by 5 p.m. on Monday, August 13, 2007.
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Thank you for attending thls Metro meeting. We welcome your comments on the following topics:

Please use the reverse side for additional comments. Comments may also be mailed to: Walt Davis, Project
Manager, Metro, One Gateway Plaza, Los Angeles, CA 90012 or emailed to daviswa@metro.net or faxed to
213-922-6358. All comments are due by 5 p.m. on Monday, August 13, 2007.
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Thank you for attending this Metro meeting. We welcome your comments on the following topics:
1. Canoga Transportation Corridor Alternatives (see handout)
2. Issues you would like addr(ssed in the :!fvi:onmental Impact Report (please be specific)
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Please use the reverse side for additional comments. Comments may also be mailed to: Walt Davis, Project
Manager, Metro, One Gateway Plaza, Los Angeles, CA 90012 or emailed to daviswa@metro.net or faxed to
213-922-6358. All comments are due by 5 p.m. on Monday, August 13, 2007.
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Thank you for attending this Metro meeting. We welcome your comments on the following topics:
1. Canoga Transportation Corridor Alternatives (see handout)
2. Issues you would like addressed in the Environmental Impact Report (please be specific)
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Thank you for attending this Metro meeting. We welcome your comments on the following topics:
1. Canoga Transportation Corridor Alternatives (see handout)
2. Issues you would like addressed in the Enviro:qmental Impact Report (please be specific)
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Please use the reverse side for additional comments. Comments may also be mailed to: Walt Davis, Project
Manager, Metro, One Gateway Plaza, Los Angeles, CA 90012 or emailed to daviswa@metro.net or faxed to
213-922-6358. All comments are due by 5 p.m. on Monday, August 13, 2007.
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Chatsworth Hills Academy
The school at the top of the hill
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Dear Mr. Walt Davis,
We write on behalf of Chatsworth Hills Academy, located at 21 523 Rinaldi St., in
Chatsworth., California, regarding the proposed extension of £.he Orange LiT.Je.
Chatswonh Hills Academy is a college preparatory :;:cbool established in the liberal arts
tradition enrolling students from Early Childhood (ages 2 Yz - 5) thr<>ugh Grade 8.
Approximately 175 families with over 250 students at CHA wilf be affected by the
MTA •s decisions regarding the Orange Line.

Chatsworth Hills Academy believes that mass transit is an integral part of an
environmentally and socially responsible community. Alternative 5, a Dedicated Lane
Rapid Bus on De Soto A venue, is a welcome expansion that should alleviate current and
future traffi.c problems, having a positive impact on the community. CHA supports
Alternative 5 with a final stop at the Metrolink station in Chatsworth, and is opposed to
any c:dension north ofDevonsbirc. Not only would it be disruptive to both the
residential and equestrian community, but also it seems it would not draw sufficient
traffic from State Route 118 to justify such an investment.
In particular.. we strongly oppose any reconsideration of an extension up Canoga to SR
ll~ or further consideration ofthe extension up DeSoto to SR. 118. We oppose such
extensions because they would severely harm access to our school, impair our students '
safety and security, and compound the already looming traffic problems from the
expansion of Sierra Canyon School and the development of the Deer Lake Ranch
residential development project.

For additional background information about our school, please visit our websjte at
www.chaschooLorg. Please be sure to include CHA on all future mailings ofpublic
information or noticing public meetings com~cming the expansion.
We truly appreciate you taking the time to heur our opinion. and hope you will not
hesitate to contact us with any questions.

Sincerely,

Graham Bro-wn
Head of School
Chatsworth Hills Academy
818.998.4037

Victor Cosentino
Board ofTrustees, President
Chatsworth Hills Acad~my

21523 Rinaldi Street, Chatsworth, california 91311 • Mailing Address: P.O. Box 5077, Chatsworth, California 91313
Tel. 818.998.4037 • Fax: 818.998.406.2 • www.chaschoor.arg
Fully 3c:crediii:d by: The Ci!llf'oml~ Asso<:i.:lt1on of roa~erdmt Schoors an:l Wes:Em AssocD:Jan cf Schools and Colleges
r-11!mbet of tl'll?: ~tiona! A!:soeiatloo of Inae~endertt School~
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August 13 , 2007

Mr. Walt Davis
Metropolitan Transportation Auth01ity (Metro)
One Gateway Plaza
MS 99-17-2
Los Angeles, Ci\ 900 12
Re: Canoga Tramportation Corridor
Notice of Preparation of a Drall ElR
!GR/CEQA No. 070729/EA
SCH No. 2007071056, Vic. T.A-27-PM
Dear Mr. Davis:
Thank you for including the California Dep<utmcnt of Transportation in the environmental
review process t<.H· the proposed Canoga Transportation Corridor. The project proposes to extend
transit service from the terminus of the existing Mclro Orange Line at the Canoga Station, north
to the Chatsworth Metrolink Station and a possible 2-milc extension ti.1rther north to a new parkand-Jidc facility at the State Route I 18 fi·eeway. Based on rcvievv of the information received,
we have the following comments:
We note that one of the routes being considered for the proposed extension is along Topanga
Canyon Boule vard. Among the alternatives to be analyLed, is the inclusion oC a Mixed Flovv
Rapid bus route or a dedicated Lane Rapid bus lane on Topanga Canyon Boulevard. Also, the
possible extension to a new park-and-ride lot ncar SR-11 ~ is proposed along Topang<: Canyon
Boulevard. We remind you that Topanga Canyon Boulevard is State Route 27 and any
modifications to it would need coordination and approval from this Department. If one
these
alternatives is chosen , the City of Los Angeles may need to take possession of the route under
the State's relinquishment process. Currently, minor modifications like signal improv ements
may he done through the State's relinquishment process and more complex improvements would
need to go through the tormal project initiation process.

or

lf you have any questions, picasc contact me at (2 I 3} 897- 3747 or project coordinator Elmer
Alvarc;. at ~213) 897-6696 and please retcr to our internal record number 070729/ EA.
Sincerely,
-
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CHIRYLJ. p'QWELL
IGR/ CEQA Program Manager
CaltnUls, District 7
"Caltru.11s impmtws mobility acrn.~.~ Cali{tJrnia ''

Department of Toxic Substances Control
Linda S Adams
Secretary for
Environmental Protection

Maureen F Gorsen, Director
1011 North Grandview Avenue
Glendale, California 91201

Arnold Schwarzenegger
Governor

August 13, 2007
Mr Waft Davis
Project Manager
Metropolitan Transportation Authority
One Gateway Plaza
Los Angeles, California 90012
CANOGA TRANSPORTATION CORRIDOR/ORANGELINE EXPANSION- DTSC COMMENTS
Dear Mr. Davis:
The Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) was notified of the preparation of the draft
Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the above mentioned Project during the Scoping Meeting
held on July 26, 2007.
Based on the information provided at the Scoping Meeting, the following are DTSC's comments:

1) The draft EIR needs to identify and determine whether current or historic uses at the Project
site have resulted in any release of hazardous wastes/substances at the Project area.
2) The draft EIR needs to identify any known or potentially contaminated properties within the
proposed Project area. For all identified properties , the draft EIR needs to evaluate whether
conditions at the site pose a threat to human health or the environment
3) The draft EIR should identify the mechanism to initiate any required investigation and/or
remediation for any site that may require remediation, and which government agency will provide
appropriate regulatory oversight.
4) If it is determined that contaminated soil exists, the draft EIR should identify appropriate Health
and Safety procedures (i.e, dust suppression, air monitoring) that will protect construction workers
and neighboring residents. If during the construction of the project, soil contamination is
suspected, construction in the area should stop and appropriate Health and Safety procedures
should be implemented
If you would like to discuss this matter further please contact Jessy Fierro, Project Manager, at
(8 ~ 8) 551-2174 or me at (818) 551-2980
Sincerely,

JliO~

nit Chief
Southern California Cleanup Operations'- Glendale Office
Printed on Recycled Paper

I

South Coast
Air Quality Management District
21865 Copley Drive, Diamond Bar, CA 91765-4182
(909) 396-2000 • www.aqmd.gov
July 13, 2007

Mr. Walt Davis
Project Manager
Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro)
One Gateway Plaza
Los Angeles, CA 90012
Dear Mr. Davis

Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Report (Draft EIR) for the
Canoga Transportation Corridor, Metro Orange Line Extension (North)
The South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) appreciates the opportunity to comment on the abovementioned document. The SCAQMD's comments are recommendations regarding the analysis of potential air quality
impacts from the proposed project that should be included in the draft environmental impact report (EIR). Please send
the SCAQMD a copy of the Draft EIR upon its completion. In addition, please send with the draft Em all
appendices or technical documents related to the air quality analysis and electronic versions of all air quality
modeling and health risk assessment flies. Without aU files and supporting air quality documentation, the
SCAQMD will be unable to complete its review of the air quality anidysis in a timely manner. Any delays in
providing all supporting air quality documentation will require additional time for review beyond the end of the
comment period.

Air Quality Analysis
The SCAQMD adopted its California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Air Quality Handbook in 1993 to assist
other public agencies with the preparation of air quality analyses. The SCAQMD recommends that the Lead Agency
use tllis Handbook as guidance when preparing its air quality analysis. Copies of the Handbook are available from the
SCAQMD's Subscription Services Department by calling (909) 396-3720. Alternatively, the lead agency may wish to
consider using the California Air Resources Board (CARB) approved URBEMIS 2007 Model. This model is available
on the SCAQMD Website at: www.agmd.gov/cega/models.htrnl.
The Lead Agency should identifY any potential adverse air quality impacts that could occur from all phases of the
project and all air pollutant sources related to the project. Air quality impacts from both construction (including
demolition, if any) and operations should be calculated. Construction-related air quality impacts typically include, but
are not limited to, emissions from the use of heavy-duty equipment from grading, earth-loading/unloading, paving,
architectural coatings, off-road mobile sources (e.g., heavy-duty construction equipment) and on-road mobile sources
(e.g., construction worker vehicle trips, material transport trips). Operation-related air quality impacts may include,
but are not limited to, emissions from stationary sources (e.g., boilers), area sources (e.g., solvents and coatings), and
vehicular trips (e.g., on- and off-road tailpipe emissions and entrained dust). Air quality impacts from indirect sources,
that is, sources that generate or attract vehicular trips should be included in the analysis.
The SCAQMD has developed a methodology for calculating PM2.5 emissions from construction and operational
activities and processes. In connection with developing PM2.5 calculation methodologies, the SCAQMD has also
developed both regional and localized significance thresholds. The SCAQMD requests that the lead agency quantifY
PM2.5 emissions and compare the results to the recommended PM2.5 significance thresholds. Guidance for
calculating PM2.5 emissions and PM2.5 significance thresholds can be found at the following internet address:
http://www.aqmd.gov/ceqa/handbook/PM2 5/PM2 5.html .
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Walt Davis

July 13, 2007
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In addition to analyzing regional air quality impacts the SCAQMD recommends calculating localized air quality
impacts and comparing the results to localized significance thresholds (LSTs). LST's can be used in addition to the
recommended regional significance thresholds as a second indication of air quality impacts when preparing a CEQA
document. TI1erefore, when preparing the air quality analysis for the proposed project, it is recommended that the lead
agency perform a localized significance analysis by either using the LSTs developed by the SCAQMD or performing
dispersion modeling as necessary. Guidance for performing a localized air quality analysis can be found at
http://www.agmd.gov/cegalhandbook/LST/LST.html.
It is recommended that lead agencies for projects generating or attracting vehicular trips, especially heavy-duty dieselfueled vehicles, perform a mobile source health risk assessment. Guidance for perfonning a mobile source health risk
assessment ("Health Risk Assessment Guidance for Analyzing Cancer Risk from Mobile Source Diesel Idling
Emissions for CEQA Air Quality Analysis") can be found on the SCAQMD's CEQA web pages at the following
internet address: http://www.agmd.gov/ceqalhandbooklmobile toxic/mobile toxic.html. An analysis of all toxic air
contruninant impacts due to the decommissioning or use of equipment potentially generating such air pollutants should
also be included.
Mitigation Measures
In the event that the project generates significant adverse air quality impacts, CEQA requires that all feasible
mitigation measures that go beyond what is required by law be utilized during project construction rutd operation to
minimize or eliminate significant adverse air quality impacts. To assist the Lead Agency with identifying possible
mitigation measures for the project, please refer to Chapter 11 of the SCAQMD CEQA Air Quality Handbook for
sample air quality mitigation measures. Additional mitigation measures can be found on the SCAQMD's CEQA web
pages at the following internet address: www.aqmd.gov/ceqalhandbooklmitigation/MM intro.html Additionally,
SCAQMD's Rule 403- Fugitive Dust, and the Implementation Handbook contain numerous measures for controlling
construction-related emissions that should be considered for use as CEQA mitigation if not otherwise required. Other
measures to reduce air quality impacts from land use projects can be found in the SCAQMD's Guidance Document for
Addressing Air Quality Issues in General Plans and Local Planning. This document can be found at the fol~owing
internet address: http://www.agmd.gov/prdas/agguide/aqguide.html. In addition, guidance on sitting incompatible land
uses can be found in the California Air Resources Board's Air Quality and Land Use Handbook: A Community
Perspective, which can be found at the following internet address: http://www.arb.ca.gov/ch/handbook.pd£ Pursuant
to state CEQA Guidelines§ 15126.4 (a)(l)(D), any impacts resulting from mitigation measures must also be discussed.
Data Sources
SCAQMD rules and relevant air quality reports and data are available by calling the SCAQMD's Public Information
Center at (909) 396-2039. Much of the information available through the Public Information Center is also available
via the SCAQMD's World Wide Web Homepage (http://www.agmd.gov).
The SCAQMD is willing to work with the Lead Agency to ensure that project-related emissions are accurately
identified, categorized, and evaluated. Please call Charles Blankson, Ph.D., Air Quality Specialist, CEQA Section, at
(909) 396-3304 if you have any questions regarding tlus letter.
Sincerely,

,

6~6~
Steve Smitl1, Ph.D.
Program Supervisor, CEQA Section
Planning, Rule Development and Area Sources
SS:CB:LI
LAC070711-02AK
Control Number

STATE OF CALIFORNIA

GOVERNOR'S OFFICE of PLANNING AND RESEARCH
STATE CLEAIUNGHOUSE AND PLANNING U NIT
CYNTHIA BRYANT
DIRECI'OR

ARNOLD SCHWARZENEGGER
GOVERNOR

Notice of Preparation
July 13, 2007

To:

Reviewing Agencies

Re:

Canoga Transportation Corridor
SCH# 2007071056

Attached for your review and comment is the Notice of Preparation (NOP) for the Canoga Transportation Corridor
draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR).
Responsible agencies must transmit their comments on the scope and content of the NOP, focusing on specific
information related to their own statutory responsibility, within 30 days of receipt of the NOP from the Lead Agency.
Tllis is a courtesy notice provided by the State Clearinghouse with a reminder for you to comment in a timely
manner. We encourage other agencies to also respond to this notice and express their concerns early in the
environmental review process.
Please direct your conunents to:
Walt Davis
Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro)
One Gateway Plaza
MS 99-17-2
Los Angeles, CA 90012
with a copy to the State Clearinghouse in the Office of Planning and Research. Please refer to the SCH number
noted above in all correspondence concerning this project.
If you have any questions about the environmental document review process, please call the State Clearinghouse at
(916) 445-0613.
Sincerely,

s~-Project Analyst, State Clearinghouse

Attachments
cc: Lead Agency

1400 lOth Street

P.O. Box 3044

(916) 445-0613

Sacramento, California 95812-3044
FAX (916) 323-3018 www.opr.ca.gov

Document Details Report
State Clearinghouse Data Base
SCH#
Project Title
Lead Agency
Type
Description

2007071056
Canoga Transportation Corridor
Metropolitan Transportation Authority
NOP Notice of Preparation
The Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro) proposes to extend bus service
from the existing Metro Orange Line terminus at Canoga near Vanowen, north to the Chatsworth
Metrolink Station. Seven potential build alternatives have been identified: 1) Mixed Flow Rapid Bus on
Canoga, 2) Dedicated Lane Rapid Bus on Canoga, 3) Canoga Avenue Busway- MOL rail right-of-way
Extension, 4) Mixed Flow Rapid Bus on De Solo, 5) Dedicated Lane Rapid Bus on De Solo, 6) Mixed
Flow Rapid on Topanga Canyon, and 7) Dedicated Lane Rapid Bus on Topanga Canyon.
The EIR will also consider the feasibility of the extension of transit service from the Chatsworth
Metrolink Station, north to a new park-and-ride facility at the SR- 118 freeway. Two potential routes for
this further extension will be evaluated: Topanga Canyon and De Solo. In addition the EIR will
consider a Transportation System Management Alternative (TSM), which will include the addition of
bus service on Canoga and improvements to bus service along existing routes. The EIR will also
consider the No Project Alternative. Modifications to the Division 8 bus maintenance facility on
Canoga at Nordhoff, or a new maintenance or bus parking facility may also be evaluated in the EIR.

Lead Agency Contact
Name
Agency
Phone
email
Address
City

Walt Davis
Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro)
(213) 922-3079
One Gateway Plaza
MS 99-17-2
Los Angeles

Fax

State CA

Zip 90012

Project Location
County
City
Region
Cross Streets
Parcel No.
Township

Los Angeles

Numerous
Range

Section

Base

Proximity to:
Highways
Airports
Railways
Waterways
Schools
Land Use

101,118,27
Metrolink
LA River
several
Bus service is proposed along City streets. The Canoga alignment includes an approximately 100-foot
right-of-way owned by Metro. There are 94 leases/sign board contracts and licenses/easements within
that right-of-way mostly for commercial and industrial uses.

Project Issues

AestheticNisual; Air Quality; Archaeologic-Historic; Drainage/Absorption; Flood Plain/Flooding;
Geologic/Seismic; Noise; Population/Housing Balance; Public Services; Soil
Erosion/Compaction/Grading; Toxic/Hazardous; Traffic/Circulation; Water Quality; Wetland/Riparian;
Wildlife; Growth Inducing; Landuse

Reviewing
Agencies

Department of Boating and Waterways; Office of Historic Preservation; Department of Parks and
Recreation; Department of Water Resources; Department of Fish and Game, Region 5; Native
American Heritage Commission; Public Utilities Commission; State Lands Commission; California
Highway Patrol; Caltrans, District 7; Air Resources Board, Transportation Projects; Integrated Waste

Note: Blanks in data fields result from insufficient information provided by lead agency.

Document Details Report
State Clearinghouse Data Base
Management Board; Regional Water Quality Control Board, Region 4; Resources Agency

Date Received

07/12/2007

Start of Review 07/12/2007

End of Review

08/10/2007

Note: Blanks in data fields result from insufficient information provided by lead agency.
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Resources Agency

•
•

Resources Agency
Nadell Gayou
Dept. of Boating & Waterways
David Johnson

0

0
0
0
0
•

•
0

0
~~

California Coastal
Commission
Elizabeth A. Fuchs
Colorado River Board
Gerald R. Zimmerman
Dept. of Conservation
Sharon Howell
California Energy
Commission
Paul Richins

0

0
0

0

0

Fish & Game Region 1
Donald Koch
Fish & Game Region 1 E
Laurie Hamsberger

Fish & Game Region 4
Julie Vance

Fish & Game Region 6
Gabrina Gatchel
Habitat Conservation Program
Fish & Game Region 6 UM
Gabrina Gatchel
lnyo/Mono, Habitat Conservation
Program
Dept. of Fish & Game M
George Isaac
Marine Region

Other Departments

S.F. Bay Conservation &
Dev't. Comm.
Steve McAdam

Depart. of Fish & Game
Scott Flint
Environmental Services Division

Fish & Game Region 3
Robert Floerke

0

Dept. of General Services
Robert Sleppy
Environmental Services Section
Dept. of Health Services
Veronica Malloy
Dept. of HealthiOrinking Water

Independent
Commissions.Boards

0
0
0
•

Delta Protection Commission
Debby Eddy
Office of Emergency Services
Dennis Castrillo
Governor's Office of Planning
& Research
State Clearinghouse
Native American Heritage
Comm.
Debbie Treadway

a~
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Santa Monica Bay Restoration
Guangyu Wang

0
0

II State Lands Commission

0

0

0

Jean Sarine

Tahoe Regional Planning
Agency (TRPA)
Cherry Jacques

0

Business. Trans & Housing

0
0

Caltrans - Division of
Aeronautics
Sandy Hesnard
Caltrans - Planning
Terri Pencovic

•
0

Housing & Community
Development
Lisa Nichols
Housing Policy Division

Dept. of Transportation

0

0
0
0

0
0

.fl

0
0
0

Caltrans, District 5
David Murray

0

Caltrans, District 6
Marc Birnbaum

0

•

.......

Regional Water Quality Control,
Board {RWQCB)

0

Cal trans, District 10
Tom Dumas
Caltrans, District 11
Mario Orso
Caltrans, District 12
Bob Joseph

Airport Projects
Jim Lerner

0

Caltrans, District 3
Jeff Pulverman
Cal trans, District 4
Tim Sable

Caltrans, District 9
Gayle Rosander

lfj

Caltrans, District 1
Rex Jackman
.
Caltrans, District 2
Marcelino Gonzalez

Caltrans, District B
Dan Kopulsky

Air Resources Board

0
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Cal EPA

California Highway Patrol
ShirteyKelly
Office of Special Projects

Food & Agriculture
Steve Shaffer
Dept. of Food and Agriculture
Depart. of General Services
Public School Construction
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Public Utilities Commission
!<en Lewis

Don Chadwick
Habitat Conservation Program

0

Dept. of Water Resources
Resources Agency
Nadell Gayou

Fish & Game Region 2
Banky Curtis

II Fish & Game Region 5

Reclamation Board
DeeDee Jones

Fish and Game

0

0

0

Conservancy

0

0

Dept of Parks & Recreation
Environmental Stewardship
Section

0
0

0

Cal Fire
Allen Robertson
Office of Historic
Preservation
Wayne Donaldson

•

"\,

0
0

•
0

Transportation Projects
Ravl Ramallngam

RWQCB 1
Cathleen Hudson
North Coast Region (1)
RWQCB2
Environmental Document
Coordinator
San Francisco Bay Region (2)
RWQCB3
Central Coast Region (3)
RWQCB4
Teresa Rodgers
Los Angeles Region (4)
RWQCBSS
Central Valley Region (5)

0

Industrial Projects
Mike Tollstrup

0
California Integrated Waste
Management Board
Sue O'Leary

0

State Water Resources Control
Board
Regional Programs Unit
Division of Financial Assistance
State Water Resources Control
Board
Student Intern, 401 Water Quality
Certification Unit
Division of Water Quality
State Water Resouces Control Board
Steven Herrera
Division of Water Rights
Dept. of Toxic Substances Control
CEQA Tracking Center
Department of Pesticide Regulation

0

0

0

RWQCBSR
Central Valley Region (5)
Redding Branch Office

RWQCB6
lahontan Region (6)

0
0

RWQCB SF
Central Valley Region (5)
Fresno Branch Office

RWQCB6V
Lahontan Region (6)
Victorville Branch Office

RWQCB7
Colorado River Basin Region (7)
RWQCBB
Santa Ana Region (B)
RWQCB9
San Diego Region (9)

Other _ _ _ _ _ __

Caltrans, District 7
Cheryl J. Powell

Last Updated on 07/12107
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of Commerce

The Voice of Valley Business

5121 Van Nuys Blvd., Suite 208 • Sherman Oaks, CA 91403 • Tel: (818} 981-4491 • Fax: (818} 981-4256
www.unitedchambers.org • E-mail: DebiSchuftze@UnitedChambers.org
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SFV & Region

Member Chambers
Agoura/Oak Park/Conejo Valley
Arleta
Calabasas
Canoga Park/West Hills
Chatsworth/ Porter Ranch
Encino
Granada Hills
Greater San Fernando Valley
Pacoima
Regional Black Chamber
Reseda
San Fernando
SFV Filipino-American
Shennan Oaks
Studio City
Sun Valley
Sunland/Tujunga
Sylmar
Toluca Lake
Universal City North Hollywood
Winnetka
Woodland HlllsfTarzana

Affiliate Members
los Angeles A rea
Chamber of Commerce
SFV Business & Professional Association
Simi Valley Chamber of Commerce
Southland Regional Association or
Realtors

July 24, 2007
Canoga Transportation Corridor Project Manager
Metro
One Gateway Plaza
Los Angeles, CA 90012
Dear Project Manager:
United Chambers of Commerce of the San Fernando Valley & Region SUPPORTS the
Northern expansion of the Orange Une busway that would connect the Metro
Orange Line Canoga Station with the Chatsworth Metrolink Station using the existing

Metro Canoga Rail Right-of-Way.
Our organization is a coalition of 29 business organizations, including 22 Chambers of
Commerce and together we represent over 20,400 employers who provide over 384,000
jobs in the San Fernando Valley and Region.
The project proposes a four-mile extension of transit service that would link to the
Chatsworth Metrollnk Station and would expand transit options between the San
Fernando Valley and Ventura County areas.

We believe using the existing rail right-of-way is the right alternative and the
least intrusive on businesses in the area.
This project will help to address the traffic congestion in the San Fernando Valley and
make the Valley more competitive for business. The Metro Orange Line is truly an asset to
the San Fernando Valley and we strongly support the success of the Orange Line and
encourage the growth of public transit in the greater San Fernando Valley region.
Thank you for your consideration and we look forward to working with you to improve
transportation and increase business opportunities in the Valley.
Sincerely,

Strategic Partners
Economic Alliance of SFV
Valley Economic Development Center
California Chamber of Commerce

Sean McCarthy
Chair, Government Affairs

Cc:

Pam O'Conner, Chair, lACMTA
Carol Inge, Chief Planning Officer, lACMTA

- Corporate Investors Platinum Sponsor- Providence Health and Services
Gold Sponsor-Metropolitan Water District
Sliver Sponsors- Lakeside Healthcare, Inc • The Gas Company • VEDC • Verizon
Bronze Sponsors- Aaron Thomas &Associates* Alperstein, Simon, Farkas, Gill & Scott • BFI • Economic Alliance • Galpin Motors • Precision
Dynamics San Fernando Valley Business Journal • Time Warner Cable • Warner Center Marriott • CA Small Business Health Coalition
• The Robert Urich Foundation for Cancer Research & Patient Care
Benefactors- Hunter Communications • Southland Regional Association of Realtors • Herman Berman, Inc • Minuteman Press Northridge •
Beverly Garland's Holiday Inn • West Hills Hospital • High Tech Signs and Banners • Computer Country • Gelb Enterprises

WOODLAND HILLS-TARZANA

Wood land H i ll s- Tarzana Ch am ber o f Comm erce

Canoga Transportation Corridor Project Manager
Metro
One Gateway Plaza
Los Angeles, CA 90012
Dear Project Manager:
Tile Woodland Hills-Tarzana Chamber of Commerce SUPPORTS the Northern expansion of
the Orange Line busway that would connect the Metro Orange Line Canoga Station with the
Chatsworth Metrolink Station using the existing Metro Canoga Rail Right-of-Way.
The project proposes a four-mile extension of transit service that would link to tile Chatsworth
Metrolink Station and would expand transit options between the San Fernando Valley and
Ventura County areas.

We believe using the existing rail right- of- way is the right alternative and the least
intrusive on businesses in the area.
This project will help to address the traffic congestion in the San Fernando Valley and make the
Valley more competitive for business. The Metro Orange Line is truly an asset to the San
Fernando Valley and we strongly support the success of the Orange Line and encourage the
growth of public transit in the greater San Fernando Valley region.
Thank you for your consideration and we look forward to working with you to improve
transportation and increase business opportunities in the Valley.
Sincerely,

Sean McCarthy
Chair, Government Affairs

Cc:

Pam O'Conner, Chair, LACMTA
Carol Inge, Chief Planning Officer, LACMTA

Pl1one 818.347.4737 • Fax 8 18.347.332 1 • www.wood lan dl1 il lscc .net
Post Office Box 1 • Wood land Hills. California 9 1365-0001
20121 Ven tura Bou leva rd • Suite 309 • Woodla nd H il ls, Californ ia 9 1364

Pierce co11eee
OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT

July 24, 2007
Walt Davis, Project Manager
Metro
One Gateway Plaza
Los Angeles, CA 90012

RE: Draft EIR, Metro Orange Line extension
Dear Mr. Davis:
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report for
the proposed northern extension of the Metro Orange Line.
Every one of Pierce College's 18,000+ students commutes to our campus, and the
existing Orange Line serves many of these students. The Orange Line's regular, quick,
and dependable service is very popular, but only those students residing east of our
college are able to avail themselves of this transportation. A very large percentage of
our student population lives north of our Woodland Hills location , and would greatly
benefit from extending the Orange Line to their communities. A 2005-2006 census of
Pierce students revealed that 7,384 resided in the 91303, 91304, 91306, 91311, and
91326 zip codes, the neighborhoods most proximate to the proposed extension.
I fully support the proposal to extend the Orange Line north to Chatsworth. I urge you to
utilize the existing "off street" alternative route (i.e., the former railroad right of way) as
this provides the same advantage that the current Orange Line enjoys: the avoidance
of on-street congestion ensuring a rapid and safe commute.
I appreciate Metro's interest in extending the Orange Line and hope that this proposal
will be implemented in the very near future.

ROBERT GARBER, PRES IDENT
6201 Winnetka Avenue I Woodland Hills I California I 91371 I 818-719-6408
Los Angeles Community College District
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July 20, 2007

Walt Davis, Project Manager
Metro
One Gateway Plaza
Los Angeles, CA 90012
Dear Walt:
Enclosed is a letter dated July 18, 2007 from the Equestrian Trails, Inc., Corral 54,
expressing their concerns regarding the proposed northern extension of the
Metro Orange Line. Please insure that these comments are included as part of
the public record in preparation for the scope of the Environmental Impact Report.
Thank you.

Supervisor
MDA:mjj:dwp

Enclosure
c: Mary Kaufman, President, ETI Corral 54
Michael Cano, 5th District Transportation Deputy

ROOM 869 KENNETH HAHN HALL OF ADMINISTRATION, 500 WEST TEMPLE STREET, LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 90012
TELEPHONE (21 3) 974-5555 • FAX (213) 974-1010 • WEBSITE http://antonovich.eo.la.ea.us/
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and Prcacrt~a tlon of Rlcling and Hiking Trails

Chatsworth Rocky Hill Riders
Corral No. 54
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July 18. 2007

MTA
c/o Supervisor Mike Antonovich
5th District Office
21943 Plummer
Chatsworth, CA 91311
RE: Orange Line Extension to the 118 Freeway
D ear Sirs:
We are very concerned about the extension of the Orange Line north of the Chatsworth Depot. There
are three possible locations for a pari' and ride by the 118 Freeway. Only one makes sense to us.
One, if the Orange Line should go up Canoga Avenue it would create a problem for the community
and equestrians alike. There are two schools at Canoga and Rinaldi. One to the east and one to the
west of this intersection. The main equestrian trail to the hills follows Canoga north from Chatsworth
Street. If off ramps and a park and ride were built at the Canoga location the community would lose
parkland on both the north .and south sides of the freeway.
.

.

Two, having the ' Orange Line go up Topanga Canyon would not make sense either. It is already a
very congested road. There are no open areas for a park and ride at the freeway, except parkland
that is not very accessible. The nearest open area with easy access at this moment is on the north/
west comer of Topanga and Santa Susana Pass Rd. However, there has been some grading there
recently and that land may already be in the worl~ for development.
The third and best scenario for the community as a whole, would be by using DeSoto Avenue. A park
and ride could be built at the north end of Desoto on the Charles Smith property. He owns the hill
between the end of the street and the Public Works debris basin. He has been interested in selling
his property for some time. A park and ride in this location would be out of the way and have easy
access to and from the freeway with far less congestion problems.
Please consider option three for the safety and well being of the entire Chatsworth Community.
Sincer

arlotte Brodie
ETiC:orral 54, Trail Coordinator
15043 Tuba Street
Mission Hills, CA 91345

STt\TEOECA! IEORNIA

NATIVE AMERICAN HERITAGE COMMISSION
915 CAPITOL MALL, ROOM 364
SACRAMENTO, CA 95814
(916) 653-6251
Fa.<t (916) 657-5390
www

nnhc,co.~:ov

d.s_nnhc® pncbcllnet

July 24, 2007

Mr. Walt Davis
Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro)
One Gateway Plaza, MS 99-17-2
Los Angeles, CA 90012
Re: SCH# 2007071056: CEQA Notice of Preparation (NOP) draft Environmental impact Report CDEIR) for
Canoga Transportation Corridor Project: Metropolitan Transportation Authority; Los Angeles County,
California
Dear Mr. Davis:
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above-referenced document The California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) requires that any project that causes a substantial adverse change in the
significance of an historical resource, that includes archeological resources, is a 'significant effecf requiring
the preparation of an Environmental Impact Report (EIR per CEQA guidelines§ 15064.5(b)(c). In order to
comply with this provision, the lead agency is required to assess whether the project will have an adverse
impact on these resources within the 'area of potential effect (APE).' and if so, to mitigate that effect To
adequately assess the project-related impacts on historical resources, the Commission recommends the
following action:
../ Contact the appropriate California Historic Resources Information Center (CHRIS). Contact information
for the 'Information Center' nearest you is available from the State Office of Historic Preservation in
Sacramento (916/653-7278). The record search will determine:
If a part or the entire (APE) has been previously surveyed for cultural resources.
•
If any known cultural resources have already been recorded in or adjacent to the APE.
•
If the probability is low, moderate, or high that cultural resources are located in the APE.
•
If a survey is required to determine whether previously unrecorded cultural resources are present
../ If an archaeological inventory survey is required, the final stage is the preparation of a professional report
detailing the findings and recommendations of the records search and field survey.
The final report containing site forms, site significance, and mitigation measurers should be submitted
immediately to the planning department All information regarding site locations, Native American
human remains, and associated funerary objects should be in a separate confidential addendum, and
not be made available for pubic disclosure.
•
The final written report should be submitted within 3 months after work has been completed to the
appropriate regional archaeological Information Center.
../ Contact the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) for:
*
A Sacred Lands File (SLF) search of the project area and information on tribal contacts in the project
vicinity who may have information on cultural resources in or near the APE. Please provide us site
identification as follows: USGS 7.5-minute quadrangle citation with name. township, range and section. This
will assist us with the SLF.
•
Also, we recommend that you contact the Native American contacts on the attached list to get their
input on the effect of potential project (e.g. APE) impact
Lack of surface evidence of archeological resources does not preclude their subsurface existence.
•
Lead agencies should include in their mitigation plan provisions for the identification and evaluation of
accidentally discovered archeological resources, per California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)
§15064.5 (f). In areas of identified archaeological sensitivity, a certified archaeologist and a culturally
affiliated Native American, with knowledge in cultural resources, should monitor all ground-disturbing
activities.
•
Lead agencies should include in their mitigation plan provisions for the disposition of recovered artifacts,
in consultation with culturally affiliated Native Americans.

v

-J Lead agencies should include provisions for discovery of Native America n human remains or unmarked cemeteries
in their mitigation plans.
"
CEQA Guidelines, Section 15064.5(d) requires the lead agency to work with the Native Americans identified by
this
Commission if the initial Study identifies the presence or likely presence of Native American human remains
within the APE. CEQA Guidelines provide for agreements with Native American, identified by the NAHC, to
assure the appropriate and dignified treatment of Native American human remains and any associated grave
liens.
-J Health and Safety Code §7050.5, Public Resources Code §5097.98 and Sec. §15064.5 (d) of the CEQA
Guidelines mandate procedures to be followed in the event of an accidental discovery of any human remains in a
location other than a dedicated cemetery.
-J Lead agencies should consider avoidance. as defined in § 15370 of the CEQA Guidelines. when significant cultural
resources are discovered during the course of project planning.
ontact me at (916) 653-6251 if you have any questions.

Attachment Ust of Native American Contacts
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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

DISTRICT 7, OFFICE OF PUBLIC
TRi\NSPORTATION AND REGIONAL PLANN ING
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LOS ANC:ELES, CA. 90012
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Flex your power.'
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August l3, 2007

Mr. Walt Davis
Metropolil<m Transportation Authority (Mdro)
One Gateway Plaza
\.1S 99- 17-1
T.os Angeles, CA 900 12
Re: Canoga Tramportation Corridor
Notice of Preparation of a Draft ElR
IGRJCEQA No. 070729/ EA
SCH No. 2007071056, Vic. LA-27-PM
Dear Mr. Davis:
Thank you for including the California Department of Transportation in the environmental
review process tor the proposed Canoga Transportation Corridor. The proje<.:t proposes to extend
transit service from the terminus of the existing Metro Orange Line at the Canoga Station, north
to the Chatsworth Metrolink Stntion and a possible 2-mile extension further north to a new parkand-Iide facility at the State Route 118 freeway. Based on review of the information received,
we have the following comments:
We note that one of the routes being considered tor the proposed extension is along Topanga
Canyon Boulevard. Among the alternatives to he analyzed, is the inclusion o[· a Mixed Flow
Rapid bus route or a dedicated Lane Rapid bus lane on Topanga Canyon Boulevard . Also, the
possible extension to a new park-and-ride lot ncar SR-1 1~ is proposed along Topang<! Canyon
Boulevard. We remind you thai Topanga Canyon Boulevm·d is State Route 27 and any
modifications to it would need coordination and approval from this Depmiment. If one of these
alternatives is chosen, the City of Los Angeles may need to take possession o f the route under
the State's relinquishment proct:ss. Currently, minor modifications like signal improvements
may be done through the State's relinquishment process and more complex imprnvemt:nts would
nt:t:d to go through tht: formal project initiation process.
if you have any questions, please contact me at (213) 897 - 374 7 or projed coordinator Elmer
Alvare;. at ~2 1 3) 897-6696 and please refer to our internal record number 070719/ EA.
Sincerely,
- .. I
· ~- t

.. _...... _.. - ·.

..._

CHERYL J. p'QWELL
IGR/CEQA Program Manager
Caltrans, District 7
..Caltrut/s imprt1111'-' m obility acms,; C'a lifurnia ··
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Jeffer Mangels
Butler & Marmara LLP_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __
1900 Avenue llf tho

Timothy Martin
Djroct: (310) 712-6824
Fax: (310) 712-3330

Sta~&,

7th Floor

Los AOQeles. Califomia 90067-4308
(310) 203-60BO (310) 203..0567 Fa)(
JMBM.oom

TMartin@jmbm .com

Ref: 61317-0001

August 8, 2007

VIA FACSIMILE (2 J 3-922-6358) AND U.S. MAIL
Walt Davis, Project Manager
Metro
One Gateway Plaza
Los Angeles, CA 90012
Rc:

Proposed Northern Extension of Metro Orange Line - Pubhc Scoping for
Draft Environmental Impact Report

Dear Mr. Davis:
This office represents National Ready Mixed Concrete Company ("National ") in
connection with the Draft Environmentallmpact Report ("DEIR"), whic h we understand is being
prepared as a prerequisite to Metro's proposed expansion ofthe Orange Line (tht:: ''Project").
National owns a concrete manufacturing and sales business (the "Business") which has operated at
6969 Deering Ave., Canoga Park 91303 (the "Canoga Park Site 11 ) for decades. 1he Business is
situated along the eastern side of Canoga Avenue, just north ofVanowen Street <md the Los
Angeles River.
Cwrently, the Business produces and sells approximately 150,000 cubic yards of
concrete annually, virtually all of which is used for construction, remodeling and street work in the
San Fernando Valley. The Business generates approximately $15 million in sales annually, more
than $1 million in sales tax annually and employs at least the equivalent ofl9 full-time workers.
Th.e Business has been a mainstay o f the economic growth and prosperity of the San Fernando
V slley for many years.
The purpose of this letter is to communicate to Metro, National's concerns regarding
the Project, and to ensure that the DEIR fully addresses the Project's potentially significant impacts
on the Business, as well a..s on similarly situated businesses.' By necessity, this Ie1ter cannot
constitute a complete statement of all o f our client's objections and concerns relating to the Proj ect,
since there is much information about the Project which has not been provided to our client or to the
public gcneralJy. As a result, ow- client reserves all of its rights to provide additional conunents
regarding the appropriate scope of rhe DEIR, as well as comments regarding the DBIR's substantive
discussions and evaluations of pertinent issues of concern.
Based on the limited :Project information that Metro has publicly provided, it appears
that at least three (3) Project alternatives contemplate the heavy utiHzation of Canoga Avenue,
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Mr. Davis
August 8, 2007
Page 2
including the portion of the A venue passing directly by the Canoga Park Site and the Business:
Alternative 3 (Mixed Flow Metro Rapid on Canoga Avenue); Altemat1ve 4 {Canoga Dedicated
Lane Metro Rapid); and Alternative 5 (Canoga Ave Busway- Metro Orange Line Extension).
Depending on the sper.ific scope Clf each alternative, National is concerned that significant
disruptions to lhe Business could result from both construction and operational aspects of the

Project.
In parttcular, it appears that Alternative 4 and Alternative 5 contemplate the
widening of Canoga Avenue to create a dedicated Metro right-of-way. Such a widening of Canoga
Avenue would likely require use of aU or a portion of the Canoga Park Site, which in tum wouJd
inevitably result in the closing of the Business and the attendanl loss of the aforementioned sales tax
rGvcnues, jobs and regional economic benefits. In this regard, National urges Metro to carefully
consider and analyze these potential iropacrs, and structure the Project in a manner that avoids any
significant disruption to the Business. Particular attention should be paid to Allemative 6 through 9,
which appear to contempla1e utilizing north-south routes other than Canoga Avenue.
We appreciate Metro's attention to these issues and concerns. Please do not hesitate
to contact us with any questions.

~~

TWOTHY MARTIN for
Jeffer, Mangels, Butler & Mannaro LLP

TDM:tdm

cc:

Dave OJ)is, National Ready Mix Concrete Company
William F. Capps, Esq.
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July 27, 2007

ASSOCIATION

of

Mr. Walt Davis, Proj ect Manager
Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro)
One Gateway Plaza
Los Angeles, Ca 90012

GOVERNMENTS

RE:
Main Office
S18 W~st So:venth Street
1~th

Los

Floor

A!'1g~lc5,

Dear Mr. Davis,
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Thank you for submitting a Notice of Preparation (NOP) of a Draft Environmental Impact
Report (DEIR) for the Canoga Transportation Corridor- Orange Line Extension {North)
- SCAG No. 120070421, to the Southern California Association of Governments {SCAG)
for review and comment. As the clearinghouse for regionally significant projects per
Executive Order 12372, SCAG reviews the consistency of local plans, projects, and
programs with regional plans. This activity is based on SCAG's responsibilities as a
regional planning organization pursuant to state and federal laws and regulations.
Guidance provided by these reviews Is intended to assist local agencies and project
sponsors to take actions that contribute to the attainment of regional goals and policies.
SCAG staff has reviewed the aforementioned NOP and has determined that the
proposed project is regionally significant per the California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA) Guidelines (Section 15125(d) and 15206). The project calls for the extension of
the existing Metro Orange Line from the Canoga Terminus north to the Chatsworth
Metrolink Station. There are seven potential build alternatives that have been identified.
Additionally two potential routes to extend this line will be evaluated.
CEQA requires that EIR's discuss any Inconsistencies between the proposed project
and applicable general plans and regional plans {Section 15125 [d]). If there are
inconsistencies, an explanation and rationalization for such inconsistencies should be
provided.
We expect the DEIR to specifically cite all SCAG policies and address the manner in
which the project is consistent, not-consistent, or not applicable to these policies, and
provide supportive analysis as to why it is consistent, not·consistent, or not applicable to
these policies. Policies of SCAG's Regional. Comprehensive Plan and Guide (RCPG),
r1egional Transportation Plr:~n (RTP), and Compa:ss Growth Vision (CGV) tha l m <:ly I.J~
applicable to your project are outlined in the attachment. Also, for ease of review, we
would encourage you to use a side-by- side comparison of all SCAG policies with a
discussion of the consistency, non-consistency or not applicable of the policy and
supportive analysis in a table format (attached). The RCPG, RTP and CGV can be
found on the SCAG web site at: http:lfscag.ca.gov/igr
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Please provide a minimum of 45 days for SCAG to review the DEIR when this document
is available. If you have any questions regarding the attached comments, please contact
James R Tebbetts at (213) 236-1915. Thank you.
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u:/;--/

Jac b
M ager, Environmental Division
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COMMENTS ON THE NOTICE OF PREPARATION OF A DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL
IMPACT REPORT FOR GANOGA TRANS.PDRTATION CORRIDOR- ORANGE
LINE EXTENSION (NORTH) PROJECT, SCAG NO. 120070414
PROJECT DESCRIPTION

·

The project calls for the extension of the existing Metro Orange Line from the Canoga Terminus north to
the Chatsworth Metro link S_tation. There _are sev.en potential build alternatives that h~lVe. been identifieq: 1)
Mixed Flow Rapid Bus· on Canoga Avenue; 2) Dedicated Lane Rapid Bus on·Canoga Avenue; 3) Canoga
Avenue Busway -- MOL Extension 4) Mixed Flow Rapid ' Bus on De Solo Avel')ue; 5) Dedicated Lane
Rapid Bus on DeSoto Avenue; 6) Mixed Flow Rapid on Topanga Canyon Boulevard; and 7) Dedicated
Lane Rapid Bus on Topar:tga·canyon Boulevard. Additionally two potential routes.- to extend this line will be
evaluated. The lines to be along/to Topanga Canyon Boulevard and De Soto Avenue .. A Transportation
System Management · Alternative which includes additional bus service on· Canoga · Avenue and
improvements to existing bus routes will also be considered. Modifications to the District 8 bus
maintenance facilitY or the construction of a new maintenance/bus parking fa~ility, may also b·e evaluated.
CONSISTENCY WITH -REGIONAL COMPREHENSIVE PLAN· AND GUIDE POLICIES
The Growth Management Chapter (GMC) of the Regional ComprehellSive Plan and Guide (RCPG) ·
contains the following policies that'are particularly appliCable and should be addressed· in the DEIR for the
HCG Irvine Project. ·
·
·

by

3.01
The population, housing, and jobs forecasts, wh.ich are adopted
SCA.G~ Regional Council and
that reflect local plans and policies shall be use.d by SCAG In ail pha.ses of impfementation andreview.

· Regional Growth Forecasts
The DEIR should reflect the ·most current, adopted SCAG fore99sts, which a re the 2004 RTP (April 2004)
Population, Household and Employment forecasts. The .adopted forecasts for your region, subregion, and
·
city are as follows:
Adopted SCAG Regionwide Forecasts
Population
Households
Employment

2010·'
19,208_,661

6,072,578
8 729,192'

2015
20,19.1.117·
6 463,402
9,198,618

21,137,519
6,865,355
"

9,~59,847

.·2025
22.035.416
' 7,263,519
. 10,100.776

22,890,797
7,660,107

·2025
4,3.57.,359
1 596 055
2,213 427

2030
4,413 425
1;663,002·
2,265,209

2025

2030
4,309', 625.
1,637,475
2 223,338

~0,527,202

Adopted Los AnQeles Sub ReQlon Forecasts
~010

Population
Households
Employment

4 ,176·,079 '
1 393,635
2,03.1 ,342·

2015
4 237,887
1,460,680
2,095,758

2020
4,298,891.
1.,528,771
2,157;226 .

Adopted Citv of Los Angeles Forecasts
:. ·' 2010
' 2015
2020
4,147,285
4,090,125
4 203,702
Population
1,37~,873 ·
Households
1.438,731
1,505 615
2,117,623
Employment
.1 .994,358
2,057.435
The 2004 RTP growth fOrecast at the regronal, county· and· subregronal
2004. City totals are th e sum of small area data and should
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3. 03
The timing, financing, and location of public facilff.ies, utility systems, and transportation systems ·
sf7811 be used by SCAG to implement the region's growt/1 policies
GMC POLICIES RELATED TO· THE RCPG GOAL TO IMPROVE THE REGIONAL STANDARD OF
LIVING
·
The Growth Management goals to develop urban forms that en<?ble individuals to spend less income on
housing cost, that minimize public and private development costs, and that enable firms to be. more·
competitive, strengthen the regional strategic goal to stimulate the regional economy. · The evaluation of
the proposed project in relation to the following poiicies would be intended to guide efforts toward
achievement of such goals and does not infer regional interference· with local land use.powers ..
3.05

3.09

3. 10

Encourage patterns of urban "development and land use which ·reduce r;osts on infrastructure
· ·
·
construction and make better use of existing facilities.
Support local jurisdictions' efforts to minimize the cost of infrasfruc.ture . and public service.·
delivery, and efforts to seek new sources of funding for development. and the provision of
services.
.
Support local jurisdicUons' ~ctions to minimize red.tape and· exp_edfte the permitting process to
maintain economic vitality and competitiveness.
·
·

GMC POLICIES RELATED TO THE RCPG GOAL TO IMPROVE. THE REGIONAL QUALITY dF LIFE
The Growth Management. goals to attain mobility and clean air g~als and- to develop urban · forms that
enhance quality of life, that accommodate. a diversity of life styles, that preserve ope·n space ar:td nE!tural
resources, and that are aesthetically pleasing and preserve ·the character of communities, enhance the
regional strategic goal of maintaining the regional .quality of life, The evaluation .of the proposed projed in
relation to the following pollcie;s would be intended to provide direCtion for· plan implementation, and does
··
not allude to regional mandates.

3. 12

3. 13

3. 14

3. 15
3. 16

3. 17
3. 18
3. 21

3. 22
3. 23

Encourag·e existing or proposed local jurisdictions' programs aimed at designing land uses which .
encourage · the use of transit an.d thus reduce the need for roadway expansion, reduce the
number of auto trips arid vehicle miles traveled, and create opportunities for residents to· walk
and bike. ·
·
·
·
·
·
··
·
Encourage local jurisdictions' plans "that maximize the use of existing urbanized ·a reas accessible
to transit through ·infill and redevelopment. . ·
.
· .
· ·
··
Support /oca·l plans to increase dens;ty of future deve!opment1ocated ·at strotegic points along
the regional commuter rail, tn:mslt systems, and activity centers.
Support local juriscJ;ctions •. strategies to ·establish mixed-use clusters and other transit-oriented
developments around transit stations and along transit corridors. ·
Encourage developmer:~ts in ahd around activity centers, trcmsportatioh Corridors, underutilized
infrastructure systems,·and areas neediTJg:recycHng and redevelopment. . ·.
Support and encourage set11ef!1entpattems, which contain· a range of uiban densiiies.
.
Encourage. planned development in locations least likely to cause adver-Se environmental kripact.
Encou~ge ·the implementation of measures aif7!"ed et the preservation and protection of recorded
and unrecord(:!d cultural resources and archaeological sites.
.
Discourage · development, or encourage the ·use of special design requirements, in areas with
steep slopes, high fire, floqd, and seismic hazards.
Encourage mitigation measures that reduce noise in certain -locations, f!!easures aimed at
preservation of biological and ecoJ"ogfca/ (BSOUFCes, meas~res· fh;fit WOUld reduce · exposUre to·
seismic hazards, minimize earthquake damage,· and to develop. emergency ·response and
recovery plans.
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AIR QUALITY CHAPTER
The Air Quality Chapter core actions related to the proposed project include:

Through the environmental document review process, ensure that plans at all levels of
government (regional, air basin, county, subregional, and locaQ consider air quality, land use,
transportation, and economic relationships to ensure consistency and minimize c.onfficts.

5. 11

REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN
The 2004 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) also has goals and policies that are pertinent to this
proposed project. This RTP links the · goal of sustaining mobifity with the goals of fostering economic
development. enhancing the environment, reducing energy consumption, promoting transportation-friendly
development patterns, and encouraging fair and equitable access to · residents affected by socioeconomic. geographic and· commercial limitations. The RTP continues to support all applicable .federal
and state laws in implementing the proposed project. Among the relevant goals and policies of the RTP
are the following:
Regional Transportation Plan Goals

Maximize mobility and.accessibi/ity for all people and goods in the region.
Ensure travel safety·and rei/ability for all peopfe and goods in tfle region.
Preserve anc;f ensure a sl)stainable reg~onal transportation system.Maximiz.e·the 'productivity of our transportation system.
Protect the environment, improve air quality and promote energy efficiency.
Encourage land use and growth patterns that complement our transportation investments.

RTPG1
RTPG2
RTPG3

RTPG4
RTPG5

RTPG6

Regional Transportation Plan Policies
RTP P1
Transportation investments shall be basad on SCAG's adopted Regional Performance
Indicators:
·

- - -·

.. ··-

PQrformancc
Indicator
Mobility

Porformance
Measures
A~erage Daily Speed -

Average Dally Deiay

'"A.e~~sslbillty

~rii3iilty

Safety

·

· -- ····

Cost
Effectlvene.~s

I_
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Percent PM peak work
trips within 45 minutes
of home
Distribution of work trip
travel times
Percent variation in
travel time

AcdCiarit"Rates
Benefit-to-Cost
Rati9_ .... -·

(8/C)

. ..

...

Definition
Speed-experienced by travelers reg ardtess
·o f mode.
Delay-excess travel timfi! resulting 'from the
difference bEil~ee n a reference spe ed arip
I actual speed. Total ·daily delay ·and dallY
delay.J?~r. capita are ind.icators. used.

Performance ·
Outcome
10o/;.lmprovement
40%. lmprov~ment

Auto 90%
Transit37%
Auto eo/o·lmprovenient
TransitS% lm rovemen_t__
10% Improvement

-··-- . .. - ·-·
Day-to-day
change
in travel times
·experienced by travelers:
Variability ·results from accidents; weathar,
roa d closures, system problems and other
non-recurrent .~o.n9J~I?t:IS- .
.
Measured in accidents per million ~.ehic)e J 0.3°/o Improvement
miles b:t mode.
Ratio of ben·ems of RTP inves.tments to the . $3.08
associat~~ investmen~ 'costs .

··-'
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~rform<mce

lnd lcntor
Pr.odu ctivlty

Sustal nabllity

Prnserv ation

nmental

Envlronmental
Justice

. --Performance
Measures - .
capabilityPercent
utilized during peak
conditions

-·

Total cost per. capita to
sustain current ·system
performance

-

Performance
Definition·
. Outcome
Transportation infrastructure capacity and
services provided.
Road.way Capacity - vehicles per hour· per 20% Improvement at
lane by ty pe of facility.
known bottlenecks
Transit c apacity- seating capacity utilized / N/A _
..
·by mod~,.
Focus in on overall performance, Including $20 per capita, primarily
infrastructure condition
in preservation costs
Preservation measure is a sub-set of
SUS!:3in~b ility.
...
Focus is on infrastructure condition. Sub- Maintain
current
set of sustainabiJity.
conditions

..
-Maintenance cost per
capita to preserve
system at base year conditions
Emissions gene·rated Measured!forecast emissions include CO,
by travel ·
NOX, p M10, SOX and VOC.
C02 as
secondary measure to_ reflect greenhouse
. emissions
·· by · Proportionate share of expenditure·~ 'in- the
Expenditures
quintile and ethnicity
2004 RTP by each quintile.
Senefit vs. burden by
quintiles

Meets
eonformity
requirements

No
disproportionate
impact to any group or
quintile

Pro portio nate share of benefitS to each
quintile et hnicity.
Proportionate share of additional airport
~~~e by _
e ~nicg~ro~u~P~·---------

RTP P2

RTP P3

Ensuring ·safety, adequate maintenance, and efficiency of operations on the existing multimodal transportation system will be .RTP priorities and Wil( be ba/ance?d against the need for
system expansion investment&
RTP land use and growth strategies that differ from currently expected trends will require a
collaborative implementation program tllat identifies required actions and· poficies by all
affected agencies and sub·regions.

GROWTH VISIONING
The Canoga Transportation Corridor - Orange Line Extension (North) Is located in a Compass Blueprint
2% Strategy Area, where development is intended to balance employment, housing, and services to
reduce vehicle trips and emissions, enhance livability, expand prosperity, and increase sustalnability. The
fundamental goal of the Compass Growth Visioning ~ffort _is to make the SCAG region a better place to
live, work and play. for. all resid~nts regardless of race, ethnicity or income class. Thus. decisions regarding
growth, transportati-o n, land use, and economic development should be made to -promote and sustain for·
future generations the region's mobility, liyability . and prosperity. The following "R~gional · Growth
Principles" are proposed. to provide .a framework for lotal -and regional decision making that improves the
quality of life for all SCAG residents. Each principle is fo.l lowed by a specific set of strategies intended to
achieve this goal. Please demonstrate how the··~anoga Transportation Corridor - Orange Urie Extension
{North) does or does not supp.ort ·.these . principles. · More inforj"nation can be found at:
http://www.compassblueprlnt.org/.

Prfnciple 1: Improve mobility for all residents
GV P1 . 1 Encourage transpb1tation investments and land us e decisions t11at are mutually supportive.
G V P1 .2 Locate new housirrg near existing jobs and new jobs near existing housing.
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GVP1.3
GVP1.4

Encourage transit-oriented development.
Promote a variety of travel choices

Principle 2: Foster livability ;n all communities
GV P2.1 Promote infill development and redevelopment to revitalize existing communities_
G V P2. 2 Promote developments, wf1ich ·provide a mix of-uses.
GV P2.3 Promote "people scaled, "walkable communities.
G V P2.4 Support the preservation of stable; single-Family neighborhoods.
Principle 3: Enabfe prosperity for all people
.
GV P3.1 Provide, in each community, a· variety of housing types to meet the housing needs of all
income levels.
GVP3.2 Support educational opportunities that promote balanced growth.
GVP3.3 Ensure environmental justice regardless of race, ethnicity or income class:
GVP3.4 Support local and state fi;:;cal policies fiJat encourage ·b alanced growth
GVP3.5 .Encourage civic e_ngagement.
Principle 4: Promote sustainabifity for future generations
GV P4. 1 Prese.rve rural, agricultural, recreaOonal and.envfronrnentiiliiY sensitive areas.
GV P4.2 Focus development in urban. centers and existing c;t;~s.
GV P4.3 Develop strategies to accommodate gro~J that uses resources efficiently, eliminate pollution
end :significantly reduce waste. .
.
GV P4.4 Utiiize ~green" development techniques
CONCLUSION

any

All feasible measures needed to mlt.igate
potentially negative regional impacts associated with the
proposed project should be implemented and monitored, as required by C~QA.
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SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS

Roles and Authorities
THE SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS (SCAG) is a Joint Powers Agency
established under California Government Code Section 6502 et seq. Under federal and.state law, SCAG is
designated as a Council of Governments (COG), a Regional Transportation Planning Agency (RTPA). and a
Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO). SCAG's. mandated roles and responsibilities include the
following:
SCAG is designated by the federal government as .the Region's Metropolitan Planning Orgaf'!ization and
mandated to maintain a continuing, cooperative, and comprehensive transportation planning process
resulting in a Regional Transportation Plan and a Regional Transportation Improvement Program pursuant to
?.3 U.S.C. '134, 49 u_s_c_ '5301 et .seq., 23 C.F.R. '450, and 49 C.F.R. '613. SCAG is also the designated
Regional Transportation Planning Agency,. and as such is responsible for both preparation of the
Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) and Regional Transportation· Improvement Program (RTIP) under
California Government Code Section 65080 and 65082 respectively.
SCAG is responsible for developing the demographic projections and the integrated land use~ housing,
employment, and transportation programs, measures, and strategies portions ot" the South Coast Air
Qua/fty Management Plan, pursuant to California Health and SafetY Code Section 40460(b)-(c). SCAG is
also designated undsr 42 u.s~c. 7504(a) as a Co-Lead Agency for air quality planning for the Central Coast
and Southeast Desert Air Basin District.
SCAG is responsible under 111e Federal Clea·n Air Act for determining· Confonnity of Projects,. Plans and
·
Programs to the State Implementation Plan, p·ursuant to 42 U.S.C. '7506.
Pursuant to California . Government Code Section 65089.2, SCAG is responsible for reviewing all
Congestion Management Plans (CMPs) for cons}sten.cy with regional transportation plans required by
Section 65080 of the Government Code. SCAG must also evaluate the consistency and ·compabbility of such
programs within the region.
SCAG Is the authorized regional agency for Inter-Governmental Review of Programs proposed for fe~eral
financial assistance and direct· development activities, pursuant to Presidential Executive Order 12,372
(replacing A-95 Review).
.
· ·
.
SCAG reviews, pursuant to .Poblic Resources ·Code Sections 21083 aml 21087, E11vii-unmenl.al Impacts
Reports of projects of regional significance for consistency with regional plan~ [California Environmental
Quality Act Guidelines Sections 15206 and 15125(b)].
Pursuant to 33 U.S.C. '1288(a) (2) (Section 208 of the Fed¢ral Wafer. Pollution Control Act), SCAG is the
authorized Areawide Waste Treatment Management Planning Agency.
·
SCAG Is responsible for preparation of the. Regional Housing Needs Assessm·ent, p!Jrsuant to California
Government Code Section 65584(a).
SCAG is responsible (with the Association of Bay Area Governments, the Sacramento Area Counci.l of ·
Governments, and the Association of Monterey Bay Area Governments) for preparing the South~m
Celifomia Hazardous Waste Management Plan pursuant to California Health and Safety Code Section
25135.3.
.
.
Revised July 2001
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Suggested Side by Side Format - Comparison Table of SCAG Policies

For ease of review, we would encourage the use of a side-by-side comparison of all SCAG policies with a
discussion of the con~istency, non-cqnsistency or not applicable of tl1e pOI,icy and suppo.rtive analysis in a
table format. All policies and goals must be evaluated as to impacts. Suggest format is a follows:
SCAG RCPG (RTP and/or CGV) Policies
Growth Management Chapter
Polley
Poiicy Text
Number
The population, housing, and jobs forecasts, which
3.01
are adopted by SCAG's Regional Council .and t11at
reflect local plans and policies shall be used by
SCA G in all phases of implementation and review. ··
3.02
In areas with large seasonal population fluctuations,
such as resort . areas,
forecast · permanent
populations.
However, appropriate infrastru.cture
systems should be siied to se/Ve high-season
·
population totals.
The timing, financing, and location
pubUc facilities . .
3.03
utility systems, and transportation systems shall be ·
used by SCAG to implement the region's growth
policies.
Etc.
E1c.
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CHATSWORTH COMMUNITY COORDINATING COUNCIL
P.O. BOX 3393
CHATSWOR1ll, CA. 91313

The Executive Board of The Chatsworth Community Coordinating Council would like to
go on record that we oppose the Orange Line going anywhere north of the Chatsworth
Train Depot.
Chatsworth is a unique community ·with otrr equestrian comrrnmity north of Devonshire
Street. We don't believe that buses and horses mix. We feel that the traffic on Topanga
and DeSoto would not be helped by taking the Orange Line up either one of those streets.
Taking the Orange Line up Canoga Ave. along the right ofway for the railroad would be
met with a tremendous opposition from the community. There are homes and horse
properties there that can never be replaced. We fight very hard in our community to
preserve the horse properties which are slowly becoming the last ones in the Valley.
It has yet to be proven that there is even a need for the Orange Line to be extended into
Chatsworth and disrupt so many homes and businesses. Let us not make matters worse
by going north of The Train Depot.
Sincerely,

',4~

(H.J

Linda van der V alk
Co-President
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July 10, 2007

Mr. Walt Davis
Project Manager
Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
One Gateway Plaza
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Re: Metro Orange Line Extension
Dear Mr. Davis:
As you begin to prepare the draft environmental document and preliminary engineering for the
Metro Orange Line extension north to Chatsworth along the Canoga Avenue right-of-way, I
would like to express my strong support for this important transit project in the San Fernando
Valley and offer some comments.
The Metro Orange Line has set ridership records that dran1atically exceed estimates by transit
planners. This summer Metro marked its 10 millionth rider on the Orange Line and over 24,000
passengers a day boarded buses at stops along the 14-mile route between North Hollywood and
Wamer Center. The Canoga Extension will provide commuters from the North San Fernando
Valley and Ventura County, as well as residents along the route with a reliable public transit
alternative to major employment and government centers, residential communities and regional
recreational destinations in the San Fernando Valley.
As you know, the City of Los Angeles is working to revitalize 32 miles of the Los Angeles River
from Canoga Park to Downtown Los Angeles. In coordination with Los Angeles Cotmty, the
City is proposing to construct a bicycle and pedestrian path along the river from Owensmouth
Avenue to Mason A venue. I encourage Metro to coordinate with Los Angeles City and Los
Angeles County officials on the construction of the busway bridge over the Los Angeles River to
provide access for bicycles and pedestrians along the proposed path.
I also strongly support construction of a Class I bike path connecting the existing bike path north
to Chatsworth. This amenity will greatly contribute to the project's support within the
community. Furthermore, I encourage Metro to begin a dialogue with the community on the
proposed noise and safety impacts of the project to the communities lying adjacent to the
busway.
SAN FERNANDO VAllEY OFFICE

WASHINGTON, DC OFFICE
2242

5000

House OFFICE BUILDING
WASHINGTON. DC 20515

RAYBURN

420

CA 91403
(818) 501-9200

SHERMAN OAKS,

(202) 225-5911

FAx: [8181501-1554

FAX: (202) 225-5879
E-MAIL: SHERMAN.PERSONAL@MAIL.HOUSE.GOV

VAN NUYS BOULEVARD, SUITE

f'FtltHEO ON RECYCLED PAP£R

HTTP://BRADSHERMAN.HOUSE.GOV

...

Metro Orange Line Extension
July 10, 2007
Page2

With the cooperation and support of other local elected officials, neighborhood councils and
business and community organizations, the Metro Orange Line extension will foster
revitalization of our neighborhoods along the route while improving mobility for motorists and
offering reliable transit alternatives for cow1tless residents of the San Fernando Valley.
Please do not hesitate to contact my Policy Deputy, Michael Tou, in our San Fernando Valley
District Office if we can be of any assistance. I look forward to reviewing the draft EIR early
next year and offering supplemental comments. Thank you for your time and consideration.
Sincerely,

~Sr:(;__
BRAD SHERMAN
Member of Congress
cc: Supervisor Zev Yaroslavsky
Mayor Antonio Villaraigosa
Councilmember Greig Smith
Councilmember Dennis Zine
Councilmember Wendy Greuel
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Marina Perez
From:
Sent:
To :
Subject:

Monks, David [MONKSD@metro.net]
Monday, August 13, 2007 9:14AM
Ma rina Perez
FW: Comments on the Orange Line Expansion

From: Jeffrey Swanson [mailto:tuttizoot@hotmail.com]
Sent: Saturday, August 11, 2007 12:54 PM
To: Davis, Walter
Subject: Comments on the Orange Line Expansion
Mr Davis,
I was@ the meeting held in Chatsworth last month & found it very informative. Thank you.
I favor these Alternatives in this order:
#5 - Canoga Av Busway-Metro Orange Line Extension. Yes, it's the most expensive of the options but it'll cost much less
now than if we wait til sometime in the future. And the future is really what this is all about
#3- Mixed flow Metro Rapid on Canoga Av. A much less expensive alternative. Could also be used as an interim route
while implementing my first choice.
#2 - Transportation system Management. By far the easiest to implement. It might even get more use since it'll be more
like a regular bus route and could conceivably attract more riders.
None of the other options really seems feasible. I also don't think that extending t he line to t he 118 does much good
either. There's just too much clutter already in the way.
Again, I appreciate being able to have some input in this project. Keep up the good work.
Jeffrey Swanson
20929 Lassen St # 208
Chatsworth, CA 91311

818-773-9064

Rnd a local pizza place, movie theater, and more.... then map the best route! Find it!
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Marina Perez

From:
Sent:

To:
Subject:

Monks, David [MONKSD@metro.net]
Monday, August 13, 2007 9:14AM
Marina Perez
FW: Comment Sheet-- Canoga Trans. Cooridor

- ----Origina l Message----From: LARRY LEE [mailto:larry_91311@yahoo.corn]
Sent: Saturday, August 11, 2007 7:33 AM
To: Davis, Walter
Subject: Comment Sheet -- Canoga Trans. Cooridor
My Name: Laurence Lee
Affiliation: Resident
Address: 10800 Andora Ave, Chatsworth, Ca
Phone: 818 349 1622
e-mail: larry 91311@yahoo.com (note underscore)
1. I recommend Al ternative 5 on Canoga Ave.
2. Issues I would like address in environmental impact
Report:
I believe the most important environmental impact mitigation measures that can be ta ken over
the long run would be to design and provide a transportation system system that efficiently
and cost effectively meets the needs of the greatest number of people in the near future and
over the long run.
I trust the final decision makers will clearly take into account during the environmental
seeping process,and during the environmental report writing pr ocess, not just unavoidab le
minor environmental impacts, but will focus on the big picture major positive env ironmental
impacts of providing effective low air shed impacting public transportation that meets the
transpiration needs of a growing population .
Also, in seeping the env ironmental impacts, please give st rong emphasis to the positive
transportaion and air shed improvement opportunities city wide and region wide for connecting
to the 118.
You may even want to not rule out the possibility of extending the line further north on
Canoga Ave, if this is reasonable from an engineering and feasability standpoint.

Yahoo! oneSearch: Finally, mobile search that gives answers, not web links.
http://mobile.yahoo.com/mobileweb/onesearch?refer=10NXIC
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Marina Perez
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

Monks, David [MONKSD@metro.net]
Monday, August 13, 2007 3:20 PM
Marina Perez
FW: Canoga Tansportation Corridor EIR Scoping Meeting Comments
CanogaTransitCorridor.doc

From: Davis, Walter

Sent: Monday, August 13, 2007 3:16PM
To: Monks, David
Subject: FW: Canoga Tansportation Corridor EIR Seeping Meeting Comments

From: Ronald Kulberg [mailto:ronaldtheboy@gmail.eom]

Sent: Monday, August 13, 2007 2:40 PM
To: Davis, Walter

Subject: Canoga Tansportation Corridor EIR Seeping Meeting Comments
Here are my comments that I am submitting that I would like the EIR to address.

1

Comments regarding topic #1 - Canoga Transportation Corridor Alternatives
The ROW along Canoga Avenue should be used for this .
Because this is a dedicated corridor. The fastest route for a public transit is a dedicated route and
not having to share the road with other traffic and to have the priority over cross traffic.

It is the closest route to the Chatsworth Transit Station and the dedicated terminus of the Orange
Line.
As with the Orange Line, there would be a multitude of feeder Bus Routes.
Seemed unfair to not have included a drawn-up underpass option for the Northern Part since you
have one for an overpass and one for a surface route . At this point in the planning timeline there
seems that you are unfairly limiting the options for a grade separation at this location. Any grade
separation would speed up the travel times, and isn't this one of the objectives for this corridor, so
that it encourages ridership? I welcome any responses to these concerns of mine.

Comments regarding topic #2- Issues to Address in The EIR.
If any separated grade crossings are necessary. Need to use the requirements as if it was a Light
Rail System. The is what the Orange Line is suppose to imitate. And because there is no grade
separation on the current route when otherwise there would have been. The cross traffic at times is
being delayed at the expense of the Orange Line. Although the Orange Line does utilize the pla nned
semi-priority system, the line still does not meet the travel times that were promised. So at minimum
it seems common sense that there should be grade separations at Sherman Way and Roscoe
Boulevard. There intersections cannot take anymore inhibitors!
A dedicated Bikeway needs to be built along the whole entire ROW rou te. Not like with the Eastern
part of the Orange Line Bikeway. Compromising may be needed to so that a complete dedicated
Bikeway can be built.
Other Comments
It is a wonder why an option is not to build a Light Rail System since the ridership of the Orange Line
already met ridership that was not estimated to happen for another 12 years or so? And since the
Orange Line was built to incorporate a possible further Light Rai l System, which now seems will be
needed sooner that originally planned. (It would be intersecting to see the grade separation plans fo r
that?) It also seems that it would be better have one built-out instead of two that the current Orange
Lines requires. And since we already have built a transit system where the passenger cars do not
connect to one another, have a line that is part Bus and part Light Rail, would fit right into the current
system. And since such a Light Rail extension would eventually become a clea n connection to the
rest of the Orange Line when it eventually would become a Light Rail System. In this respect, this
right would be superior.

Conclusion
Thank you for your time. I look forward the responses to my concerns and comments as they are
addressed in the future EIR. At any time I welcome any comments before then, so any concerns that

I may have that are that can be resolved so that the productive time can better be spent on other
ideals and concerns that may be more advantagous to the project.
Thank You.

Marina Perez

From:
Sent:
To:

Subject:

Monks, David [MONKSD@metro.net]
Monday, August 13,2007 3:19PM
Marina Perez
FW: comment

-----Original Message----From: Mary Paterson [mailto:mpaterson@canogaparkcal .com]
Sent: Monday, August 13, 2007 3:05 PM
To: Davis, Walter
Subject: RE: need information today please Canoga Corridor Study/WScoping Meetings
Mr. Walt Davis,

** * I would say that I am most in fa vor of option
#5 - but personally, I would like to see if there would be a way to bypass Jacobi Bu ilding
Materials and while we are at it - since they are neighbors, and if possible, the Green
Scene.
*** Some of the reasons for this are: the amount
of time they have been there, the difficulty in finding a suit a ble alte r nate location within
a reasonable distance (for their customer base) - the search has been on fo r some time with
no success , the type of business, etc.
The rest of the businesses, as far as I know, have not been there quite as long and should be
able to find suitable alternatives.
Since Jacobi is almost on the corner, the bus should either be able to bypass the business or
go along side it.
If. Green Scene is a problem, perhaps they can go along side line as well
and be moved behind Jacobi.
We have not had a full vote by the board so these opinions are mine.
I am a resident of Canoga Park and am the Executive Director of the Canoga Park Improvement
Association.
I have heard that three other board members have a preference fo r #5 and am waiting for more
to weigh in. So far not enough response for an official organizational opinion but wanted t o
make sure to weigh in.
If I hear more, I will send another note.
Thank you for your time.
Mary Paterson

1

Page 1 of 2

Davis, Walter
From:

Glen [glenw@dslextreme.com]

Sent:

Saturday, August 04, 2007 8:48 PM

To:

Davis, Walter

Subject: Canoga Transportation Corrider Aug.2007 Comments on EIR

Canoga Transportation Corridor- Comments
EIR Seeping Meeting
Chatsworth High School- July 26, 2007- 7 p.m.
To: Walt Davis, Project Manager, METRO
daviswa@metro.net
From: Glen Wilson- Dated Aug.4, 2007
Affiliations: member of Valley Vote and stakeholder in Northridge West Neighborhood Council (was on
the board for NWNC) Also, was on MTA land up to Nov.2003 on Deering Ave. in Canoga Park next to
the former R/R right-of -way
18925 Citronia St. Northridge, CA 91324
Phone: 818-886-3534
E-mail: glenw@dslextreme.com
1) My ideas about Canoga Transportation Corridor Alternatives are
A) I like the Alternative 1 (no build) the best!
B) I may like #6 and #8 with some parking on the street but do not like that METRO did not put on all
the streets on map(hide the streets locations).
C) No for #2 bus stops, #3 bus stops, #4 bus lane and bus stops, #7 and #9 bus line with no parking
and bus stops.
D) No #5 Metro Orange Line Extension (off-street METRO-owned right-of-way) and loss businesses
on right-of-way.
2) Issues I like to addressed in the Environmental Impact Report are
A) Alternative# 1 is no build and than little or no EIR.
B) #6 and #8 may have problems with parking because of the bus stops.
C) #2 and# 3 where to put the bus stops, may loss some bus inesses because bus stops and hold up
traffic.
#4 where to put the bus lines, bus stops and may loss some businesses because of bus lines and bus
stops.
# 7 and 9 bus lines will take the parking for houses and businesses on De Soto and Topanga
Canyon.
D) #5 Metro Orange Line Extension (off-street METRO-owned right-of-way) will loss about 40
businesses on R/R right-of-way or next to it because of the WIDE Bus Way Line with Bike Lanes,
Pedestrian Path and need new bridges. At this time most of old R/R right-of-way owned by METRO is
leased out to Auto Sales, parking for Auto Repair Shops, Roll Off Bins, Rock stores, Concrete
Companies and extra spots for parking cars and trucks, etc.! Also, METRO needs to notice all renters on
METRO want it will do with land in future like about year or more ahead if METRO is going to use the
land and not at the last minute. Canoga Park is in a gang area (they use CPA for their letters) that is why
it is not to walk between walls on Sherman Way between Canoga Ave and Deering Ave.! This will cost
the most to clean up and take longest to get the renters out.

8/8/2007

••
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Thank You
Glen Wilson

8/8/2007
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Davis, Walter
From:

Bob Novak [drbob5@ hotmail.com]

Sent:

Thursday, July 19, 2007 3:27AM

To:

Davis, Walter

Subject: orangeline extension to chatsworth
I ride from westwood to the metro link station in chatsworth 2-3 times weekly ,just using the orange line has knocked I hour
off my travel time in each direction. the concept of limited stop express busses is grea t, but, the purchase of all these new
busses is ludicrous. It's an abomination to the budget, use the existing buses, use what you have , we don't need the newest
system in the would, just a responsive system. You members of the board, public and appointed, ride in your chauffeured
cars. probably never had the pleasure of standing in the rain waiting for a bus, or in hundred degree weather waiting for the
air-conditioning of a bus, any bus, jus t to cool off a little.
And stop lying to the public about all the things these buses will do, they don't do them yet, but you continously mis inform
the public, the press and the voting public. Sincerely your's. Bob Novak

8/8/2007

Davis, Walter
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Don Rubin [dlrphoenix@socal.rr.com]
Wednesday, August 01, 2007 3:09 PM
Davis, Walter
Comments, Canoga Transportation Corridor

Thanks for the presentation of the other evening.
For me the choice of No . 5 is simple as t he right of way is t here ready to be used. More
buses on Canoga or DeSoto only means more traffic on local streets . I realize that it is a
lo ng t i me in coming but I feel it wil l benefit th e vast majority of res i dents in the area
aroung the corridor . There will be a need of shuttle buses to feed i nto the various
stations .
I am familiar with th e resul ts o f the Orange Line as I live in Encino and have
used the bus several times . The only comment about that is that the traffic lights s eem to
slow down the traffic along Oxnard . The landscaping was a bit overdone in my estimation .
I also fe el that the MTA should help pay for the moving of some 40 tenants that are on
leases .
So " go for it" .
Don Rubin
The Phoenix Company
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Davis, Walter
From:

Justin Walker Owalker64@gmail.com]

Sent:

Thursday, August 02, 2007 12:09 PM

To:

Davis, Walter

Subject: Canoga Transit Corridor

Dear Mr. Davis:
My name is Justin Walker and at the first scoping meeting, I was present representing the Transit
Coalition, a nonprofit volunteer organization dedicated to improving transportation in the Los Angeles
area. Alternative 5 (the Canoga Ave. Of f-Street Busway) is the most suitable option for a north-south
corridor in the West Valley. Like the existing Orange Line, it would be faster than on-street buses.
Topanga Canyon Blvd., Canoga Ave., and De So to Ave. have enough traffic and on-street buses would
contribute to congestion and dedicated bus lanes would take away badly need park ing and travel lanes.
Metro already owns the Canoga right-of-way and it would be a shame to never put it to use. In addition,
to optimize the speeds and travel times on this corridor, an elevated busway segment should be built
over the Metrolink tracks between Lassen and Plummer as an unnecessary on-street segment would
greatly limit the travel times on this busway. This infras tructure improvement is crucial to the proj ect
and must not be skipped.
Metro has been considering implementing a San Fernando Valley North/South Transit Corridor for
many years. Staff comments from the recent Canoga scoping meeting as well as the findings of the
2003 San Fernando Valley North/South Transit Corridor Study verify that Canoga is a low-density and a
low-demand corridor for transportation, especially compared to potential corridors along Van Nuys
Blvd., Sepulveda Blvd., Lankershim Blvd., and Reseda Blvd. Under current conditions, a Canoga
transit corridor will be unsuccessful. There is little market for passengers from Chatsworth to Warner
Center and even less of a market for the Orange Line from Chatsworth to Downtown Los Angeles as a
substi tute for Metrolink service.
This corridor can be a great success, however, if this extension is viewed by West Valley residents as
a feeder north toward Chatsworth, where people could connect to Metrolink service. Unfortunately,
Metro link service to Chatsworth is currently very limited with no mid-day, late-night, or weekend
service. The quality and frequency of Metrolink service from Chatsworth to Los A ngeles will make or
break the Canoga transit corridor. I urge you to make the importance of improved Metrolink service to
this project clear to the Metro Board of Directors and the public in the Drafl EIR. Don't get me wrong;
I fully support the Canoga transit corridor project, but increased Metrolink service would make this
corridor truly valuable to West Valley res idents.
On a similar note, when planning this corridor, I urge you to make sure the co rridor becomes a true
intermodal and integrated asset to the community. Another reason why Alternative 5 is the preferred
alternative is because it would provide a dedicated bike path and pedestrian corridor as well as a
transitway. The existing Orange Line bikeway was a phenomenal improvement to the region and he lped
integrate different modes of transportation. To further promote intermodalism, I also encourage you to
put Park-and-Ride lots along the Orange Line extension wherever possible, as the Canoga Park-andRide lot was another great improvement of the mobility in the region.
Finally, as part of this plan of integrating the West Valley, I urge you to take the steps necessary to
connect with improvements in Warner Center regarding the construction of a third mall between
Westfield Topanga and Westfield Promenade. A peoplemover system has been proposed to co nnect the
three malls and when the Canoga s tation is redes igned to allow for an Orange Line extension, plan to
make such a peoplemover system connect easily with the C anoga station. A map of the proposed
peoplemover system, as presented to several city councilperson's offices, is avail able here at this link.

8/8/2007
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Please consider these ideas when preparing the draft EIR.
Sincerely,
Justin Walker, Transit Coalition Representative
23301 Sandalwood St.
West Hills, CA 91307
818-704-6066

8/8/2007
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Davis, Walter
From:

yamastoker3-email@yahoo.com

Sent:

Tuesday, August 07, 2007 7:47AM

To:

Davis, Walter

Subject: Metro Orange Line extension

Dear Walt Davis:
I am in favor of alternative 5 with the Canoga A venue bus way -Metro Orange line extension. I really
like to have the bike lanes/ped path on Canoga Avenue. My husband and I have ridden the bike path off
the current orange line between the Sepulveda dam area to DeSoto. We like having a separate area off
the street to ride our bike. It would be a welcome addition to extend the bike path up to Chatsworth as
we live in Chatsworth. In addition, it would be nice to improve the appearance of Canoga Avenue.
Right now Canoga Avenue looks pretty run down and ugly.
My husband and I live in a townhome complex right on Topanga Canyon Boulevard. I do not think
adding a park and ride lot off the 11 8 freeway for the Orange line would help ease congestion. Right
now traffic is really bad during rush hour. Sometimes I see traff ic backed up on Topanga Canyon
Boulevard between Lassen and the 118 freeway. By adding additional buses between 118 freeway and
the Chatsworth station would only make it worse. In addition, I don't want to be hearing the buses go by
our complex at all hours of the day and evening.
Also at the present time, I have been taking Metrolink from the Chatsworth station to Union Station and
then hopping on the gold line to Pasadena about once a week to work. It would be really nice to have an
alternative to get to and from work when the trains are not running or on the weekend. The re have been
a few times where I have to take the train on the weekend to get to work. The only problem is that on
the weekend I have to take Amtrak train and there are not many early morning times when Amtrak
travels between Chatsworth and Union Station. I've looked at taking the bus but I have to transfer many
times to get to my destination. Each time I have to transfer, it adds time to my commute.
Thank you,
Janice Kuwahara
21926 Hiawatha Street
Chatsworth, CA 91311
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Davis, Walter
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

edward watson [ewatson321 @earthlink.net]
Tuesday, July 31, 2007 4:24AM
Davis, Walter
Canoga Transportation Corridor

I'm aware that this is outside the scope or the current project and perhaps ridiculous at
this time, so I decided not to mention this in the meeting .
I wonder if there is a
realisti c feasibility, in the future, of replacing the proposed north-south portion of the
Orange Line with a light rail system extending into Santa Monica . This crossing is
underserved by the freeway system and the only public transpo rtation alte rnatives from the
Orange Line are taking the Red Line to the Purple Line or The Metro Rapid Line that takes
a detour around UCLA . Both of these routes amount to going out of the way .
I would like
to see the Orange Line extension designed in such a way to facilitate a poss i ble
conversion to light rail.
Hav ing gotten that said , I wou ld like to submit an option for the current pro jec t t hat is
likely not particularly viable, but might be a source of inspiration for devising a bet te r
plan . The concept is to have the buses switch sides in order to enable a hybrid of the
northbound busway and dedicated lane proposals on Canoga Av. The buses would be able to
have a dedicated busway where most convenient and utilize the east lanes of Canoga Av
where it's inconvenient to stick with the old railroad right of way . As the buses have
doors on the right - hand side, the passengers would have to board and exit between the
opposing lanes, requiring a substantial separation at each affected station. Of course,
Canoga Av is advantageous fo r any dedicated lane configuration, as there are fewer
driveways to present potent ial accidents.
Another issue that I thought of, after getting back home, is fare evasion .
On the existing Orange Line, peop l e wait for the bus in an area set-aside for t icket
holders only . Unlike for ordinary buses, passengers routinely utilize the rear doors for
boarding.
If they're in the boarding area, it's assumed they have paid the fare .
On the street, i t' s different. The bus stops would be at a public sidewalk, so there
could reasonably be people legitimately present who have not purchased a ticket. Being
used to entering through the rear doors, passengers would likely continue to board that
way, making it much more tempting for o thers to simply sneak on without paying.
Would the sidewalks at each bus stop be c l osed to persons not holding tickets? I don't
see where there is enough room t o build a public sidewalk around a waiting area without
infringing on the businesses at those locations. Sure, some have nice, big parki ng lots,
but not all of them . Just something else to consider .
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Davis, Walter
From:

Nicholas Matonak [nickmatonak @yahoo.com]

Sent:

Monday, July 30, 2007 9:10PM

To:

Davis, Walter

Subject: Comments on Orange Line Extension

Mr Davis
I attended tonight's meeting and was very impressed about the efforts that Metro is doing to solicit
public input.
Of the alternatives presented, I'm in favor of Alternative 5. A dedicated busway makes the most sense,
especially the fact that a proposed station at Roscoe/Canoga would be most convenient for me to get to
my home to the Chatsworth Metrolink station.
Sincerely
Nicholas Matonak
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Davis, Walter
From :

Jayantha Peiris Oayantha1 Opeiris@yahoo.com]

Sent:

Sunday, July 22, 2007 11:13 AM

To:

Davis, Walter

Subject: Extention Orange line

I propose to extend orange line along with Topanga Cyn. Blvd.As I know a lot of student go to West
Valley Occupational Center,Pierce College & Valley college from this area.But It is hard to get into
the bus in the morning, IT is better If the orange line bus could stop in all the bus stops only along
with Topanga Cyn.It will be helpful to stop traffic jam in ths time.! also Go To WVOC every day in the
morning.! am student of WvOC
Dushmanthi

Be a better Heartthrob. Get better re lationshiP- answers from someone who knows.
Yahoo! Answers- Check it out.
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Davis, Walter
From:

Jones, Millie [MJJones@lacbos.org]

Sent:

Thursday, July 19, 2007 3:04 PM

To:

Berlin, Renee

Cc:

Davis, Walter

Subject: RE: Community Comment on Orange Line

Thanks, Renee.
Equestrian Trails Inc. Corral 54 recommends using DeSoto Avenue north ot the train depot tor the safety ot the
Chatsworth community. They even suggest acquiring the Charles Smith property at the north end of DeSota tor a
park & ride lot. Letter to tallow to Walt by US mail. I have his contact info.
Millie

From: Berlin/ Renee [mailto:BerlinR@metro .net]
Sent: Thursday, July 19, 2007 2:35 PM
To: Jones, Millie
Cc: Davis, Walter
Subject: RE: Community Comment on Orange Line
Send them to Walt Davis, I think you have his card. Are they positive, negative or what? I will see you next
thursday

From: Jones, Millie [mailto:MJJones@lacbos.org]
Sent: Thursday/ July 19, 2007 1:36 PM
To: Berlin, Renee
Subject: Community Comment on Orange Line
Hi Renee,
Supervisor Antonovich received a letter with comments re the proposed Orange Line extension . Who should I
forward this to in the MTA to insure these comments are incorporated into public record? Not sure if it is you,
Walt or ..... ? Thanks very much,
Millie
Millie J. Jones, Sr. Deputy
L. A. County Supervisor Michael D. Antonovich
Chatsworth Field Office
21943 Plummer Street
Chatsworth1 CA 91311
Telephone: 818-993-5170 Fax: 818-993-5764
mjjones@lacbos.org
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Davis, Walter
From:

Eric Agar [eagar45@ucla.edu]

Sent:

Thursday, July 19, 2007 3:10 AM

To:

Davis, Walter

Subject: Metro Orange Line Canoga Extension- Draft EIR Scoping Comments
To Whom It May Concern:
I am writing to support the proposed extension of the Metro Orange Line from the Canoga Station to the
Chatsworth Metrolink Station. This well help link Ventura County Metrolink Riders to the western San Fernando
Valley via the Orange Line.
In order for this to be successful, the expansion must run either on Canoga Avenue or along Canoga Avenue on
the Canoga Rail Right-of-Way. There is simply no other choice. This is the most direct route. Running it up De
Soto would be a good second choice, but there are two possible problems with this one. First, it would split the
Orange Line at De Soto Station. I think this is the wrong place as I envision this expansion to link Ventura
County/Chatsworth to southern San Fernando Valley (Warner Center, Canoga Avenue, Ventura Boulevard). By
running the line through Canoga Station, you can have a direct bus from Chatsworth to Warner Center. In this
scenario, one branch of the Orange Line will run from Chatsworth to Warner Center via Canoga Station, while the
second branch will run from Canoga Station to North Hollywood. This could be changed to have both busses
running to Chatsworth or Warner Center, depending on the results of the DE IR. I will explain mo re why the line
should be split in the next paragraph , but this demonstrates why De Soto should not be the route for the li ne.
Passengers traveling to Warner Center will be forced to take a longer route and potentially have to transfe r
busses, killing ridership. Furthermore, De Soto is more residential than Canoga Avenue, thus also
limiting Metrolink ridership. Topanga Canyon is an interesting route and I am surprised it is even listed. I think th is
would be hard to engineer given the lack of available space along Topanga Canyon. Again, this would also
extend the length and time of the route, decreasing potential ridership. It serves almost the identical area as
Canoga Avenue, and since Canoga Avenue is the direct route and already has an existing ROW, Metro should
just build it along Canoga and forget Topanga Canyon.
Anyway, now to focus on Canoga. Before I comment on whether it should be bu ilt on the street vs. the ROW, I
would like to comment on why the line should be split into two at this station. If there is a split (in effect, creating a
"T-shaped" pattern), this would be the best way to serve what I see is three destinations: Warner Center,
Chatsworth Metrolink, and the rest of the Orange Line. The way it is right now, buses coming from North
Hollywood would be forced either to turn left to Chatsworth, or right to Warner Center. Since Orange Line busses
come often enough, if I am traveling Chatsworth <--> North Hollywod or Warner Center<--> North Hollywood, this
is not a problem. The problem comes if I want to travel Chatsworth to Warner Center or vice ve rsa. I would have
to connect at Canoga Station. Yes, to travel six miles, I would have to take two busses. Sounds silly, doesn't it?
Of course, not to mention the wait time at Canoga station adding to the frustration. On the other hand, people may
say that if I wanted to travel from Warner Center to North Hollywood or Chatsworth to North Hollywood, I would
have to make a connection, unlike the current situation. This is true, but either way, someone will have to make a
connection! Should Chatsworth - Warner Center people make connections, or Warner Center/Chatsworth - North
Hollywood people make connections? I say traveling to/from North Hollywood, yes, you will have to make a
connection. Why? I envision this Canoga extension to serve Chatsworth/Ventura County passengers wanting to
work in West San Fernando Valley, better known as Warner Center and Ventura Boulevard. And what better
place to drop them off at than Warner Center Station, where they can either walk to work or get on the Rapid 750
to Ventura Boulevard. I doubt many of these passengers will travel east towards North Hollywood. Heading east,
the next major destination is not until Reseda Boulevard (you may say Pierce College, but I don't see the ridership
coming from Ventura County. They attend Moorpark College. A few students may come from Chatsworth, but
they can connect at Canoga.) Well, Reseda Boulevard has a new Rapid line that connects perfectly with the
Northridge Metrolink Station. Heading further east, Van Nuys Boulevard is the next major stop, and again, they
have both a Rapid line and a Metrolink station! This is primari ly why ridership is so poor on the western part of the
current Orange Line. The destinations stop at Reseda Boulevard heading west. And this shows why the northsouth Orange Line between Chatsworth and Warner Center will do better than send ing both services to North
Hollywood.
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Finally, I would like to say that the Orange Line should be built on Canoga Avenue until Plummer Street, and then
it can join the Canoga Right-of-Way. It pains me to suggest this because I fu lly believe in seperate and exclusive
right-of-way for the Orange Line such as it is now. But if you have ever travelled on the Orange Line, it is so
frustrating to hit red light after red lig ht after red light This is partially the fault of poor signal timing, but it is also
the fault of the layout of the line. It was built parallel to Victory and Oxnard. So instead of traveling east-west with
the flow of traffic, the Orange Line has to stop in order to let right and left turns process through . Th is is also why
the Rapid 750 on Ventura can beat the Orange Line in not-so-heavy traffic because the Rapid 750 flows with
traffic along Ventura Boulevard, as opposed to the Orange Line, which almost flows perpendicular to traffic (also
why there were so many accidents in the beginning). In addition, the Rapid 750 can blow th rough inte rsections at
35-45 MPH, as opposed to the Orange Line, which has this silly 25 MPH intersection speed limit (how frustrating
is that!), again because of this awkward perpendicular setup of the Orange Line. If Metro can guarentee that
building the Orange Line in the existing Rail ROW next to Canoga will not slow it down and it will be guaranteed
signal preemption and drivers can flow through the intersection at greater than 35 MPH, then build it on the ROW .
Otherwise, build it on Canoga (in a separate ROW so traffic does not slow it down).
For final comments, I also support extending the line to SR-118 with the Park and Ride Lot. I think this may add
some additional commuters and since it is only two miles, it is not too much to ask for. One other thing I would like
to ask for is for someone to consider converting this Orange Line to light-rail transit (LRT). Please. The Orange
Line currently is nearing capacity and bringing in 65 or 80 foot busses really isn't solving the problem. It is only
going to add incremental capacity to a very popular line. Furthermore, the problems I mentioned above with
speed and transit times can be solved by light-rail because of the guarenteed signal preemption and crossing
arms. A study was published recently that showed had the Orange Line been light-rail, it could cut 14 minutes of
travel time between Warner Center and North Hollywood. Not to mention a better quality-of-ride and more
capacity. At the very least, I hope the DEIR considers adding crossing gates to the Canoga extension if BRT wi ll
be used.
Sincerely,
Eric Agar
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Davis, Walter
From:

Don Malvin [malvin123@earthlink.net]

Sent:

Monday, July 16, 2007 6:23 PM

To:

Davis, Walter

Subject: Northern extension of the Metro Orange Line

Dear Mr. Davis,
I appreciate your notification regarding the northern extension of the Metro Orange Line. I have
been quite delighted with the recently completed Orange Line extending from Woodland Hills to
North Hollywood. Since its installation, I have often bicycled from my home in Canoga Park to
Balboa Park and Van Nuys. The northern extension should follow the same general plan: a
dedicated bus route with a parallel biking/walking trail.
Of the several routes offered, the off-street alternative will, no doubt, be the most expensive.
The advantages, however, are embodied in the success of the present sys tem with its large
number of commuters. As you know, a dedicated bus route attracts riders because it minimizes
street congestion and lessens transit time. A biking/walking trail would provide sorely needed
recreation facilities and safety for those of the Northwest San Fernando Valley who realize the
pleasure, freedom, and health benefits of self-propelled transit. As overall transportation and air
quality is improved by removing automobiles from our highw ays, perhaps at long las t, our
Valley communities will become know as bicycle safe and people friendly.
My best wishes,
Don Malvin
7946 Vassar Ave.
Canoga Park, CA 91304-4872
818 887 0824
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1. Canoga Transportation Corridor Alternatives (see handout)
2. Issues you would like addressed in the Environmental Impact Report (please be specific)

tL ~ .d<g<'_,__/ c~~;:;~;/
t?~, c/
~ v__/)~~~
~- '
c.::::;:J
(./
::..._L ,a// ~

--4>.//f~
j/

"

_d./_.L..

a.,

~ ./??V?;:2/7z.£J-

.ef4~ ~ b~
..

.

//

.c7

L

L~~

V:,/"

~ ~ 2
'

~

<:1??~~-

----

//~ ~~~a.-(~~~ ~_/ ___L#~~ ~l._-/ e~v

/

~ L/

'

,y

'

a~~~,;c;;~"77 9) ~ ~-c->7«;-~ ~../_z::- ~~---

.

(~~~-<Yo .
c:
c:.:/
Please use the reverse side for additional comments. Comments may also be mailed to: Walt Davis, Project
Manager, Metro, One Gateway Plaza, Los Angeles, CA 90012 or emailed to daviswa@metro.net or faxed to
213-922-6358. All comments are due by 5 p.m. on Monday, August 13,2007.
/

~ ~

• )
. --:--:...,
/ ~- -.?~
-...Y'~~~'L-/j..-<"'/,.0-"'___.-. ~_.Y.._.-ij.,/."'~37-----'

~
_J(_ /'.-f~· ~..-c
_./fi

-

-:.-;7'

~~~~~~~_A-~~ ~- ~~~

~Metro

Comment Sheet - Canoga Transportation Corridor
EIR Scoping Meeting

metro.nel

NEW Academy of Canoga Park- July 30, 2007- 7 p.m.

~,~~~~·~~-·~~
~7~----~\l~~~~-----------------------------------------------

Name: __

Affiliation (i.e. organization, resident, business) :__~
(£_=----_!._..;_
_ ./-"(~·1~-,..
> -"_·--_( --------------------------- Address: -..:-c.=
Z::=~
=·,. . :'. .------:~~~'------~
-=--~- - - - - - - -- - -- - - - - - - - - - - - Phone#:

2 t~--- q i- 2-

l((l"·i

7(

Email Address:

\

,J

ll

V\LL:.\1Aa.1v"'-"'-: (?

~e,fvI , u.r-\6

.

Thank you for attending this Metro meeting. We welcome your comments on the following topics:
1. Canoga Transportation Corridor Alternatives (see handout)
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Please use the reverse side for additional comments. Comments may also be mailed to: Walt Davis, Project
Manager, Metro, One Gateway Plaza, Los Angeles, CA 90012 or emailed to daviswa@metro.net or faxed to
213-922-6358. All comments are due by 5 p.m. on Monday, August 13, 2007.
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Thank you for attending this Metro meeting. We welcome your comments on the following topics:
1. Canoga Transportation Corridor Alternatives (see handout)
2. Issues you would like addressed in the Environmental Impact Report (please be specific)
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Please use the reverse side for additional comments. Comments may also be mailed to: Walt Davis, Project
Manager, Metro, One Gateway Plaza, Los Angeles, CA 90012 or emailed to daviswa@metro.net or faxed to
213-922-6358. All comments are due by 5 p.m. on Monday, August 13, 2007.
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1. Canoga Transportation Corridor Alternatives (see handout)
2. Issues you would like addressed in the Environmental Impact Report (please be specific)
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Please use the reverse side for additional comments. Comments may also be mailed to: Walt Davis, Project
Manager, Metro, One Gateway Plaza, Los Angeles, CA 90012 or emailed to daviswa@metro.net or faxed to
213-922-6358. All comments are due by 5 p.m. on Monday, August 13, 2007.
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Thank you for attending this Metro meeting. We welcome your comments on the following topics:
1. Canoga Transportation Corridor Alternatives (see handout)

2. Issues you would like addressed in the Environmental Impact Report (please be specific)
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Please use the reverse side for additional comments. Com~n~ may also be mailed to: Walt Davis, Project
Manager, Metro, One Gateway Plaza, Los Angeles, CA 90012 or emailed to daviswa@metro.net or faxed to
213-922-6358. All comments are due by 5 p.m. on Monday, August 13, 2007.
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lbank you for attending this Metro meeting. We welcome your comments on the following topics:
1. Canoga Transportation Corridor Alternatives (see handout)
2. Issues you would like addressed in the Environmental Impact Report (please be specific)
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Please use the reverse side for additional comments. Comments may also be mailed to: Walt Davis, Project
Manager, Metro, One Gateway Plaza, Los Angeles, CA 90012 or emailed to daviswa@metro.net or faxed to
213-922-6358. All comments are due by 5 p.m. on Monday, August 13, 2007.
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Thank you for attending this Metro meeting. We welcome your comments on the following topics:
1. Canoga Transportation Corridor Alternatives (see handout)

2. Issues you would like addressed in the Environmental Impact Report (please be specific)
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Please use the reverse side for additional comments. Comments may also be mailed to: Walt Davis, Project
Manager, Metro, One Gateway Plaza, Los Angeles, CA 90012 or emailed to daviswa@metro.net or faxed to
213-922-6358. All comments are due by 5 p.m. on Monday, August 13, 2007.

CARL OLSON
The Motorist's Best Friend
P.O. Box 561(.
Woodland Hills, CaliJ(xnia 91 ~~65
XI R-22:~-RORO
Comments on EIR for Proposed Chatsworth Extension
Of L.A. C. M. T. A. Orange Line Buswav
Submitted Julv 30. 2007
1. There has yet to be any demonstrated need for spending $150+ million of taxpayers
funds for an Orange Line extension from the Canoga A venue station to the Chatsworth train
station. In order to establish a realistic demand for such bus service, the most logical thing
would be to start up a regular bus line on Canoga A venue that goes along Canoga A venue. MTA
can do this right away. No need to wait years. It should be the starting point for any other action
in the EIR. I suggest that this bus line will demonstrate minimal actual usage, and indicate that
no major construction project should be undertaken.
2. Alternative 5 would be the worst of all possible alternatives. It would plow under
dozens of prospering businesses along the east side of Canoga Avenue. These long-established
businesses involve hundreds of employees and thousands of customers. These businesses would
find it next to impossible to find comparable relocation sites that would be easy for their
employees and customers to reach. The Valley has too little commercial and industrial
properties as it is. MTA should not be in the business of destroying them.
3. As for these existing businesses, you may know that the MTA has them all on monthto-month leases. This provides almost no security. It also has allowed MT A to impose
unconscionable rent increases, such as doubling. During at least this two-year EIR process, the
MT A should allow long-term leases on these properties. This will also assure the customers and
employees that the business will continue in place. It will also stop any potential rent gouging by
MTA.
4. Eventually, this old MTA right-of-way along Canoga Avenue should be sold and left
zoned for commercial and industrial properties, as it cmTently is. The current business tenants
should be given the right of first refusal. The millions of dollars that are raised from the land
sales should go into projects that really help improve transportation. Such as expanding the 101
and other projects to speed up traffic in the Valley. We all know the gigantic bottleneck that
Caltrans and the MTA have created on the 101 at Topanga Canyon where five lanes shrink to
only four. Let's put the $150 million into this instead.
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Thank you for attending this Metro meeti.ng. We welcome your comments on the following topics:
1. Canoga Transportation Corridor Alternatives (see handout)
2.. Issues you would like addressed in the Environmental Impact Report (please be specific)
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Please 1.l.'?c the reverse side for additional comments. Comments may also be mailed to; Walt Davis, Project
Manage.r, Metro, One Gateway Plaza, Los Angeles, CA 90012 or emailed to daviswa@metro.net or faxed to
213·922-6358. All comments are due by 5 p.m. on Monday, August 13.2007.
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l11ank you for attending this Metro meeting. We welcome your comments on the following topics:
1. Canoga Transportation Corridor Alternatives (see handout)
2. Issues you would like addressed in the Environmental Impact Report (please be specific)
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Please use the reverse side for. additional comments. Comments may also be mailed to: Walt Davis, Project
Manager, Metro, On.e Gateway Plaza, Los Angeles, CA 90012 or emailed to davi.?Wa@metro.ne:t or faxed to
213-922-6358. All comments are due by 5 p.m. on Monday, August 13, 2007.
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Thank you for attending this Metro meeting. We welcome your comments on the following topics:
1. Canoga Transportation Corridor Alternatives (see handout)
2. Issues you would like addressed in the Environmental Impact Report (please be specific)
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Please uslthe reverse side fcfr additional comments. Comments may also be mailed to: Walt Davis,
Project Manager, Metro, One Gateway Plaza, Los Angeles, CA 90012 or emailed ~o dayjswa@metro.net
Q! faxed to 213·922-6358. All comments are due by 5 p.m. on Monday, August 13,2007.

JRN-1-2002

17:qs

FROM:LRCMTR 2139228868

T0:94381764

·-

· ·- - · -

JAN-1 -2002

17:48

T0:94381764

FROM : LACMTA 2139228868

Comment Sheet- Canoga Transportation Corridor
.!
EIR Scoping Meeting

®Metro

NEW Academy of Canoga Park- July 30, 2007- 7 p.m.

?/-16t,f0/'lu k/dL LEI(
Affiliation (i.e. organization, resident, business): l?e£~<.J8e?£5; a~? fl.
9/{6£- (3g:7
Address: .Cli.f /?4 q de" /)_.,.e ..ve -# ( 3 ~ /li,,_,ilz f:h /(v W/>C c£ CA
Phone :ff:: (ill f)
/6 IT
Email Address:
.
Name:

vI

•

\

•

zr:rz ,.-

(

;-

I

Thank you for attending this Metro meeting. We welcome your conunents on the following topics:
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Please use ble reverse s1de fi>{additiOnal comments/ Comments may also be mailed to: Walt Davis, Project
Manager, Metro, One Gateway Plaza, Los Angeles, CA 90012 Qb emailed to daviswa@metro.net m: faxed to
213-922-6358. AU comments are due by 5 p.m. on Monday, August 13,2007.
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Thank you for attending this Metro meeting. We welcome your comment5: on the following topics :
1. Canoga Transportation Corridor AltematiYcs (see handout}
2. Issues you would like addressed in the Environmental lmp.act Report (please be specific)
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JAN-1-2002

17:49

08-09-2007 12:47

FROM:LACMTA 2139228868
JACOBI BLDG MAT

T0:94381 764

8183~60817

PAGE2

ORANGE LlNE PROPOSAL - WEST VALLEY LOOP

.Following is 8 advBJlt.Jtgcs to the proposed Orange Line extension through the West
Valley. This proposal as compared to the I) others being invt:::;tigatfd i~ 1he only plan that
will encompass the entire community of the West V<\lley. This loop will allow the MTA
lo utilize the advantages of aiJ the other propo~ls. lt should take less time ro complete
and save millions of dollars and at the same time not put the burden of sacrifice oo any
one group.
Advantages:

I. Using Canoga Avenue instead of the park and ride keeps the parking spaces intact
and saves money by not having to reconfigure this parking lot. Also saves proj~ct
construction time.

2. Staymg on Can<.lga A venue saves 2 prosperous husines.<;es Lhat jointly employs
90+ local residenL.s. Jacobi Building Materials an institution in the community
with lOOO's of customers
Greenscene LandscApe a top ranked designer and
builder. This corner is the best-landscaped corner in Canoga Park. Also create:::;
income to the MTA to the order of $]20,000.00 per year. Again savt:s mon~y
and construction time for the MT A.

J.

Using Canoga Ave . in Jts existing sate would alleviate the millions of dollar$
nc:eded to build a bridge ovt:r the flood control tt.l handle these buses. Also
the construction time to build this bridge.

4 . Diverting the line after the flood control to the right of way, n<.lW put.s the bus on
the wider purtion of the right ~)f way. More room and construction can ttH)Ve
Ahead without normal street traffic interference. This route can be Taken all the
way to the Metro Link in Chatsworth
5. Continuing out of the Metro Link parking lot, picking up passengers can contmue
west on Devonshire to south on Owensmouth. From th~re the lint: can enter rhe
MT A's vacant property, which can be turned into a park and ride alleviating the
need to create a parking lot in contested areas nearby.

6 . Traveling south on Topanga (a 3 lane blvd.) this line would ~e available tor
riders from a heavily populated ~ection of the community.
7. This route will alle>w comrnuter~ to arrive:: at Westfield's Mega Mall , which in
the near future. claims tn nn~ day be the largest in the nation.

~.

Final.ly, the Orange Line will come fuH cycle and meld with the existing Metro
hub at Warner Center. 2 options available at this point.
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CANOGA TRANSPORTATION CORRIDOR MEETING
METRO ORANGE LINE CANOGA STATION
EIR PUBLIC SCOPING MEETING

EIR Public Scoping Meeting on behalf of
Consensus Planning Group, Inc., at 10027
Lurline Avenue, Chatsworth, California, 7:30
P.M., Thursday, July 26, 2007, before Michele
Urbina, CSR No. 9635 with the County of Los
Angeles, State of California.
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THURSDAY, JULY 26, 2007, 7:30 P.M.
CHATSWORTH, CALIFORNIA
MR. DAVIS: We're ready to start if you want to
take your seats.
I want to thank you all for coming to this.
This is the first public scoping meeting we have with the
Canoga Transportation Corridor project. This project is
our first meeting in the process. I want to let everyone
know that we're very early on in the process.
A lot of questions I had in the background. A
lot of people thought that we had an alignment already.
We don't already have an alignment. Actually, we have
seven alternatives, and this is the first step in trying
to choose the alternative.
What we were instructed to do by our board
approximately six months ago was look at an alignment
that connects the Canoga Park and Ride lot to the
Chatsworth Metrolink station, and that's what we're here
for today to talk about.
I'm going to try to limit my presentation to
about 25 minutes; tell you a little bit about the project
and the process we will be going through. Because what
we want in this meeting is to give you the opportunity to
talk to us; tell us if you like the project, if you don't
4
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like the project, or if there is something about the
project you think we need to study in depth before we
initiate the actual study. That's what we're looking for
for today, to give you the opportunity to talk to us.
And we have a microphone up there for public
comment. We can record your comments. We have a court
reporter here to document your comments. Or, if you are
stage fright or stage shy, you can write your comments on
the comment cards over here, or on the scoping document
that we have mailed to you. My e-mail address is there,
and my mailing address is there.
We will take comments up to August 13th at
5:00 p.m., so if you want to go home and kind of
formulate your thoughts before you write us, you are more
than welcome to do so. You don't have to do it at this
meeting. We have a large turnout, so you may not want to
stay until it's your turn to talk. So you will still
have the opportunity to respond.
Okay.
MR. MONKS: Folks, my name is Dave Monks. I
work with Metro along with Walt. I am the project
manager for outreach on this project, and I want to thank
you all for coming out tonight. It is a very impressive
turnout, and we really want to hear from you. And as
Walt explained, there are several ways to do it.
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And I want to thank the organizations who are
represented here tonight, and among them, the Chatsworth
Historical Society, Chatsworth Neighborhood Council, Save
Chatsworth, Inc., Chatsworth ECHO, West Hills
Neighborhood Council, Transit Coalition, Woodland Hills
Chamber of Commerce, Woodland Hills Neighborhood Council
and Valley Vote, just among the folks that are here
tonight.
I also want to recognize representatives from
our elected offices. Millie Jones, from -- a supervisor
in town, she is also here in the back.
Thank you, Millie, for coming.
Matthew Dabonet from Representative Sherman's
office was here earlier. Handsome guy with the red tie
back there. Thank you.
And Hannah Lee from Councilmember Smith's office
is here as well. Thank you for that.
So we're excited about the project. We want to
hear from you. As Walt said, it is for everybody to
weigh in on, and before the environmental impact report
process is started, we need to hear from you. And I just
want to go over a little bit about housekeeping before
Walt's presentation.
One is the speaker card. If you would like to
speak tonight, we need to have you fill out a speaker
6
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card. Speakers will be given two minutes to speak. You
will be speaking at that microphone, and your remarks
will be recorded by a court reporter. So if you need a
speaker's card, please, go to the table in the back.
In addition, for future information on this
process and this project, you received an agenda tonight
with a project map on the back, and we will -- we have a
hotline number which is on there, you can see at the
bottom, and also we will be creating a web page in Metro.
It will be part of our website, metro.net. So that
should be up and running by the end of August, and that
will keep you apprised of where things are at, as well as
documents and important information on that web page. So
thank you.
I would like to introduce Walt Davis with Metro
planning. He's our project manager. He'll be giving a
presentation tonight, and be able to clarify and answer
any questions at the end. And at the end, we will begin
our public comments. Thanks.
Walt.
MR. DAVIS: Thank you, Mr. Davis. I know you
are interested in the project, but before I move forward,
I do want to introduce a few more people. If you don't
want to come up for the presentation, if you want to talk
to us, there is a few people in this room that know a lot
7
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about this project, and you might want to direct your
questions to them.
First off, I am the project manager on the Metro
side. The project manager on the consultant side is
Michael Myers in the back. And those project (inaudible)
direct questions you might have to him. Make a public
comment and ask Michael to come up here and join me.
Also on the environmental side, we have Wendy
Lockwood, who is going to be doing -- is going to be
fundamental in this process (inaudible).
For the engineering component, we have
(inaudible) in the back with Metro. I'm not an engineer,
(inaudible) subsequent engineering, employment
engineering, schematic drawings, get to that level of
detail, he's the person who is going to be in charge of
overseeing that component of the project.
And we have Elaine Chabonay. I don't see her in
the background. There's Elaine. Elaine is with Bruin.
She's in charge of the transportation enhancement. She's
going ensure whatever project we do is integrated with
(inaudible). She's going to make sure that there's
landscaping, there's artwork, (inaudible) is researched,
and whatever we do is going to be attractive and
integrated with the community. We're not going to
(inaudible) no matter what we do. It is going to be
8
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something (inaudible) we take the community into
consideration.
Some of the things I want to (inaudible) today,
(inaudible) with history. My firt line is going to be
history of the project; why we're here today, the study
area.
The next thing I'll talk about real quickly is
the purpose and objectives of this meeting.
The third thing, I know you guys aren't
(inaudible). There is a state process for environmental
clearing the project, and this is the first step, and
that leads up to a major tap lane (inaudible) project,
environmental clearance, and I will go over the steps
that we have to go through that will lead to the
completion of the DEIR, FDIR, that allows us to move
(inaudible); that allows us to construct the project.
I'll show you the project and go over the process.
Then I'll go over the summary proposed
alternatives. I know a lot of you are looking at them.
Right now we have seven built alternatives and no built
alternatives, and the traffic system management
alternatives, and I'll go over those real quickly. And I
think by looking at the boards, you can visualize them
better than I can verbally describe them, so I'll go over
them quickly.
9

1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

The next thing I'll go over is how do we choose
the best alternative? We have nine of them. I'll let
you know what we're going to do in order to narrow that
down to one (inaudible).
And then something that interests a lot of
people in the back of the room, the possibility of the
extension of this project from Chatsworth Metrolink
station to the State Route 118 Freeway.
I'll let you know that we're looking at it right
now. It is not definitely a component to the project,
because a lot of people are concerned about it, and I
will go over the possibility and show you a map, and then
we'll go on to questions and clarification. I'm going to
try to ask that not a lot of questions, but we'll let you
come up and make public comment and recording them.
So first slide.
This map -- the reason I'm showing this map is
in the bonus section to the left, that is the Canoga
element of the project. Basically it's from DeSoto to
the east to Topanga Canyon to the west, (inaudible) look
at.
The reason I want to show you this map is our
board instructs us in addition to doing this project for
us to make money (inaudible) the DOT, so they can look at
other projects in the area; namely Lankershim, Van Nuys,
10
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Sepulveda and Reseda Boulevard. The densities we have
over there are a little bit greater. They don't want us
to forget (inaudible) western (inaudible) San Fernando
Valley, so wanted to let you know (inaudible) the center
project to this project. LA DOT is taking the lead on
that project; we will be taking the lead on the Canoga
project.
Why does this project exist?
On the bottom, on the green line on the bottom,
that is the Metro Orange Line. When we opened up the
Metro Orange Line in October of 2005, about two and a
half years ago, I think a lot of people at Metro were
collectively holding their breaths because it was the
first system like it in the United States. There is no
other system where you have a dedicated busway through a
congested corridor that is exclusively for buses.
You have (inaudible), but there you have both
cars and buses. So we didn't know how many people would
be attracted to it. We did do a modeling exercise
(inaudible) and we estimated that it would carry 23,000
riders a day by the year 2025. We are two and a half
years into (inaudible), and during the month of June, we
carried 25,000 riders a day. So we are far exceeding the
ridership participation we have for Orange Lines. So our
board, and I think the (inaudible) on their part, wanted
11
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to expand upon that success and look at extending it.
So they instructed us back in September of 2006
to look at the extension from the western parameters of
the Orange Line, which is at Canoga Park ride line, north
approximately four miles to the Chatsworth Metrolink
station. And at the Chatsworth Metrolink station, you
have local bus service going there, you have limited bus
service going in there, you have Metrolink trains, and if
you extend the Orange Line in there, you have Metro Rapid
bus. So you have the making of a really nice (inaudible)
station center (inaudible) where people can come together
and transfer to whatever mode of transportation they need
to get to their final destination point. So that's the
idea behind the project; to building upon their success.
(inaudible) as fast as possible.
So we are going to work with a very busy
schedule, and later on in the presentation, I'll let you
know what our schedule is. But just to let you know, the
(inaudible) area for MTA is basically from Canoga Park
(inaudible) to Chatsworth Metrolink station, and how do
we get there.
On this map, we do have highlighted Canoga Road
and (inaudible). The reason that one is highlighted is
because back in 2003 when we completed this study, that
was the alignment that our consultant recommended. But
12
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today we're doing an alternative analysis, and that is
one of seven alternatives that we're considering.
Okay. The reason for this meeting. The reason
for this meeting is to provide to the public the
opportunity to learn about the project and express your
opinions; give you the opinion to voice your opinions
that pertain to environmental (inaudible). The
alternative alignments are on the board to your right of
the room, and to how we, if we build this project, what
mitigation measures do we need to take into
consideration. We don't want our buses to be obnoxiously
allowed to have too great an adverse impact on traffic
congestion. We want to take the (inaudible) into the
consideration, so we'll do an environmental analysis,
take all these things into consideration, and you're
welcome to make comments pertaining to that.
An overview of the EIR process. The first step
of the EIR process is the notice of preparation. And
that's basically notifying the community that the process
is getting underway.
Back on July 11th, the story or article was
presented in the Daily News notifying the public of our
intent to look at the possibility of constructing an
extension of the Metro Orange Line. In addition, I think
everybody in this room got this flier, that is why we're
13
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here today, 44,800 of these fliers were sent out to
canvass all of the San Fernando Valley that would be
impacted to let you know that we're considering this
project, and to invite you here to voice your opinions.
The notice is also sent to the state
clearinghouse which is attributed to the state and local
officials just to let you know we're taking the steps
necessary that you have to take before you initiate a
major capital investment project.
The next step in the environmental process is
the scoping meetings. This is the first public scoping
meeting, so that's where we're at. We're here today.
There will be a second scoping meeting on
Monday, July 30th, and that one is going to be at the New
Academy in Canoga Park. So if you don't get an
opportunity to speak, (inaudible) you are more than
welcome.
The next step, we do an alternative analysis.
Our alternatives we're getting the department to
(inaudible) Chatsworth Metrolink station. There are
seven built alternatives right over there. We cannot
analyze all seven of those. We have to make the project
more manageable.
So after these meetings, and during the month of
August, we will be looking at all the alternatives, we'll
14
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be taking all your comments into consideration, we'll be
talking to the elective officials and doing an analysis
trying to bring those seven built alternatives to two
built alternatives, which two are the most promising to
be meritorious enough to undergo a full-blown
environmental analysis. So during the month of
September, that's what we will be doing.
At the end of this slide presentation, I will
give you a hotline number and a web page. The web page
will be up in about three weeks.
Is that right, David?
MR. MONKS: Yes.
MR. DAVIS: So if you want to follow the
progress of this project and you want to see what
happened in this screening process, and what the built
alternatives we're considering are, you are welcome to
follow the project, and if you want to call us, you're
welcome to call the hotline and express your opinions.
Or if you have any questions, we'll try to address those
questions via the hotline. That is your way of
contacting us and staying on top of the project.
But again, during the month of August and early
September, we will be screening the seven alternatives
down to two built alternatives. And in an environmental
process, you have to take into consideration the no built
15
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alternative and what's called the traffic system
management alternative, so those two will be addressed as
well as. The traffic system management is just
improvements for the signalization for the number of
buses (inaudible) no cost (inaudible) to do a major
capital investment project.
The next step is the draft EIR preparation.
You can see that that's already started. The reason that
is already started is (inaudible) the notice of
preparation went out. Basically, we're going to draft
the EIR preparation. We are doing an analysis of the two
screen alternatives. We're looking at traffic impact;
noise and vibration; energy; land use.
There's a board back there that gives you
approximately 50 different disciplines of the EIR process
that actually (inaudible) back and forth to determine
what the impact of the project will be to you and the
community, if it's constructed, and can that impact be
mitigated. What will we have to do to mitigate the
impact on you. For example, do we need to build more
sound walls to ensure that the people who live in close
proximity to (inaudible) wherever the line goes won't be
adversely impacted by the project.
Do we need to update our traffic signals and put
more traffic signals in there to get the vehicle traffic
16
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to coexist with the bus traffic better.
So we will do that analysis between
approximately June starting up until February of 2008, so
for approximately six months.
In February 2008, we have asked our consultants
to go to our board and present the DEIR, and we are, at
that time, will try to narrow our alternatives down to
one locally preferred alternative.
After the DEIR process, we have a circulation.
The DEIR will draft environmental impact report, will be
in all public libraries, it will be in elected offices,
or it will be on the internet, metro.net. If you want to
go to our website, you will be able to download it, read
it, see if -- it is going to go to the communities, and
you will have an opportunity to comment on it.
You will have 45 days to comment on it, whatever
comments you may have on it, and after that 45-day public
review period, we close it off, and for the next three or
four months, we will respond to those comments, we are
seeing what, if any, modifications we need to make to the
project to make the project work and make it acceptable
to the community.
Also during that process, the engineering
begins. We start doing our preliminary engineering to
show what the project will look like, make sure there is
17
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enough room for the project and whatever right-of-way
size is the best alternative.
That takes us -- we've done response to the
comments. We published the final EIR that is going to be
published in August 2008, and then in September or
October of 2008, we hope to go to the state to try to
secure funds for the actual construction of this project.
That is if the no built project is not looking for
(inaudible) alternative.
If that happens and there is no major hurdles to
this project, we could theoretically release a
design/build contract for the actual construction of the
project in early 2009, conceivably. But there's a lot of
hurdles that we have to overcome between now and then,
and this is the first one. Just come out here and see if
you, the community, likes this project, wants it to
happen, what concerns you have about it, what
modifications needs to be made, or what needs attention
before you even consider a project like this.
Next slide. What are the alternatives? I'm
going to go over these slides kind of fast because,
again, they are visually displayed here on the side of
the room, and you can look at them and get a much better
idea of what the alternatives are than I can describe.
But like I said, there's seven of them, so you
18
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can break them down to just three streets, and those are
De Soto Avenue, Canoga Avenue and Topanga Canyon.
On Topanga Canyon, we're going to consider the
possibility of a dedicated ride around Topanga Canyon, or
Metro Rapid bus on the Topanga Canyon.
We're going to look at the same for Canoga
Avenue, have to get a right-of-way for Metro Rapid bus
and the same thing for De Soto. So Canoga, DeSoto and
Topanga are the three alternatives we're considering
right now.
If somebody wants to get up and say you
recommend we also look at, say, Owensmouth, you're
welcome to do that, and tell us why. Maybe there is an
alternative that we have not considered. In addition to
(inaudible) Canoga Avenue, as many of you know at the
back of the room, we also own the railroad right-of-way
between the Canoga and the Chatsworth Metrolink station.
So the seven built alternatives will be to look at
building a dedicated right-of-way, operating just like
the Metro Orange Line currently operates on the road
right-of-way that divides Canoga Park and the Chatsworth
Metrolink station.
In addition to seven built alternatives at the
top of the slide, again, as part of the environmental
process, we have to look at the no built alternatives,
19
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and we have to consider the traffic system management
alternatives, which are two low-cost alternatives to a
capital improvement project.
Okay. These are some of the alternatives. The
first slide is the no built alternative, which is
basically the bus system in place. Very simple slide.
The next one.
The next one is the Canoga alternative with
Metro Rapid bus. To the right you have the current
street configuration, the Redondo configuration is the
one on top with a parking lane on the west side of the
street. You will see that we have a bus, and in front of
the bus we have a car. The reason we have that is to
show the configuration; the buses share the lanes with
the car.
Underneath it we show you the right-of-way or
the widening a little bit. We still have a left-hand
turn in the middle. The curve line is taken for the
buses, and the on-street parking would be eliminated with
this configuration.
Next slide.
This is the De Soto alternative. The De Soto
alternative six and eight. The top alternative is Metro
Rapid bus; the lower alternative is for dedicated bus
lane on the street. Again, it shares the lane with the
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car traffic, and the parking is saved with the dedicated
lanes. The parking -- on-street parking is taken and it
is used for the dedicated busway.
Next slide.
And the eighth and ninth alternative is on
Topanga Canyon. Basically, the configuration, and again,
I can't describe them as well as you can visualize them
over here. I have all kinds of experts in this room.
There is 20 people from the (inaudible) by this board to
answers any questions in more depth than I can do it up
here. And because I want to limit my presentation to
about 20 minutes, I want to move on.
Okay. How do we best choose the best
alternatives? We're not going to have to look for an
alternative until February, but we cannot review all nine
of these alternatives between now and February, so we
want to narrow our focus down to two built alternatives
and a no built (inaudible) alternative.
So what we're going to do is we're going to take
your comments, and get the comments of the elected
officials in the area, and we're going to go to community
meetings and talk to the community. We're going to find
out what you think the best no built alternative is.
We're also going to look at things (inaudible) support
mobility. The transportation network that we currently
21
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have there is a complement of the transportation network
that is out there. Does it serve major activity centers
and for the future forecast. If we built it on the
alternative, what will ridership be. Does one alignment
show (inaudible) ridership than the other alignment.
Does it support land use and development. Is it
consistent with community plans and regional plans.
Our consultants told us there is something like
eighteen or nineteen community plans out there that this
line would go through. So we need to review all the
community plans to see if they are amenable to mass
transit. What do they say. Does it recommend
(inaudible) the roadway and talk to the community and
review those community plans.
Would it support land use development. It
doesn't make a lot of sense to build a major busway like
this if it doesn't support land use development, it
doesn't encourage some type of development around
stations, whether it be a greater concentration of homes
or businesses. So that would be taken into
consideration. It won't be the deciding factor, but it
will be one of the facts we take into consideration.
Corridor enhancements. We have already got a
bunch of (inaudible) and e-mails telling us that the
Orange Line people really enjoy the bike path that is
22
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adjacent to the Orange Line. So one of the factors that
we'll take into consideration is as the complement to the
project, can we build a bike trial with it, and coexist
with the bike path, and is there enough right-of-way to
allow a bikeway and a busway to coexist.
Maximize community input. We're doing that
right now by talking to you; giving you an opportunity to
speak, and I'll quit talking here shortly and give you
the opportunity to speak. And again, we've already been
out to a number of the elected offices and (inaudible)
three other offices we're here today.
Minimize community impacts. If this has too big
of an impact as relates to noise, vibration, traffic,
soil contamination, pollution, whatever, the impact is so
great we can't overcome it, that would be a factor that
might eliminate one of the alternatives in consideration.
And then cost effectiveness. We're going to
forecast ridership. We'll look at what these things will
cost and does it make sense from a cost standpoint to
build the alternative.
Some of the alternatives would generate better
ridership than others, (inaudible), so we got to take it
from a cost analysis as well.
State Route 118 extension. We have a lot of
questions on this in the back of the room. When our
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board instructed us to do this project, they told us to
look at an extension from the Canoga Park parking lot to
the Chatsworth Metrolink station. (Inaudible), wait a
second, the Chatsworth Metrolink station is just two
miles south of the State Route 118 Freeway. Does it make
sense to go up to the State Route 118 Freeway?
We didn't know the answer to that question, so
we're going to look into it. I will let you know that it
is not definitely a component of this project.
And I will also let you know that if we do an
extension to the State Route 118 Freeway, we've already
decided that we will definitely be on streets. We are
not looking at the possibility of plowing straight
through on Canoga Avenue and building a new on and off
ramp onto the State Route 118 Freeway. That would make
the project cost prohibitive, and way too much disruption
on the neighborhood, so that's not even being considered.
We're considering Canoga Avenue and De Soto, and if we do
this alignment, we're trying to intercept some of the
traffic off of State Route 118. People who might want to
get off the 118 Freeway, park their car and take the bus
down to Warner Center, or all the way to the North
Hollywood station, or one of the stops in between.
So that would be looked into. I know a lot of
you have concerns, so I welcome you to step up and
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(inaudible) comments if you are for or against it, or if
you have (inaudible). But I will let you know, that it's
not definitely (inaudible) project, it is just something
that is being considered. We'll have to see what type of
ridership it will generate, what type of impact it would
have to on-street operations before deciding whether or
not to do it, and we'll take that to our board in
February 2008.
The next slide.
You might want to write down our project hotline
and our web page. Again, the web page is not up and
running right now, but it will be up and running within
three or four weeks. But if you (inaudible) and you have
a hot question you have to have answered, the hotline is
operating right now, and you are welcome to call us. I
don't think (inaudible) answer, so leave a voicemail and
we'll get back with you. We have somebody go through
them all and determine who is best suited to answer the
question and divvy them out to the appropriate staff to
answer your questions.
This slide opens it up to comments and
clarifications, so if you have any comments, I'd rather
open it up to you to start making your statements. If
you don't want to make a statement, if you just want to
ask me a question, I guess you are welcome to do so.
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Otherwise, we've asked you to fill out comment cards and
people want to come up and start making comments. For
those of you who want to get up and (inaudible) our
board, we have a lot of staff back there, and we can
answer the questions and provide one-on-one clarification
for you. Whatever is the will of the group. But now I'm
going to ask Michael Myer (inaudible) and Wendy Lockwood
to join me up here and getting back.
The meeting is now yours.
David, do we have comment cards?
MR. MONKS: We're going to call names by the
order that the comment cards were submitted, so I'm going
to call three names, so if you could just, you know, be
on deck, that will be helpful. Maybe if you want
chairs -- it is always nice to talk to somebody, so if
you can talk to all of us.
Please, speak reasonably and in a reasonable
tempo for our court reporter, it is very helpful.
The first person is Jeannie Plumb, followed
by -- excuse me, Jelena was Jelena -MS. GAMY: Gamy.
MR. MONKS: Okay. Thank you. And Diana
Dixon-Davis. Thank you.
Okay. And just to clarify, we're just -- you're
commenting to us. We're not answering your questions.
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We can have discussions after public comments with you
individually. And there is a timer, and where is it.
Two minutes. Right here.
MR. DAVIS: And your comments will be in the
DEIR in the public scoping section of the DEIR and it
will be part of the public document.
MS. PLUMB: Do you want me to state my address
and all?
MR. DAVIS: If you can say your name and your
affiliation, if you're a resident or a part of a
community group.
MS. PLUMB: Hello.
(Inaudible discussion.)
MS. PLUMB: Jeannie Plumb, property owner, horse
ranch owner on De Soto Avenue between Chatsworth Street
and the 118.
I would like to make mention that in the late
'60s, the State of California took a swath of 60 feet by
100 by eminent domain from my property, for which none of
us on De Soto were compensated. So if you have the right
of eminent domain, I would like you to take into account
any widening of these streets and how they will affect
our property rights since we are all zoned agricultural,
and our animal-keeping rights are dependant upon the
square footage of our property. So you will definitely
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affect our zoning.
Next, I would like to mention that if you choose
De Soto Avenue, you might know that there is an existing
park and ride at Porter Ranch Drive and the 118, which is
not fully used and is in place and could be effective for
a park and ride.
Also, if that isn't available, then there is
some land along De Soto the 118 that is zoned for some
commercial that has not been activated yet, if you need a
property there.
I'd also like to mention that the environmental
concerns on De Soto are reflected in the recent Porter
Ranch Development Company, in which their recently laid
utility lines were not put in for the heavy traffic on
De Soto and if your buses add to that amount of traffic
on the street, the Porter Ranch Company may have to come
in and redo the streets given the weight of that, because
the storm drains and sewers that were put in were not
designed to take that kind of traffic from the 118 south
to Chatsworth Street.
And lastly, I would like to mention that all of
us that have had properties taken by the State, do not
wish to have that happen again.
Thank you.
MS. GAMY: Good evening. My name is Jelena
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Gamy, and I'm (inaudible) and property owner. I live
north of Chatsworth Street on Topanga Canyon.
And I'm fully aware of the traffic that is on
Topanga Canyon. In the morning, I can't get out of my
house, and in the afternoon, I can't get home. And any
additional traffic would be absolutely making the life
for us living north of Devonshire absolutely impossible.
The only alternative I kind of support is the
alternative of the right-of-way that you have next to the
railroad. That would impact all the communities along
the way the least amount, and the service needs to stop
at the train depot.
I don't see the point of getting to 118. No
matter how big of a park and ride (inaudible) how big of
a park and ride can you make that can impact the traffic
on 118, which is -- you know, if you make a park and ride
for 100 cars, it is only 100 cars. How big of a park and
ride can you make to impact the 118? You can't make it
big enough. And to load the streets going from the depot
to the 118, and if the buses continuing on the 118, you
are stuck in the traffic on 118. I mean, it is just not
logical, and I hope that the planners have a little bit
of logic in them.
Thank you very much.
MR. MONKS: Diana Dixon, followed by Warren
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Stone, followed by Sean McCarthy, followed by Jason
Hartman.
MS. DIXON-DAVIS: Good evening. My name is
Diane Dixon-Davis. I am (inaudible) 27-year resident,
homeowner, member of the Neighborhood Council, and also
member of the PTA council and for the high school.
In looking at the alternatives, alternative
five, which uses the existing right-of-way, seems the
best alternative to use. It basically will -- the mix of
truck -- buses and cars will not work and slow the Orange
Line down, and South Powell, the concept of the Orange
Line was developed was always the single-use occupancy
for the lanes only for buses, not for cars and other
traffic going across.
To make it really efficient, it is almost like a
subway. You need to keep the cars away from it. The
traffic already on Topanga and Mason and De Soto.
Actually, Topanga (inaudible) and De Soto are almost at
capacity. Mason has a little bit of capacity
(inaudible). So those roads are, I think, poor
alternatives and really should use the right-of-way. The
only problem is the intersection of North Marilla and
Canoga, there's a fire station just a few blocks to the
west, and there needs to be accommodations made for them
to (inaudible).
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In addition, I want to mention it is very
advantageous from the high school students coming in this
high school can easily get down to Pierce College to the
occupational center and take classes. We encourage this
with our students, and this would be a big advantage to
the community.
I, myself, would like it because taking the
Metrolink downtown in the morning (inaudible), but during
the middle of the day it only runs every couple of hours.
This will mean there will be an alternative to get
downtown during the middle of the day to meetings at the
county or sanitation or school board.
I also want to mention the earthquake fault
lines is a major thrust block underneath Chatsworth that
has not been on the maps. Also (inaudible) the waterline
feeds north valley comes down the avenue. There are also
major gas lines that run under this high school. So
these types of infrastructures need to be made in your
EIR.
Thank you.
MR. STONE: My name is Warren Stone. I live
north of the 118 Freeway at Topanga. I'm representing
myself and my neighborhood and Save Chatsworth, Inc.
The project is needed. We don't need bus on
Topanga or De Soto. Topanga in the morning is a stopped
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street. It is plugged. It is every intersection all the
way down to Marilla. It is a failed F. 100 percent. I
don't drive De Soto that often, but I hear it is that
bad.
If we bring the people to the Metrolink station,
we have vacant north of the parking lot and south of the
parking lot to expand the lot. People going there will
be able to park their cars. They can take the bus line
downtown; they can take the Metrolink all the way
downtown, plus the normal buses that come around.
Do we need -- if we were to use buses on De Soto
go up Rinaldi into the Porter Ranch area where it is open
land up there, there is also some open land around
Rinaldi and De Soto come together.
Thank you.
MR. McCARTHY: My name is Sean McCarthy. I'm
here representing the Woodland Hills-Tarzana Chamber of
Commerce and the United Chamber of Commerce of San
Fernando Valley.
We support alternative number five as it goes to
the Metrolink station. We believe that you should use
the property you already own. It will cause the least
amount of disruption in terms of construction. I've seen
what happens with the Metrolink -- or Metro rail
construction in Hollywood. By keeping us off the
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streets, you will disrupt the least amount of traffic. I
think that's important to do that.
Also, because it's alignment is direct to the
Vanowen and Canoga station that you already have, it will
again give us direct activity without going on to surface
streets, without delaying the buses going north and
south.
I think it is important for this project to be
built because in the next few years, we're looking at
something called The Village, which many of you have been
reading about in the paper in the last couple of days, we
will have the largest shopping center in the
United States, larger than the Mall of America, opening
up in Warner Center in the next couple of years. It is
being studied now. So it is very important we have this.
The one thing that I do want to really stress,
however, is that you do the best job you possibly can for
mitigation. It is important you do what needs to be done
to route traffic and have people out there to actively
work to solve the traffic problems as they arise with
broken utilities, and that you move utilities and do
things in a way that will allow the public to know what
you're doing. We want to see this project built.
As far as going beyond the station, I'm not
allowed to or not authorized to make any recommendations
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beyond that, but we definitely want you to use the
right-of-way we already have.
Thank you.
MR. HARTMAN: Hello. My name is Jason Hartman.
I just recently moved into the community about two months
ago; bought a home. And I kind of want to get rid of my
vehicle and just use the Metro, you know, to kind of go
to work.
The only problem is I live right off Parthenia,
and most of the alternatives I'm seeing there is really
no set bus stop on Parthenia. Are you going to have to
go up or down? (Inaudible), that would be great. That's
all.
MR. MONKS: Steve Columbus, followed by Anna
Cox, followed by Andre -MR. VAN DEL VALK: Van Der Valk.
MR. MONKS: Thank you.
MR. COLUMBUS: My name is Steve Columbus. I'm a
member of the Chatsworth Neighborhood Council board. I'm
a member of the transportation and public safety
committee, and I'm a chairman of the equestrian
committee.
Some of the speakers have mentioned alternative
five, because you already have existing right-of-way.
Those seem to make the most sense, especially if you
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maybe clean up Canoga near Vanowen, which is now down to
one lane, I believe, going south, or one of the
directions.
I am pleased to see your alternatives do not
include Canoga above the train depot. Representing the
equestrian community, that was a great concern of ours
when I first heard of it at one of the councils here in
Coldwater.
I hope that plans don't change afterwards and
after the fact, so to speak. But that is, it would be a
great issue with our community. If you have one of your
members of -- whoever does the studies, go on the
118/Canoga underpass, you will see, say, on a Monday
morning, all the horses that are going back and forth
underneath that during the weekend. That is our main
north/south access to the trails.
There are other accesses, but that is by far the
most usable, and that would be a real detriment to our
community having kind of a system running on that
particular road.
Unfortunately, we live in an age where we need
public transportation. Los Angeles is way behind the
eight ball compared to other large cities, and it is a
reality we do need to have additional ways to get to
different areas of our community.
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Thank you very much.
MS. COX: Good evening. I'm Anna Cox. I'm a
board member of the Chatsworth Neighborhood Council. I'm
also a member of the City of Chatsworth, and I live north
of 118 at Canoga.
I want to thank you, first of all, for putting
such an organized presentation together for our
community. We reach appreciate it. I think there has
been a lot of work, obviously, put into this, but I think
there is a lot more that needs to be done.
I have a great many concerns about this, and
especially with going above the -- I think it makes sense
to bring the bus to the Metro station; to our train
station. That makes a lot of sense to me. You know,
let's add parking there. Let's put it where it is and
utilize the trains and the buses there.
Above that, Chatsworth cannot, in any way
whatsoever, sustain you going above the train station.
It is impossible. Not only will you ruin a very nice
neighborhood, you will ruin rocks and our petroglyphs and
open space parks that we have worked very hard to save
along the 118. And I imagine that those will be the
things that you would look at as parking.
So I would encourage you to completely take that
off the books, out of your mind, because this community
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won't put up with it.
Another thing is you did a good job of
communicating to the community about this meeting, but as
I mentioned to you, Mike (inaudible), the communities
above the 118 are not connected. And that's -- Millie
Jones is here to represent that community, where the
county side of Chatsworth. But, you know, you have
people up there that love the trails. And we can't see
things ruined for our horse riders, our hikers, our
bikers, our rock climbers. And the community up there
really has a lot to say about this.
So I would suggest that, you know, you try to
get things through Millie Jones to address that are
beyond the freeway.
And again, thank you for your time.
MR. VAN DER VALK: Good evening, ladies and
gentlemen. Andre Van Der Valk is my name. I guess I'm
the only Andre here. I'm involved with the Chatsworth
Neighborhood Council to the extent that my wife is on it
now. I have been on it, and I'm also with the Historical
Society in Chatsworth.
Speaking on behalf of myself, however, I say
welcome to rural Chatsworth, and that's the way we would
like it to stay. Realizing that the realities of
everything else, I think alternative five is what we hear
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is the best alternative. However, we ask that it stops
right at the station.
And the reasons being, we have seven -- and we
are the only city, by the way, in the City of
Los Angeles, if I can call the city, we're over a hundred
years old, one of the first ones. I think the reason why
we went to the city status is because of the water
situation and the effect that it had on the City of
Chatsworth.
But we have seven cultural monuments here.
We're very protective of that and the lifestyle we have.
You see the rocks around us. All I ask you to do is to
drive in the morning or drive in the afternoon. Drive
De Soto or drive Topanga and look at what is there; a lot
of traffic. Buses have never displaced that traffic.
And so I ask on behalf of the Chatsworth
Historical Society, we don't get involved in politics and
everything else, just consider that rural aspect and
every aspect about that.
As far as the Chatsworth specific plans, I chair
the design review board on behalf of the community, the
Chatsworth DRB is what it's called, specific plan, I
don't think too many of your members were aware of it
tonight, but I ask if you do any kind of buildings that
has nothing do with transportation whatsoever, or any
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buildings whatsoever along the Topanga from Marilla
Street down to Devonshire down to Mason, you are going to
have to adhere to those standards.
And it has been there since 1993. I ask you to
consider those, if you do have the buildings going up or
anything that would change any of the properties that you
own along those sites there.
Thank you very much.
MR. MONKS: Cheryl High, followed by Marty Woll,
followed by Linda Van Der Valk.
MS. HIGH: My name is Cheryl High. I'm a
26-year Chatsworth resident, and I would like to express
my deep-seated opposition to Topanga Canyon Boulevard
being considered as any viable bus alternative. Topanga
Canyon (inaudible) De Soto and their surrounding streets
were designed to support a mostly rural environment.
Housing was spread out. Feeder traffic on and off
Topanga was minor. Housing has exploded. Many thousands
of single family and multi-family units have been built.
In addition, manufacturing and our famous film
industry have been successful and have expanded.
Consequently, they attract tens of thousands of daily
commuters in addition to our residents.
Topanga Canyon is currently over-burdened.
Traffic is staggering. Our parallel streets are designed
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to provide access to housing tracks; they are now
congested with the spill of the traffic (inaudible).
Our City Department of Transportation has
recognized that traffic is a very real problem along
Topanga Canyon. It has yet to be able to develop a
solution. Designating Topanga Canyon Boulevard as a
measured route (inaudible). I urge you to choose another
alternative, and I support alternative plans.
Thank you.
MR. WOLL: Good evening. Marty Woll with Save
Chatsworth, and I'm a resident here at Canoga and 118.
I compliment you on your preparation for
tonight's meeting. It is informative and clearly we have
a good turnout, and I appreciate everybody being here.
The dedicated bus way of alternative five, I
think, is the only one that really makes sense. The
other streets are already impacted heavily with traffic.
Prior traffic studies in connection with development
proposals show that pretty much from the 118 down to
Devonshire, they are F intersections, and they are
considerably impacted, even south of Devonshire. So
routing anything additional on either Topanga Canyon
Boulevard or De Soto, I think, would be very adverse to
existing traffic.
The park and ride situation, it has been
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mentioned that you have an option that you had not
considered over at Porter Ranch Drive, which further
south beyond the gated community is when that -- about
one mile east of De Soto, as a possible location for a
park and ride. However, you would still, even coming
down past Mason along Rinaldi, you would still end up on
De Soto and impacting that area.
I think it is important that if you are going to
develop this project up to the depot, you need to see
what the ridership's going to be and where the ridership
is coming from. And the only possible means of rationale
for having any kind of park and ride to the 118 is if you
have a substantial number of cars are already using it
that you are going to take off the road. And I don't
think you are in a position to do that right now. So I
think until this thing is built and tried, you should
take the park and ride off the table.
Thank you.
MS. VAN DER VALK: I am Linda Van Der Valk. I
am the chairman of the land use committee for Chatsworth
Neighborhood Counsel.
At this time, the Neighborhood Council hasn't
taken any position on this because this is the first time
we have heard the project, so I'm representing myself
right now.
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We -- I would like to see the buses come along
on the alternative five up Canoga and south of the
Metrolink station.
If you needed a park and ride, there is a south
side of the Metrolink station where you could place a
park and ride facility for that.
Anything north of the freeway is considered a
scenic corridor, and as you have heard, this is very
important to Chatsworth. Our (inaudible), our scenic
corridor, our history of the movie filming, and it would
be -- you have not shown any justification to go up to
the 118 yet on your ridership.
You would have a sustained disruption of the
community in the scenic corridor. You go by -- if you're
going up Topanga, you go by Stoney Point, which is one of
our cultural landmarks. We are finally getting the
parking off the street in front of there by City
purchasing Stoney Point Riding Stable and going to put
some parking there.
So we would like to preserve our cultural
landmarks and not have buses go by them and not disrupt
our scenic corridor.
Thank you.
MR. MONKS: Carl Olson, followed by Clara Woll,
followed by Judith Daniels.
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MR. OLSON: Good evening. My name is Carl
I have several comments here.
First one is there is no significant possible
transportation need for the Orange Line extension. No
bus line exists on Canoga Avenue currently. This
indicates to be extremely low when you ask the bus
drivers from Victory Boulevard to the Chatsworth train
and bus station or anyplace else. There is no reason to
invest hundreds of millions of dollars in an unwanted
service.
Secondly, the Orange Line itself has a remedial
ridership. The 23,000 weekday (inaudible) indicates that
only 11,500 persons are using it on weekdays, that
amounts to very (inaudible) for the $500 million cost of
the busway, plus the ongoing operating deficits in the
millions of dollars. This 11,500 is only a small
fraction of 1 percent of valley residents, because the
Orange Line doesn't go where 99-plus percent want to go.
Number three. Any (inaudible) bus rider from
the train ride at the Chatsworth station is truly remote
and vice versa. There are hardly any train riders to
start with. And why would a train rider want to pay
more, wait longer for a bus, and arrive at their
destination later.
Number four. An Orange Line station along
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Canoga Avenue will destroy numerous prospering
businesses. The city needs more commercial and
industrial (inaudible) and should not destroy it. Some
of the buildings (inaudible) are recently built. The
property along that street should be sold and the
proceeds devoted to the taxpayers.
Number five. The Orange Line takes about
45 minutes from the Canoga Avenue station to North
Hollywood inasmuch as it stops at all the intersections
with the red lights. The trip from Chatsworth to North
Hollywood would be an hour; not very attractive.
Let's see. Number six, yes. There's no need to
build a separate busway along Canoga. My suggestion is
just put a bus in there and it will go very fast because
Canoga goes very fast on the average.
Thank you very much.
MS. WOLL: Hello. My name is Clara Woll, and
I'm a resident of Chatsworth. I live off Canoga Avenue
between Rinaldi and the 118 Freeway.
And my concern, and the reason I'm here tonight,
is that our community has worked very hard to establish
two open space parks in the vicinity of Canoga and the
118 Freeway. We have the new Chatsworth Trail Park,
which is on the northeast corner of the 118 and Canoga,
and we have the annex to Stoney Point, which is on the
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south side of the 118, the southwest corner there, and I
wanted to bring to your attention, and also to our
Chatsworth residents' attention, that there is a
petroglyph in the Chatsworth -- the Stoney Point Annex
Park, which is on, as I said, on the southwest corner of
118 and Canoga Avenue, and I want to be sure that you are
aware of this.
And I'm fearful that you may be considering
these park areas as potential park and rides, and I want
you to know that these are sensitive areas and are
frequently used by our joggers and hikers and
equestrians.
So, please, preserve these parks.
MS. DANIELS: My name is Judith Daniels. I'm
the president of the Chatsworth Neighborhood Council. I
hope we have a lot of people here tonight who found out
about this meeting not only because of your fliers, but
we also sent out 1500 postcards to people who we thought
were going to be greatly impacted -- potentially greatly
impacted.
You mentioned several times in your presentation
the words "community preference," and I think that's a
very important phrase to remember. What you're hearing
here tonight seems to be number five -- if we're going to
have an Orange Line from Warner Center up here, number
45
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five seems to be the only thing that anybody supported.
If you are planning to go from the train depot
to 118 Freeway, the only reason that you would be doing
that is for other people from outside Chatsworth to be
able to come into our community.
I think you find their community preference
would be that we don't want to disrupt Topanga, Canoga or
De Soto so that people from outside, from Simi Valley,
from Santa Clarita, or from other areas outside of
Chatsworth, would be able to come in and use the Orange
Line. If you have them drive into the Orange Line
station, that, I think, people could accept.
There is a lot of open space around the depot to
the north and south of the depot that Metro already owns,
and I agree with the other people who have commented that
that would make more sense.
The Neighborhood Council will keep this on the
agenda. I hope that Metro keeps the Neighborhood Council
attuned to what's going on, and our website is
chatsworthcouncil.org, and we will have whatever
information we get from you on our website, and we will
also take comments that we will try to share with you.
MR. MONKS: All right. We have three names
left. If there is anyone else, please, quickly fill out
the comment card and we'll get it up here.
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And the last three, Teena Takata, Mary Lou
Baracco and Glenn Bailey.
MS. TAKATA: Good evening. Teena Takata. I'm
the vice president of the Chatsworth Neighborhood
Council. I have lived in this community for several
years.
I wanted to speak in support of A-5, but at the
same time, I also wanted to emphasize that there is a
very difficult intersection at Owensmouth and Lassen
Street, and you're very fuzzy in your presentations about
how the route in that area would be.
And my support of A-5 in part is predicated on
the concept of using your rail overpass and the alignment
along the railway in order to avoid use of that very
narrow intersection we choose constricted by existing
development and the streets are narrow, and I can't see
the buses making that corner well, and (inaudible) all F
intersections in that area.
I would like to ask the landscaping on the
project be -- utilize native plants. I think the
original Orange Line was planned in that manner and then
you backed out of it (inaudible), and the use of oaks and
other natives would be really consistent with the type of
feeling we are trying to have in the Chatsworth area.
Many of your alternatives talk about giving up
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on Topanga or De Soto, what is shown as a parking lane.
Recognize that those of us in the community on a daily
basis can't get around on these streets during rush hour
traffic. We see those as lanes that will eventually be
converted to traffic routes and provide us three lanes in
each direction, and if we put a bus in those parking
lanes, we're going to lose that. Meanwhile, those
intersections are F intersections throughout our
community. The traffic is terrible.
I don't like any of the mixed use alternatives.
I think you are setting up conflicts between cars and
buses and pedestrians, and the way the Orange Line is
constructed is a much better use.
If for any reason you go north of the Metrolink,
or ever plan on it, I'd ask that you have a full public
disclosure on that. It isn't something that you should
just slide through, and many of us have (inaudible)
community. (Inaudible) the Orange Line does not go to
the Ventura Freeway on the south side.
So I think we have some precedence in terms of
how the Orange Line is constructed on the south of the
valley to ask if on the north of the valley you use it as
constructive parking.
Thank you very much.
MS. BARACCO: My name is Mary Lou Baracco, and
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I'm a resident and a homeowner in Chatsworth, and I live
on Canoga Avenue.
I would like to say that this -- the Orange Line
and the MTA have been my life line of independence since
I do not drive. But going down Canoga Avenue would be
the worst possible thing for me since you have stated
that Canoga Avenue would not have any cars or parking
there.
You see, I use Access Paratransit, as well as
the regular bus service. Now, MTA knows -- you people at
MTA know what that is. The paratransit service, for
anybody who doesn't know, is for people who need it for
medical appointments who are disabled and for other
needs.
If you use Canoga Avenue, that means I would be
alienated and not be able to use the paratransit service.
So you need to keep in mind and consider the strengths
that you will use for homeowners and residents you don't
believe are disabled and use the paratransit service will
be alienated and will not be able to use the paratransit
service in the area of Chatsworth where the streets are.
Now, there are other alternatives that you can
use that will stay off of Canoga Avenue which would be
very, very suitable for you. Like I said, I will be
using the service, and I can't wait for this to happen,
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but please consider what the impact will be for disabled
riders who are homeowners and residents of these areas.
Thank you.
MR. BAILEY: My name is Glenn Bailey, and I
would support the right-of-way alternatives along Canoga,
but I need to tell you -- and also I had heard rumors
that there was discussion about not including the bicycle
path and pedestrian path alike, as is along 14 miles of
the existing Orange Line. I think that would be a big
mistake. I think it should be at the same standards as
the rest of the line.
It is very popular. I happen to live along the
Orange Line, five houses away, and it is very, very
popular with the neighborhood folks and for people
walking and bicycling much more than I think anyone
expected.
However, I also have experience with the impact
that the Orange Line has had on our residential -- I
mean, on our collector and secondary streets. With all
the multiple intersections with restricting left-hand
turns and that sort of thing, it has slowed up the
traffic flow on the adjacent streets and cross streets.
I think that needs to be studied.
Canoga Avenue is not the same Topanga or De Soto
in terms of being a major north/south connection with
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both ends of the freeway, but you need to look at what
that impact is. Because, frankly, I used to be able to
bicycle (inaudible) a lot faster than I do now on the
path because of having to wait for all those signals and
cross traffic.
You really need to look at, realistically, can
you get a 60-foot plus bus up that very steep grade of
Topanga Canyon Boulevard for the freeway. You are
considering that. And wouldn't it make more sense for
people coming from Simi Valley to park at the park and
ride at the Simi Valley station, take the Metrolink in,
or, if that is not conveniently scheduled, have
Simi Valley do small shuttle buses, and it's not going to
be that many people, have them come into the Chatsworth
station, so that you are not having a lot of vehicles up
there for relatively small number of people.
I share the concern regarding the impact to the
parkland Stoney Point and north. It is a very important
area environmentally, and I don't see that there's enough
room to put the size of a park and ride that you are
thinking about to justify this.
MR. MONKS: Jeff Swanson, followed by Jenny
Jacobi, followed by Stephen Naczinski.
MR. SWANSON: My name is Jeff Swanson. Unlike
most of the people here, I am a regular bus rider, and I
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want to make sure that we get our two cents put in on
this.
I am so grateful that this is happening, and I
really am amazed at the amount of work you put in for the
option here. Having more opportunities for people like
to and there are lots of us, and it gets to be more and
more every day. In the seven years I have been riding
the buses, I see the buses get more and more crowded.
And I hope that all my fellow residents will keep in mind
that there are people like me who don't own cars, who
rely on the transportation, and really need these extra
opportunities and will think about everybody in the
community, and not just what affects them.
Thank you.
MS. JACOBI: Hi. My name's Jane Jacobi, part of
a family-owned business, Jacobi Building Materials, which
will be destroyed by the bus route number five.
Everybody seems to like that one, and on paper it looks
good. But what they don't realize is there are 40-some
businesses that will be wiped out if you build the huge
one with the bike path and the whole bit.
If you just use part of it, that can work, or
better yet, just put a Rapid Bus right along Canoga
Avenue. There is no problem there.
But the whole big make it like the Orange Line,
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it destroyed 120 businesses; they've got 40 more to go on
Canoga Avenue. I just want to remind everybody, we're
losing jobs and employment.
Thank you.
MS. NACZINSKI: Hi. I'm Steve Naczinski. I'm
the vice chair of the Woodland Hills (inaudible), and
actually speaking on my own behalf. And I want to just
mention that there were a lot of insightful and actually
pretty interesting pros and cons voiced here.
The one thing that I would like to address that
I haven't heard yet is the issue of how people get to the
bus line, and how they get off the bus line and get to
their destinations.
There is some studies basically saying that the
reason people don't use mass transit is because it
doesn't connect to where they are actually going. So
with the development of new technologies, like bicycles,
like Segues and other battery-operated technologies that
appear as though they are going to evolve as an extension
of our development, people are going to be able to get to
the train station. How do they then either secure these
vehicles, or put them -- attach them to the buses so they
can then take them when they get there.
I know there are a number of people that I have
spoken to that said this is an issue just with bikes.
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And so I think as your plan you should have a real strong
emphasis on how we're going to facilitate this because I
think it will make them much more effective.
Thank you.
MR. MONKS: Final speaker card is Glenn Wilson.
MR. WILSON: I'm Glenn Wilson from 18925
Citronia Street, Northridge. I used to be on MTA land,
which is right on that area.
And there's lots of evidence (inaudible) in
there that, I will paraphrase, to use the MTA property
right where it is going to put the old railroad car for
parking they use now, and we'll lose it if it goes
through there.
And then there is also auto sales places that
are also using the same place for their backup car stops
right along on the old railroad line, too.
And then make sure you notify the ones that are
on the MTA line. Give them far enough advanced notice so
they don't freak out at the last minute. That's it.
MR. MONKS: All right. I'm just going to stand
here.
I want to thank everybody for coming here
tonight and your many thoughtful comments. You are now
officially part of the record, and we appreciate that.
I also want to mention we have another scoping
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meeting coming up on Monday night at New Academy in
Canoga Park. It is an elementary school on Canoga; 7:00
to 9:00, the same format. If you have neighbors,
colleagues, associates, please, invite them to come.
In addition, if you have anybody in your group
that needs assistance with further outreach, please, see
me.
I also want to point out Marina Perez. Marina
is one of our consultants, and Catherine Padilla.
Catherine, thank you, for your help.
So thank you for coming out tonight.
(Scoping meeting concluded at 8:46 p.m.)
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I, the undersigned, a Certified Shorthand
Reporter of the State of California, do hereby certify:
That the foregoing proceedings were taken
before me at the time and place herein set forth; that
any witnesses in the foregoing proceedings, prior to
testifying, were placed under oath; that a verbatim
record of the proceedings was made by me using machine
shorthand which was thereafter transcribed under my
direction; further, that the foregoing is an accurate
transcription thereof.
I further certify that I am neither
financially interested in the action nor a relative or
employee of any attorney of any of the parties.
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have this date
subscribed my name.
Dated: August 8, 2007

____________________________
MICHELE URBINA, CSR No. 9635
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CANOGA TRANSPORTATION CORRIDOR
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT SCOPING MEETING

EIR SCOPING MEETING taken at 21425 Cohasset Street,
Canoga Park, California, commencing at 7:30 P.M.,
Monday, July 30, 2007, before Ricki Q.
Melton, CSR 9400, RPR 45429.
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CANOGA PARK, CALIFORNIA, MONDAY, JULY 30, 2007
7:30 P.M.
-o0oMR. MONKS: All right. We're going to start
right now.
My name is Dave Monks, and I'm a project
manager with Metro and Outreach, and it's very nice
to have all of you here tonight.
This is our second scoping meeting. We had
one on Thursday night. The turnout was very good,
and it's very good here again tonight, and we really
appreciate all the organizations within this
community, the residents, business folks coming out
and hearing more about the Canoga transportation
corridor.
I wanted to just mention a few of the
organizations that are here tonight because it's
helpful to know.
We have excellent neighborhood council
representation -- Canoga Park, Reseda, Chatsworth,
the Winnetka Chamber of Commerce, the Canoga Park
Business Improvement District, West Hills
Neighborhood Council, the Canoga Mobile Estates
Mobile Home Park. We like to hear from those folks
4
because the alternatives will be close to them, a
couple of them, and the Canoga Park/Woodland Hills
Chamber of Commerce.
So thank you for coming this evening. I
want to just go over a couple of matters so that -you know, you were given a comment sheet this
evening. We really appreciate your comments. You
can fill this out tonight. We have a table over
here. You can take it home with you. There's
instructions for faxing it, e-mailing it. The
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deadline is August 13th, Monday, at 5:00 P.M. for
submitting your comments.
And in addition, tonight we're going to be
taking public testimony. We have a court reporter
here. You will have two minutes to speak, and your
comments will go on the record and be part of our
scoping process for putting together the
Environmental Impact Report.
In addition, to keep informed on the
project, we have -- on the agenda that you were given
tonight, at the bottom, there's a hotline number
which you will be able to call and get information
about the project or get access to staff if you need
them, and as well, we -- our Metro website is
www.metro.net, and by the end of August, we will have
5
a web page on this project up and running which will
keep you abreast of what's going on and have the
project documents and other information that you may
be interested in.
So without further ado, I'm going to turn
this over to Walt Davis, our technical project
manager with Metro. He is the guy in charge, and he
will be giving a PowerPoint presentation, and once
again, thanks for coming this evening.
MR. DAVIS: I would like to echo David's
sentiments. Thank you for coming out. I know
there's better things to do on a Monday night at
7:30 P.M. This type of turnout -- we were guessing
20 to 30 people. This indicates there is a lot of
interest in this project, and thank you for coming
and thank you for sharing your opinions.
Before jumping in to my presentation, there
are a couple of people I would like to introduce just
so you know who the people are working on this
project, so that if you see us in the room, come up
and introduce yourselves and ask any questions, and
you will know who to talk to.
I'm Walt Davis. I'm the project manager.
The person you just left is David Monks. He is our
community relations person. He will be the one out
6
there pounding the pavement and making sure that the
different community groups, homeowners groups are
aware of this project, knows the progress, knows what
is going on.
We will try to be up front with you guys and
let you know exactly what is going on so there's no
surprises with this project. We're not going to do
this in the back rooms or anything like that.
And working with David Monks will be Lorena
Perez. She is with planning. And Lisa Padilla over
here. Between the three of them, I'm sure that they
will be doing a great job with keeping you guys
familiar with the project.
MR. MONKS: I'm just going to step in here
for a second.
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I do want to recognize some representatives
from our elected offices this evening who came, and
thank you.
First is Megan Cateer (phonetic) from
Council Member Smith's office. Did I pronounce your
last name correctly?
MS. CATEER: "Cateer."
MR. MONKS: Okay. Thank you. Thank you for
coming.
Laura Davidson from Council Member Wendy
7
Greuel's office is here. Thank you, Laura.
And Matthew Dodson from State Senator Jack
Scott's office. Thank you, Matthew, for coming.
I just want to remind also everybody if you
would like to speak tonight, fill out a speaker's
card and turn it in at the back table, and speakers
will be speaking in the order that the cards are
received.
Thanks.
MR. DAVIS: Thank you.
Just a couple of names, and I'll try to move
fast.
Michael Meyers is our project manager on the
consultant side, and also with us we have Elaine
Cabray. Elaine.
She will be doing the transportation
enhancement. She will make sure that, whatever we
do, we don't do an engineering solution or a sea of
concrete. She will make sure that whatever project
we do, if we do a built project, that it's integrated
in the community and compliments the community rather
than being an eyesore for the community. So a very
important part of the project.
Okay. If I can jump into my presentation
now.
8
Okay.
MR. MONKS: From Senator Alex Padilla's
office, Angel Paranuevo.
Is Angel here? Back there.
Thank you for coming, Angel.
And Hannah Lee from Council Member Greg
Smith's office. Thank you, Hannah.
MR. DAVIS: Okay. My first slide is the
welcome and introduction. I think I have already
achieved that.
I'm going to keep our presentation to 25
minutes because the purpose of this meeting is to
give you the opportunity to give us feedback and tell
us what you like about the project and what you don't
like. So I apologize if I move fast.
The project history and the project study,
why we're here today, what is the scope of our
project -- I'll go over that. The purpose of this
meeting and our objectives -- I think I have already
done that, but I will do it again.
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I will tell you I know people in here aren't
EIR experts. What is the process of EIR?
Environmentally clearing the project for a major
capital investment project.
We have seven built alternatives in the back
9
of the room that most of you saw. I will go over the
area and narrow the scope of this project down to two
built alternatives and a local alternative and what
will be the process of determining what our
alternatives are.
How to achieve the best alternatives -talks about that.
The possibility of an extension to State
Route 118 Freeway. I think that's probably more
interest for the Chatsworth area for the community.
Some of you may be interested in that. I will let
you know, if we do that extension, where it will go.
Just let you know it will definitely be on the street
if we do that extension. It will not be the
dedicated right-of-way which we are considering for
this project.
And then it says "questions and
clarifications," but actually what I want to do,
going back in the room and talk to me or all the
different professionals I introduced to you. I want
to, on that slide, open up to you to come up and make
your comments. It will be recorded and will be part
of the scoping session of the EIR, or if you don't
like to talk to the public, you have the opportunity
to write out your comments or on the scoping document
10
that was sent out to you, notification, my e-mail
address is on there. So you are welcome to e-mail up
to August 13th or my mailing address is on there.
You can send me a letter, and if I get that before
August 13th, it will be in the scoping section of the
DEIR, which will be published in February of 2008,
about six months from now.
Let's go to the first slide. The project
history and the study area. Why are we doing this
project?
I think simply stated you can look at the
Metro Orange Line. When we built the Metro Orange
Line from North Hollywood to the Canoga Park ride lot
and doing the Warner Center loop, we, I think, at
that time were collectively holding our breath
because we didn't have any idea what ridership would
be. There isn't any type of a line like the Metro
Orange Line anywhere in the United States that's
dedicated just for buses off the right-of-way
completely.
You may find them in foreign countries but
not here in the United States. So we didn't know
what ridership would be.
We did some forecasts, and we weren't really
sure. Our forecasts indicated that we would have
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11
23,000 boardings a day by the year 2025, so about 18
years from now.
It opened October of 2005. It's been open
for about two and a half years, and during the month
of June, we averaged 25,000 boardings a day. So I
think by anybody's assessment, it's been a huge
success, and we want to build upon that success.
So our board back in September of 2006 asked
us to initiate an environmental clearance which is
the first step towards capital investment project of
this size to see if there's a need and what the
impacts will be. So that's what we're here for
today.
They instructed us to look at a four-mile
extension of the Orange Line from its current western
terminus, which is the Canoga Park Red Lot north to
the Chatsworth Metrolink Station, and at the
Chatsworth Metrolink Station you have local bus
routes coming in, you have limited buses coming in,
Metrolink service, and Metro Orange Line. You have
the making for a pretty good transportation hub where
people connect and they get on their source of
transportation and get to their final destination.
So you have an opportunity there, and I just wanted
to identify the Chatsworth Metrolink Station.
12
This study is -- the square highlighted
right here -- the reason -- we'll say that four areas
of this map we do have illustrated the Canoga
right-of-way.
The reason for that is because we completed
a study in 2001, and in that study, they indicated
that that was a good linkage between the Chatsworth
Metrolink Station and Canoga Park Red Lot, but in
addition, they said that densities in the western San
Fernando Valley weren't as great as they were eastern
San Fernando Valley.
So the study in 2001 indicated there were
wonderful opportunities on Lankershim, on Van Nuys,
on Sepulveda, and Reseda for significant
improvements.
It's difficult to implement those
improvements right now. So we're going to study them
some more.
The reason I'm showing you this slide is to
let you know that, in addition to doing this project
right now that we're looking into and that we're here
for today, the sister project, we're making money
available to LADOT so they can assess the need and
what opportunities there are on Reseda, Sepulveda,
and Van Nuys, and Lankershim, and we've asked them to
13
come back to our board in August of 2008 to tell us
what they can do.
So the sister project then also includes
other north/south improvements in the San Fernando
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Valley.
Next slide, please.
The purpose of this meeting. The purpose of
the meeting is basically to give you the opportunity
to learn about the project and ask questions and also
give you the opportunity to voice your opinions
pertaining to the environmental issues, mitigation
measures, or the environmental process itself, and
that's what we're here for today.
Next slide.
What is the EIR process? The EIR process
stands for Environmental Impact Report, and it's a
state-required exercise we do before we initiate a
design-build contract, and there are steps we have to
follow.
The first step is the notice of preparation.
For notice of preparation, you put a story in the
newspaper. It appeared July 12th, 2006, letting the
public know that -- of our intentions of looking at
this project and possibly moving forward with it and
soliciting your input.
14
In addition, we sent notice of preparation
to the county clearinghouse, and they circulated
among all state and local agencies.
After that, we sent -- I think everybody got
this, since you are here -- the notification of our
intention and welcome to the scoping meetings.
We sent out 44,700 of these notifications.
We did our best to really canvass the area to let as
many people know about this project and have the
opportunity to voice their opinions before we really
initiate it.
We have done some groundwork of identifying
some alternatives so we have something to talk about
at this meeting, but we're at the very beginning of
the process.
The next step is the scoping meetings. This
is the second one, and that's the step we're at right
now is the scoping meetings to give you the
opportunity to voice your opinions.
The next step is the screening of
alternatives. We're presenting to you guys seven
alternatives in the back of the room: two on DeSoto,
two on Topanga, and three on or near Canoga Avenue.
We can't study all seven of those
alternatives to the level of assessment that's
15
required in the EIR document. So after these scoping
meetings, during the month of September, we will be
narrowing the project down to two built alternatives,
the seven in the back down to two for a full-blown
environmental assessment, and I will go over the
assessments we will do on the alternatives later on
in the meeting.
After that, the draft EIR preparation, we
began that when we sent out the notice of
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preparation, sent these out and started developing
alternatives. So that's well under way, and that
will go until February of 2008 when we hope to have
the DEIR completed, and we hope to go to the Board
with that assessment with hopefully the local
alternative, the one alternative we will be moving
forward with on the project.
After the completion of the draft DEIR,
there's the draft circulation period. That's a
45-day period where we circulate it to every library
in the area. It's shown on mta.net where you come to
the MTA and purchase it. It's a voluminous document.
We don't just hand them out. We make them available
where people can get to them or just download it from
the Internet and print it out, the specific areas
that concern you. It's a huge document. I don't
16
think you would want one. And you have 45 days to
review it and provide comments to us.
After that 45-day review period and until
August of 2008, we're going to be responding to all
the comments received during preliminary engineering
and the final assessment of the project leading up to
August 2008 when it goes final and it is certified by
our board of directors at the MTA.
After that, if everything goes without any
major hurdles, we go to the California Transportation
Commission, show them the project, and secure the
rest of the funds for the actual construction of
wherever the project may be or as part of our
assessment, we assess the possibility of no project
whatsoever, and if that turns out to be the best
project, obviously won't go to the CTC to solicit
funds.
Jumped ahead of myself and right to the
final action. So if I can move on to the next slide.
What are the alternatives? The first two
alternatives that you have to assess in the
environmental process is alternative 1, no project,
and that is what it sounds like. If you don't build
this project, what will the ramifications be? So if
you look at alternative 1 board, that shows you the
17
bus system currently in place, and that system would
stay in place without any project.
The second alternative you have to look at
is a low cost alternative. It's called a
transportation systems management. That's basically
where you do a number of improvements to
intersections, you lower the headways of the buses,
put more frequent buses out there, try to improve the
system you have with the existing infrastructure. So
it's a low cost alternative.
After that, our seven built alternatives.
Okay. You guys moved ahead of me.
That's seven built alternatives as I
mentioned: two on DeSoto, two on Topanga, and three
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on or near Canoga Avenue. Here is the transportation
systems management which shows civilization
improvements, some more bus serve, more express
service, and what we could do to improve bus services
without a major capital investment project.
The next slide.
The three on Canoga Avenue include Metro
rapid bus service, which would have the buses sharing
a lane with the cars. So this slide shows the buses
are in the lane.
As you know, buses get bogged down with
18
automobile traffic. So that one, the buses would
achieve the least greatest bus speed improvements,
but it will be a low-cost alternative.
The second alternative would be a dedicated
lane on the Canoga right-of-way. That would entail
eliminating on-street parking but doing a bus lane on
both sides so we could achieve good bus speeds, but
it would have impact, and they would -- for example,
cars -- when cars take a right-hand turn, they would
turn in front of buses. So there is some conflict
there. So there are some merits and some negatives
to that option.
And then the third option on Canoga is the
railroad right-of-way, which I'm sure a lot of you
are familiar with and others have approached me
earlier, talking about that right-of-way.
We do own the railroad right-of-way between
Canoga Park and Chatsworth Metrolink Station. So we
could possibly do something like the Metro Orange
Line on that right-of-way, but as you know, there's a
number of businesses that are on that right-of-way as
well.
So that is the one alternative that would
achieve the greatest bus speed improvements but would
have the greatest impact on the community. So a
19
careful assessment would have to be done.
Next slide.
Metro rapid buses on DeSoto Avenue or
dedicated bus service on DeSoto, and again, with
Metro rapid, it shares the right-of-way with cars and
buses. With a dedicated lane, we eliminate the
on-street parking for a dedicated bus lane.
The next slide. Those are my seven
alternatives -- oh, I have nine alternatives.
Topanga Canyon, Metro rapid service or a dedicated
lane, same configurations.
The next slide.
How are we going to break this project down
into two alternatives?
After this meeting, we're going to take your
comments into consideration, and we're going do a
careful assessment based on: Does it support
mobility? What is the ridership potential? Does it
serve sensitive areas?
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I'm not from this area, but the West Hills
mall -- I have heard a lot about it. Does it serve
the major activity centers like that, and does it
complement our network of bus systems that we
currently have in place? Does it support land use?
For that, we will look at community plans,
20
the homeowner groups, the plans you have for that
area and which projects best complements the idea of
what the future of this community is going to be.
Also joint development opportunities.
Whenever we have a capital investment project like
this, it will include stations, Metro stations,
incurs joint development with commercial and
residential. We like people living in close
proximity to our major transportation stations so
people use mass transit more. We're trying to
attract better ridership.
Corridor enhancement. I have a lot people
saying they love the bike trail and the pedestrian
trail adjacent to the Metro Orange Line, a lot of
e-mail saying can't you do something similar for this
extension, so enhancements like that and other
enhancements.
Maximize community input. We're here today
to get your input. I'm going to stop talking here in
about ten minutes and give you the opportunity to
take the microphone or write out your comments.
And also we have been out there hitting the
pavement, and we met a lot of elected officials, and
we're going to continue to do that and getting
feedback from them.
21
Minimize community impacts. It is a so loud
that it would hugely impact a community or there's
spotted owls or something unforeseen, underwater
ground sources and stuff like that that we haven't
assessed yet that might be a project killer. So we
will do our environmental assessment and evaluate
what impact the project would have.
We're going to look at archeological,
paleontological, traffic, noise, vibrations, smog,
everything you can think of and see if there's any
project killers that would make the project too big a
disruption on the community to be considered.
And then cost effectiveness. Ridership
forecasts. Then we're going to see what this project
will cost, and if it doesn't make sense from a cost
analysis standpoint, we'll probably have to choose a
lower cost alternative.
The next slide.
Back in September when our board told us to
look at this extension from Canoga Park to Chatsworth
Metrolink Station, one of the board members stood up
and said, "You know, Chatsworth is only two miles
south of the State Route 118 Freeway. Wouldn't it
make sense to extend it two additional miles?"
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So we said, "Well, we'll look into it."
22
I want you to know -- because there's been a
lot of concern in the Chatsworth communities about
the horse trails up here and the parks -- that if we
do an extension to the SR 118, we are not going to
flow through Canoga Avenue and build a new
on-ramp/off-ramp on the State Route 118 Freeway. We
will either use Topanga Canyon or DeSoto which
currently have on- and off-ramps. We will be on
street, and we will do our best to limit the amount
of impact it will have on the traffic congestion in
these areas.
I got an earful last Thursday night from
those communities about traffic congestion on those
streets. So we're going to be sensitive to that and
look into it and see if it makes sense, but I will
let you know the actual project is from the Canoga
Park Red Lot to Chatsworth Metrolink Station, but
this is something that is possible and that we are
just looking into it.
My next slide is question and answers.
Again, I have a lot of professionals in the back.
Those of you who do have questions that you would
like answered, please feel free to talk to one of the
professionals in the back.
I would like to open this up to the people.
23
Step up to the microphone and talk to me, and I'm
going to ask my project managers Michael Meyers,
David Monks, Wendy Lockwood -Did I introduce you, Wendy?
Wendy Lockwood is our lead for the
environmental assessment of the project. I'm sorry.
When I went around introducing people, I somehow
overlooked Wendy. I apologize, but very important
person on this project, especially this component of
the project.
So as you make your comments, I would like
to have my teammate project managers for this part
listening and taking notes with me.
And, David, do we have people who have
filled out -MR. MONKS: Okay. You are going to be
speaking into this microphone. The court reporter
will be taking your comments, and you can direct them
to Walt and Wendy and Michael. So the comments will
be done in the order received.
Melodye Carroll, John Parker, followed by
Paul Shively.
MR. DAVIS: And I want to repeat that this
part of the meeting is for you guys to state your
comments. It's not for back and forth. We won't be
24
answering the questions. You tell us what your
opinion is.
If you want the questions answered, go back
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to the room and talk to one of our professionals
because we want to give everybody the opportunity to
talk.
MR. MONKS: And can you see the timer right
here?
MELODYE CARROLL: My questions are about the
alternative 5 -- No. 5. I live in the -Can you hear me now?
I live in the Riviera Mobile Home Park at
8801 Eaton Avenue, and my mobile home backs up to
Canoga Avenue. So if you use this alternate 5 and
use those railroad tracks, I'm going to have buses
running about 30 feet from my master bedroom, which
is something I don't want.
If this is used, I beg of you to please put
a buffer wall or sound wall up. There's 270 units
that are on that route, and we're all seniors, and it
just will ruin our property value.
I don't know how -- what else I'm supposed
to say other than, please, if you use this one, put
up a barrier. Please help protect us.
And I guess that's all I have to say. Thank
25
you.
MR. MONKS: John Parker.
MR. DAVIS: Can you address her questions.
Go talk to Vegan (phonetic).
JOHN PARKER: Good evening. My name is John
Parker. I'm the president of the Canoga Park/West
Hills Chamber of Commerce. I'm also the immediate
past president of the Canoga Park Improvement
Association.
Our preference, generally speaking, would be
for alternative 5. We recognize there's a number of
tenants that will have to be relocated to make way
for this. We would be concerned with where they
would be relocated and to help them, and we do think
this is the best use of the land in that it's a
public right-of-way. It's safer because we have seen
all the problems that we have on the other side. We
think if it's on its own dedicated road, it would be
safer. It's, as we say, best use.
What really concerned us in the Improvement
Association in Canoga Park is that MTA is the worst
landlord in the area. If you drive along Canoga
Avenue, the properties are deplorable. They are kept
in a deplorable state by so many different people,
and that's one of the reasons that we would be
26
supportive of using that just to see that area used
in a much better way and kept in a better way for
this community.
Thank you.
MR. DAVIS: Thank you.
PAUL SHIVELY: Paul Shively. I'm a member
of the Canoga Park Neighborhood Council.
John pretty much said pretty much what I had
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in my notes because it's so apparent each time you
drive up and down Canoga Avenue that the worst
landlord we have, the worst blight is that created by
MTA tenants up and down Canoga Avenue.
People from outside of the community seem to
think that that's Canoga Park's border, it's our east
boarder, that where the blight starts is where you
enter Canoga Park.
So the most positive impact would be to
change that image.
The next most positive enhancement would be
to utilize it in a positive manner with
transportation north-south utilizing the existing
park-and-ride connections and at the same time having
the bike paths, maybe a farmers' market area,
something that would really enhance the community,
use that as a drawing point.
27
Canoga Park -- really Canoga Avenue is our
namesake. Canoga Park or Canoga Avenue, like I say,
is the worst street we have.
So to enhance that with positive
transportation in a greenbelt with all these
amenities would do nothing but have a positive impact
on the community.
And I keep hearing all this positive impact,
and that's where we want to go, and at the same time,
each one of these tenants that has to be relocated
should be done fairly, relocation funds, whether it's
CRA money -- Michael, I'm going to spend your money
for you there -- CRA money or other money used would
be beneficial.
My vote is alternative 5. Thank you.
MR. MONKS: Sheldon Walter, followed by
Barry Seybert, followed by Judith Daniels.
SHELDON WALTER: Good evening. My name is
Sheldon Walter.
I've been on the Mayor Bradley's and Yorty's
advisory committees on transportation. Very involved
with the rapid transport in Los Angeles.
I think that this system is -- I think you
can work this very nicely along the coastline. They
don't have so many intersections there.
28
You run these buses along an intersection
with Vanowen and Sherman Way and Roscoe and Saticoy,
you are going to have horrendous traffic.
We don't have any grade separation at all,
not like if you might have a rail transit or a -like in other parts of the city, like in New York,
Chicago, other places, you need a rail rapid transit
to really get the people around better than a busway.
So this is a nice idea and nice thinking and
so on, but eventually we're going to have much better
mobility.
This Southern California association of
government has rated the Los Angeles region an F in
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mobility. That's failure. Not just this last year
but last couple of years, two or three years, and we
certainly need to have mobility, move our people
around better and improve our situation where we have
all this gas -- you know, greenhouse gases helping to
create a global warming. We need to have more rapid
rail transit here.
And that concludes my remarks. I'll send
some written comments later. You all have a nice
evening.
MR. DAVIS: Thank you.
BARRY SEYBERT: I'm Barry Seybert. I'm West
29
Hills Neighborhood Council Streets and Transportation
Committee. I also represent Dennis Zine, Council
District 3, for the Mayor's bicycle advisory
committee.
I also chaired Laura Chick's feasibility
study many years ago on this corridor. Back then it
was called the Burbank/Chandler corridor, and back
then it was supposed to go from North Hollywood to
Warner Center.
It was our report that said it should go up
to the Chatsworth station. So I am definitely in
favor of alternative 5 with the bikeway along with
the busway. I hope to see that happen.
I do know that every business that is along
that corridor, part of their lease says that this
property belongs to the MTA right-of-way and that it
could be developed in the future and that those
businesses will have to vacate, and they signed to
that when they signed their leases.
Thank you.
MR. DAVIS: Thank you.
JUDITH DANIELS: I'm Judith Daniels. I'm
the president of the Chatsworth Neighborhood Council.
I realize that most of the people here are
not concerned about the northern end and the
30
possibility of a park-and-ride at the 118 Freeway.
Two quick comments. One of them is that I
think if you look carefully at how many people would
come in to Chatsworth on the 118 Freeway and want to
be getting down to either Warner Center or possibly
to downtown Los Angeles, I think the reality is that
the only people who are likely to use the 118 Freeway
to get to the south part of the Valley or downtown
are people coming in from the eastern edge of
Simi Valley.
If you have people who are in the city of
Ventura, the city of Moorpark, or even on the western
edge of Simi Valley, they are much more likely to
take the 23 Freeway south, go across the Ventura
Freeway, the 101, and come in from the southern end
as opposed to coming along the 118 Freeway having to
take surface streets, surface transportation south to
Warner Center.
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Second thing is if you are talking or
considering the possibility that you are going to
have a significant number of people coming in through
Chatsworth and a park-and-ride at the 118 who are
going to be shopping at the new mall in Warner
Center, I think you are going to have to be really
careful about whether these people are going to ride
31
a bus to go to a mall where they will make
significant purchases, have to carry those back on
the bus, go back to a park-and-ride lot, which by the
way, depending on where it's planted up at the 118
Freeway, would be serviced -- all of the security
would be serviced by the Malibu Sheriff's Station
because that's the policing agency that is outside of
the city limits, anything north of the freeway, and
if people are concerned about security from Malibu,
that's an issue.
MR. DAVIS: Thank you, Judith.
MR. MONKS: Carl Olson, followed by Ray
Lopez, followed by Scott Cohen.
CARL OLSON: My name is Carl Olson. I live
in Woodland Hills. I have four short points.
No. 1, there's yet to be any established
need for spending $150 million of taxpayers' funds on
an Orange Line extension from Canoga Avenue Station
to the Chatsworth train station.
In order to establish a realistic demand for
such bus service, the most logical thing will be -MR. MONKS: Sir, you are going to have to
slow down to read a statement, okay, because the
court reporter has to follow you.
Okay?
32
CARL OLSON: Okay.
MR. MONKS. Thank you.
CARL OLSON: I'm also on the clock.
MR. MONKS: That's fine.
CARL OLSON: In order to establish a
realistic demand for such bus service, the most
logical thing would be to start up a regular bus line
on Canoga Avenue that goes to the Chatsworth train
station.
MTA can do this right away. No need to wait
years. It should be a starting point for any other
action in the EIR. I suggest this bus line will
demonstrate minimal actual usage and indicate that no
major construction project should be undertaken.
No. 2, alternative No. 5 would be the worst
of all possible alternatives. It would plow under
dozens of prospering businesses along the east side
of Canoga Avenue. The long-established businesses
involve hundreds of employees and thousands of
customers.
These businesses would find it next to
impossible to find comparable relocation sites that
would be easy for their employees and customers to
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reach.
The Valley has too little
33
commercial/industrial properties as it is. MTA
should not be in the business of destroying them.
No. 3, as for these existing businesses, you
should know the MTA has them all on month-to-month
leases. This provides almost no security and no
incentive to actually improve a lot of things. It
also allows MTA sizable rent increases, such as
doubling.
During this two-year process you are going
through, the MTA should allow long-term leases on
these properties.
And, 4, MTA right-of-way along Canoga should
be sold and not zoned for commercial and industrial
properties as it currently is. The current business
tenant should be given the right of first refusal.
The millions of dollars that are raised from the
sales should go into projects that really help
improve transportation, such as expanding the 101 and
other projects to help traffic in the Valley.
You know the gigantic bottleneck that
Caltrans and MTA created on the 101 at Topanga Canyon
where five lanes shrink to four let's into put the
150 million into this instead.
Thank you very much.
MR. DAVIS: Thank you, Carl.
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MR. MONKS: Ray Lopez, followed by Scott,
and then followed by Harry Tischler.
RAY LOPEZ: Good evening. My name is Ray D.
Lopez. I have two possible alternatives.
One, the Canoga Street busway would have to
be built on that former Metro railroad right-of-way
route that would start all the way from Owensmouth
Street, Warner Center transit and would start from
Variel Street northbound and will continue until it
makes a left turn on Victory Avenue's curve to get to
the northbound Canoga Street busway route and back
and forth, after it stops at the Chatsworth Metrolink
Station as its last destination. So just to let you
know.
But I would give it a new color for the
north-south portion. It would have to be called the
indigo line so that you can't have two sides of the
Orange line. The east-west Metro Orange Line would
be available in the Warner Center transit hub and the
northern side indigo would start from the transit hub
until it gets to the Metro Chatsworth transit -yeah, Metrolink transit station. That's one of them.
No. 2, I would like to inform you we would
like to get a new Canoga Street bus -- local busway
that would start from the Metro Warner Center transit
35
hub all the way until it gets to the Chatsworth
Metrolink Station. That would be 246.
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Give it two different sides of the busway to
use for those who like to start using them on a daily
basis so especially those junior and high school
students who want to use them badly and the residents
of the Canoga mobile house estates.
I thank you very much. Please have a good
night and a great summer. Thank you.
MR. DAVIS: Thank you.
MR. MONKS: Scott Cohen.
SCOTT COHEN: Hi there. I'm Scott Cohen. I
own the Green Scene. I'm on the corner of Canoga and
Vanowen.
And my business is anything but a blight to
Canoga Avenue. I have a waterfall and a pond on the
corner, beautiful plants and flowers and trees, roses
and beds, and I run a landscaping company.
I work together with Jacoby Construction
right next door, and we work together in creating
stones and plants and trees to make Canoga very nice.
I heard Canoga Park people here say is that
MTA is a lousy landlord and a slumlord and all these
businesses along the street are looking bad and a
blight on the community. Well, that's not the
36
businesses' fault. That's the MTA. The MTA is
setting the guidelines and restrictions that we use
to maintain our property. So let's not give the MTA
more responsibility on Canoga Avenue. If you are not
happy with what you see now, why would you make them
in charge of any better improvement?
Before we build another project and spend
millions of dollars displacing businesses that are
doing a good job on Canoga Avenue, why don't we try a
little bus line going up and down Canoga first. Put
a couple of benches out there. They are not that
expensive. I can build them for you cheap, and as
long as I can put a little advertising on them, I
would be happy with that, but let's try some buses up
and down the street first and see if there's a
ridership, see if there's really a need for all these
extra things going up and down Canoga.
I don't disagree that the MTA should do a
better job with the property and their leases and the
arrangements that they have with the properties up
and down Canoga, but that's an easy thing to do to
fix that and keep those properties looking nice.
We don't need to put a bus and more concrete
and more hardscape and make it hotter. You want a
bike path? I think that's nice. You should have a
37
bike path, but we don't need a bus going up and down
the street.
Is there anybody that can tell me how many
buses they are planning to have going up and down
Canoga on a regular basis? Once a week?
In any case, I would like to see MTA to do a
test run and see if it's needed to go any further.
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That's all.
MR. DAVIS: Thank you, Scott.
MR. MONKS: Harry Tischler, followed by
Marguerite Bogosian and Liz Lee.
HARRY TISCHLER: I'm Harry Tischler. I live
in Eaton Mobile Home Park, which is right next to the
right-of-way.
The first question I really have of
everybody, particularly the ones that have spoken,
how many people ride the bus or how many just drive
cars? Ride the bus for transportation?
Good God. Two people. Oh, sorry. Didn't
see you down there.
The question I have, though, is I understand
that, in around 2011, there is some law that comes
into play that all of the transportation has to
become pretty much electric or at least more
nonpolluting than they are, which sort of brings up a
38
train or something with tracks, and we are going to
need a right-of-way for that if that's true, and for
those who don't know it, there is some word about the
two big malls merging into one world's biggest mall.
So that's going to have some effect on us all too.
Give these things some thought.
MR. DAVIS: Thank you, Harry.
MR. MONKS: Marguerite, followed by Liz Lee,
and the last one is Francine Oschin.
If there are any more, please get your cards
up to me now. Thank you.
MARGUERITE BOGOSIAN: Okay. I'm just a
homeowner, and I live in Warner Center, and I know
that the Orange Line is a wonderful bus; however, it
has ruined Erwin in the mixed-flow-type concept. So
I think that you should look at alternative 7 and
alternative -- I wrote it here -- the one on Topanga,
alternative 9, because they are more commercial.
There's more strip malls. So as Scott was saying,
there are more businesses on the store fronts on
Canoga that, if you had buses going there and a
dedicated lane, it would put like Rocky Roadster or
all those little stores out of business because
there's nowhere to park.
So if you take a street like DeSoto or
39
Topanga Canyon that's already pretty commercial,
there's at least three lanes, you could dedicated one
lane and it wouldn't matter if there was parking or
not on the street side because you have strip malls
that have parking. So it wouldn't affect the
traffic, and it would be a dedicated bus you could
hop on. It wouldn't affect traffic. Nobody would
get hurt because basically it's a dedicated bus line.
So I would go for the dedicated one on
Topanga Canyon and the dedicated one on DeSoto, and
then you could have one little bus, a DASH or
something, that would connect it over to the other --
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the Orange Line, and that's the way I see it.
And I'm not an analyst, but I'm just
thinking of homeowners and business people, and you
don't want to put business people out because you
will have a bus and where are they going? Nowhere.
So I would go for DeSoto, Topanga Canyon and
have a dedicated bus line. That's my idea.
MR. DAVIS: Thank you.
LIZ LEE: First of all, I want to clear up a
misconception about people who live in Simi Valley
and how they get to other places. Nobody goes by the
23.
Have you even noticed what they are doing to
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the 23? We would always -- and, in fact, I spent a
year commuting from the western side of Simi Valley
via Metrolink downtown every day. Sometimes I would
drive to the Chatsworth station because I was going
to go somewhere in the Valley after work. So I park
my car there.
So I want to tell you that rapid transit is
number one as far me taking a job. Right now I work
in Calabasas, and I got to tell you that north/south
route is not fun. I had a temp who came into my
office yesterday complaining like crazy because he
couldn't find a good way to get to our office.
Now, north/south driving in the West Valley
is terrible. It's been terrible for years. I would
never touch Topanga Canyon Boulevard in the daytime.
At night it's even worse than going.
I appreciate Steve Cohen's beautiful
landscaping around his building, but I got to tell
you he's impeding progress, and if we keep looking at
all of those business owners -- it's true your people
have your livelihood along Canoga Avenue, but you
know what? There's a whole lot of people.
I love the Orange Line. I have driven from
Chatsworth down to Warner Center and caught the
Orange Line to go downtown, and I love it because I
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always rode the red line, and I would take that -- no
way could I get downtown and back with $3. I mean a
gallon of gas is $3 now, and there's no way my car
would make it down there.
As far as I know, CNG is nonpolluting. I'm
not an expert, not a chemist, but compressed natural
gas -- I have ridden on those buses. I have to tell
you they are wonderful.
So I am in favor of alternative 5. Thank
you.
MR. DAVIS: Thank you.
FRANCINE OSCHIN: Hello. I'm Francine
Oschin, and I'm in favor of alternative 5, which is
the northern extension of the existing Orange Line
going north to the Chatsworth Metrolink.
In the early 1990's, when I was deputy chief
of staff at Councilman Hal Bernstein, the predecessor
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of Metro was going to sell that right-of-way. They
saw no reason to keep it.
Through a council motion and through Hal's
actions, the right-of-way was preserved on Canoga
Avenue and with a very good reason. We didn't even
know Metrolink was coming at that time.
Many years later when Metrolink did come, it
was a success. Chatsworth was the first station in
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the Valley we opened, and there were so many people
who were getting off at Chatsworth, and that was
before Metrolink went out to Montalvo and all the
other areas it went to, that we got money from
projects to have dedicated taxis sitting and waiting
for people when they got off the Metrolink and they
would get into them, shared taxis, and it would whisk
them to their jobs in Warner Center.
Warner Center is a hub of commercial and
retail. It is a place that people come to from all
over. The way they get there is by that Metrolink.
That Metrolink is heavily used. Anyone that pretends
nobody uses mass transit has not been on mass
transit.
I don't ride it every day. I'm a
discretionary rider. I ride ten miles to the
Universal City station. I get on the Red Line. I
have gotten on the Orange Line. I may not use it
every day, but I will use it enough that your drive
every day isn't as bad as if I was on that freeway
all the time.
The Canoga right-of-way offers you a
dedicated area off street. There is no other place
you can look at as an alternative that will guarantee
it is off street. So you have the speed and the
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capacity. That's why people will use it. Maybe they
won't stop all the way along the way, but that
Chatsworth Metro is a hub. It is a place where
people get off. It's also got the facilities that
would allow you to have a park-and-ride over there.
Is my time up? Okay.
Anyway, you can see I'm very passionate
about this almost 20 years after Hal Bernstein helped
preserve that piece of property. We really believe
it is the best alternative.
MR. DAVIS: Thank you, Francine.
MR. MONKS: Steve Brandt -- I believe that's
the name -- followed by Michael Cortez.
This is the last speaker card. So if
anybody else wants to speak, fill it out, pass it up.
Thank you.
STEVE BRANDT: Hi. My name is Steve Brandt.
I have a business on Canoga and Roscoe called the Car
Corner. I have had a lease with MTA for 25 years.
I think the big thing to decide in a
four-mile stretch of land that you are going to have
these buses on is if you are going to have the
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ridership.
I think you owe it to the businesses and
communities. As Jacoby said last week, last
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Thursday, there's 40 businesses that will be
affected. Some of them don't know where they are
going to go, and I think you ought to do a study to
find out if it's really feasible and makes sense.
That's it.
MR. DAVIS: Thank you, Steve.
MR. MONKS: Okay. Last call. Anyone else?
Michael Cortez, last speaker.
MICHAEL CORTEZ: Good evening. My name is
Michael Cortez. I am with the Community
Redevelopment Agency for the City of Los Angeles, and
we look forward to working collaboratively with the
MTA to come up with a proper alternative.
Our major concern is the area that the MTA
owns that is a little bit blight or there's little
bit problems there. We would definitely love to work
with the MTA so that the property is clean.
We have heard many concerns from community
organizations and businesses from -- adjacent to that
area. The CRA in particular spent over $20 million
in revitalization and redevelopment in the Canoga
Park area, and so we definitely would love to
highlight the work that has already been done in that
area. Thank you.
MR. DAVIS: Thank you, Michael.
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We're not going to go away. That's the last
of the comments, but if you want to come up and talk
to me or Michael or Wendy or talk about the
transportation enhancements or lanes or to somebody
about community relations, David, please feel free.
Our boards are in the back that has all the
alternatives. We're here to listen to you guys.
MR. MONKS: Thank you. Thank you for
coming.
(Whereupon, at 8:22 P.M. the
proceedings were adjourned.)
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I, RICKI Q. MELTON, Certified Shorthand
Reporter No. 9400, certify:
That the foregoing proceedings were held
before me at the time and place therein set forth;
That all proceedings held were recorded
stenographically by me and were thereafter
transcribed;
That the foregoing transcript comprises a
true record of all proceedings held at the time of
the proceedings;
That I am in no way related to the parties
in this action, nor interested in the outcome
thereof.
IN WITNESS, I have subscribed my name this
6th day of August, 2007.

_____________________________
RICKI Q. MELTON, CSR No. 9400
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I. INTRODUCTION
This report summarizes the outreach activities that took
place from May to August 2007 in support of the
Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the proposed Canoga
Transportation Corridor Project. The Canoga Transportation
Corridor project is a proposed four mile extension of the
Metro Orange Line that would connect the Canoga Station to
the Chatsworth Metrolink Station, with a possible extension
to State Route (SR)-118.
Metro places a high priority on public feedback and
outreach. This is consistent with State requirements and is
necessary in ensuring broad public knowledge regarding the
proposed project. In implementing the activities for an
inclusive community outreach process, Metro in coordination
with CPG managed an outreach program to support the
environmental review process and documents all outreach
activities.

A. Outreach Parameters
Nearly 300 community stakeholders were identified via
research of key community groups, neighborhood councils and
organizations, businesses, and briefings with elected
officials. Close to
300 stakeholders contact information
was catalogued in a project database that includes elected
officials,
transportation
focused
organizations,
neighborhood councils, homeowners associations, mobile home
parks, resident associations, lease-holders along the Metro
right-of-way
(ROW),
business
groups,
churches
and
equestrian groups with specific interests along the Canoga
Avenue
Transportation
Corridor.
Additionally,
Metro
purchased mailing list of 44,100 residential addresses
within the target area bordering SR-118 to the north; US101 to the South; Shoup Avenue to the West and Mason Avenue
to the East.

B. Scoping Meeting Notices
Approximately 60 Agency Scoping meeting notices were mailed
the week of July 16, 2007 to federal, state, regional,
county, and city agencies as well as offices of elected
officials.
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C. Newspaper Advertisements
The Notice of Preparation was placed in English and Spanish
in two major publications, which were selected for their
San Fernando Valley-oriented circulation and audience. The
scoping meeting advertisements were published in:
•
•

Daily News (July 10, 2007)
La Opinión (July 10, 2007)

D. Project Hotline
A local project telephone hotline was established at (818)
276-1289, to provide stakeholders with easily accessible
project information and as an interactive and more personal
way for the public to leave messages, comments, and/or
questions for the project team. The recorded messages
directed callers to various options such as leaving a
comment or question, and providing contact information to
be added to the project database. Telephone messages were
recorded in the four identified languages spoken along the
corridor: English, Spanish, Korean and Armenian.
The
hotline is monitored on a daily basis and all messages
forwarded to the team as soon as they are received. A
direct line to the Metro Outreach Project Manager was
provided as an option for callers who required immediate
attention. A phone log is maintained to document all calls
received and entered in the project database. The hotline
number is printed on all project information materials,
newspaper advertisements, and e-mails.

E. E-Newsletter Network
An E-newsletter network was created so that information
regarding public scoping meeting dates could be effectively
and quickly disseminated to the public via existing
communication
channels.
The
network
included
posting
project information and announcing scoping meetings on
existing community newsletters, chamber of commerce e-mail
distributions,
elected
officials’
e-newsletters,
neighborhood councils’ e-mail blasts, and equestrian groups
and business organizations newsletters. Several of the
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organizations receiving the newsletter information placed
scoping meeting dates and corridor maps on their websites,
in e-newsletters and in mass e-mails to their memberships.
The following organizations were contacted:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Pierce College
Save Chatsworth, Inc.
Canoga Park
Improvement
Association
Chatsworth
Neighborhood Council
Canoga Park
Improvement
Association
Northridge West
Neighborhood Council
Winnetka Neighborhood
Council
Chatsworth
Neighborhood Council
West Hills
Neighborhood Council
Woodland Hills-Warner
Center Neighborhood
Council
Valley Alliance of
Neighborhood Councils
Reseda Neighborhood
Council
Canoga Park
Improvement
Association
VICA Transportation
Committee

•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

San Fernando Economic
Alliance
Canoga Park/West Hills
Chamber of Commerce
Warner Center
Neighborhood Council
Canoga Park
Neighborhood Council
Topanga Messenger
San Fernando Sun
Kiwanis Club
ETI Corral
Valley of the Stars
Valley Home Owners
Association
CRA
Friends of the Los
Angeles River
California State
University Northridge
Woodland Hills Chamber
of Commerce
Friends of the Los
Angeles River
New Armenian Daily

F. Blogs
Key blogs were identified that could serve as information
conduits. The identified blogs were located in the San
Fernando Valley, as well as transportation blogs that serve
the Los Angeles area.
Information regarding the Canoga
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Transportation Corridor and scoping meeting announcements
was posted the week of July 9th on the following blogs:
•
•
•
•

Along for the Ride
Curbed LA
Green LA Girl
LA Bus Girl

•
•
•

LA Times Bottleneck Blog
Metro Rider LA
The LA Metro Mole

II. STAKEHOLDER ENGAGEMENT
A. Stakeholder Briefings
Preparation for one agency and two public scoping meetings
consisted of two phases of outreach that was initiated in
June 2007. The first phase of outreach targeted the elected
officials who represent the Canoga Avenue Corridor area.
Decision-makers and their staff members were introduced to
the project and their feedback and involvement was
solicited.
A total of 6 briefings were held with elected
officials representing the corridor.

Date
June 13, 2007
June 19, 2007
June 20, 2007
June 20, 2007
June 26, 2007
June 27, 2007
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Elected Officials / Staff
Office of Los Angeles County
Supervisor Michael Antonovich
Office of Los Angeles County
Supervisor Zev Yaroslavsky
Office of Mayor Antonio
Villaraigosa Deputy Mayor
Office of Los Angeles City
Councilman Greig Smith
Office of Los Angeles City
Councilman Dennis Zine
Division 8 (Chatsworth
Facility) Staff, Congressman
Brad Sherman
Assemblywoman Julia Brownley
Senator Alex Padilla
Senator George Runner
Assemblyman Lloyd Levine
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C. Announcements to Neighborhood Councils and
Community
Organizations
The second phase of the outreach program was conducted in
an effort to reach a larger audience of the corridor-area
stakeholders. Public scoping meeting announcements and
information materials were distributed to 16 key community
organizations to encourage participation in the scoping
process:

Date
July
July
July
July
July

10,
10,
11,
11,
11,

2007
2007
2007
2007
2007

July 12, 2007
July
July
July
July

16,
16,
17,
18,

2007
2007
2007
2007

July 18, 2007
July 18, 2007
July 19, 2007
July 19, 2007
July 25, 2007
July 27, 2007

Organization
Northridge West Neighborhood Council
Winnetka Neighborhood Council
Chatsworth Neighborhood Council
West Hills Neighborhood Council
Woodland Hills-Warner Center
Neighborhood Council
Valley Alliance of Neighborhood
Councils
Reseda Neighborhood Council
Canoga Park Improvement Association
San Fernando Valley Economic Alliance
Valley Industry and Commerce
Association (VICA) Transportation
Committee
Kiwanis Club of Woodland Hills
Rotary Club of Woodland Hills
Canoga Park/West Hills Chamber of
Commerce
Warner Center Neighborhood Council
Canoga Park Neighborhood Council
Woodland Hills Chamber of Commerce

IV. SCOPING MEETINGS
A total of three EIR required scoping meetings were held –
one for agencies and two for the general public. The two
public meetings were held at each end of the Canoga
Transportation Corridor: Chatsworth High School at the
north-end and NEW Academy of Canoga Park at the south-end.
The Agency scoping meeting was held at Metro Headquarters
in downtown Los Angeles. The meetings provided public
Metro Outreach Report
Canoga Transportation Corridor Project

December 11, 2007
Page 5

agencies and the public with an opportunity to learn more
about the project, ask the project team questions, and
officially provide feedback for the formal public record.
The total number of scoping meeting participants was 168.

A. Media Coverage
Metro provided “Metro Briefs” to the following publications
during the weeks of July 9 and 16, 2007:
•
•
•
•
•

Burbank Leader
Daily News
Encino Sun
Glendale News Press
LA Valley BEAT

•
•
•
•
•

San Fernando Valley Sun
Sherman Oaks Sun
Studio City Sun
Tolucan Times
Valley News Group

Information regarding the scoping meetings appeared in the
following publications:
•
•
•

San Fernando Valley Business
and July 24, 2007)
The Transit Coalition Weekly
Volume 3, Issue 29 (July 17,
The Transit Coalition Weekly
Volume 3, Issue 30 (July 23,

Journal (July 17, 2007
Transit eNewsletter,
2007)
Transit eNewsletter,
2007)

B. Public Scoping Meeting Format
A government agency scoping meeting was held at Metro
headquarters in downtown Los Angeles and two public scoping
meetings were held in Chatsworth and Canoga Park. A total
of 168 participants attended the meetings. 96 participants
attended the public scoping meeting at Chatsworth High
School on July 26, 2007.
69 participants attended the
public scoping meeting at NEW Academy of Canoga Park on
July 30, 2007.
The format for the meetings consisted of an Open House
followed by a PowerPoint presentation and public comment
period. The open house format provided stakeholders the
opportunity to view current project information and provide
feedback as well as have direct contact with the project
team. The open house format utilizes information stations
staffed by project team members and encourages personal
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interaction,
and
allows
for
the
open
exchange
of
information and ideas.
Additionally, this format provides
the public with immediate responses to issues, concerns and
comments, thereby reducing misinformation and rumor.
The open house featured display boards that served to
better illustrate the project description, environmental
review
process,
corridor-area
map,
and
the
various
alternatives under consideration. Technical team members
were available to speak directly with scoping meeting
attendees and to answer questions.
The open house session was followed by a PowerPoint
presentation provided by Metro Project Manager. The
presentation was followed by a “formal” public comment
session at which time meeting attendees were invited to
express their thoughts about the project for inclusion in
the scoping section of the Draft EIR. For those individuals
not choosing to provide verbal testimony, forms were
provided for submitting written formal comments.
Participants were instructed to provide verbal testimony by
completing a speaker card. Participants choosing to comment
were called in the order their cards were received and were
allowed two minutes to complete their formal comment. All
verbal comments were captured by a certified court reporter
for inclusion in the scoping section of the Draft EIR. In
addition to the court reporter, a videographer recorded
both public scoping meetings.
Interpreters were available at both scoping meetings to
provide
simultaneous
Spanish
speaking
translation.
Participants wishing to listen to the proceedings in
Spanish were provided with audio headsets.

C. Scoping Meeting Information Materials
Upon arrival to the Scoping Meeting, each attendee signedin and was provided with information materials.
The
materials included:
¾ Welcome Sheet – explaining the purpose and format of
the scoping meeting
¾ Metro Project Map – showing study area and alignment
alternatives
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¾ Metro Orange Line Pamphlet – providing detailed
information on the Metro existing Orange Line route,
stations and features
¾ Alternatives Packet – maps describing each alternative
under consideration for the Canoga Transportation
Corridor
¾ Speaker Card – for individuals choosing to provide
verbal testimony
¾ Comment Sheet – for individuals choosing to provide
written comments

D. Project Boards
Bilingual (English/Spanish) project display boards were
presented at all scoping meetings. In order to convey the
project in a simple and straightforward manner, it was
important to create a visual display that effectively
disseminated key information and at the same time attracted
the attention of the casual viewer. The following display
boards were created to convey fundamental information about
the project:

Project Boards
Welcome
Project Goals
EIR Contents
EIR Process Overview
Types of Bus Service
Metro Orange Line photos
Existing Land-Use Map
Aerial Photos of Project Area (available at Metro
Library)
Corridor Area Map- including a possible extension
to the SR-118
Alternative 1- No Build
Alternative 2- Transportation System Management
(TSM)
Alternative 3- Mixed Flow Metro Rapid on Canoga
Avenue
Alternative 4- Canoga Avenue Dedicated Lane Metro
Rapid
Alternative 5- Canoga Avenue Busway - Metro Orange
Line Extension
Alternative 6- Mixed Flow Metro Rapid on De Soto
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Alternative 7- De Soto Dedicated Lane Metro Rapid
Alternative 8- Topanga Canyon Mixed Flow Rapid
Alternative 9- Topanga Canyon Dedicated Lane BRT

E. Stakeholder Feedback
Comment Sheets were made available to all Scoping meeting
participants permitting those who wished to make written
comments to do so in either English or Spanish.
Meeting
participants had the option of providing a formal comment
during the public comment segment of the meeting, or
through mailings or e-mailing.
The deadline for comment
was August 13, 2007.
The following are the questions listed on the Comment
Sheet:
We welcome your comments on the following topics:
1. Canoga Transportation Corridor Alternatives (see
handout)
2. Issues you would like addressed in the Environmental
Impact Report (please be specific)
3. Additional Comments
A total of 36 comments were received at the first public
scoping meeting held at Chatsworth High School. The subject
matter of most issues consisted of support for an alignment
on the Metro-owned right-of-way (ROW) and concerns for an
on-street extension of the Orange Line further north from
the Chatsworth Metrolink Station to State Route (SR)-118.
The following is a summary of comments received:
Those voicing support for Alternative 5 (Canoga Avenue
Busway) expressed that it would:
•
•
•
•

Enhance the physical surroundings on and along the ROW
Provide the least impact to the community
Create dedicated bicycle and pedestrian paths
Ensure the most cost-effective and logical use of
existing land
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•
•

Benefit high school students attending nearby
educational institutions
Reduce traffic

Those voicing concern for the proposed extension to SR-118
expressed concern that it would impact:
•
•
•
•
•

Scenic corridor and rocks
Biking and hiking trails
Zoning and land use
Cultural landmarks and existing petroglyphs
Open space

Instead of the SR-118 extension, several stakeholders
suggested the use of an existing park and ride in Porter
Ranch.
Other comments submitted included:
• Recommendation for usage of native plants for
landscaping
• Support for a bus stop at Parthenia Street
• Need for ridership projections to justify project
• Concerns for property acquisition
• Consideration of disabled residents who use Access
Paratransit
• Concerns for the loss of businesses who lease land on
the Metro-owned ROW
A total of 29 comments were received at the second public
scoping meeting held at the NEW Academy of Canoga Park.
Metro has a higher concentration of lease agreements on the
southern portion of its ROW and several of those tenants
attended this meeting to voice their concerns.
For the
public comment session, comments were split approximately
in half between those voicing opposition or support for the
alternative that had the busway on the Metro-owned ROW
(referred as Alternative 5 during scoping).
Those voicing support for Alternative 5 (Canoga Avenue
Busway) stated that this option would:
•
•

Benefit the entire San Fernando Valley
Be most cost-effective
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•
•
•
•
•
•

Ensure speed and capacity goals
Maintain best use of land
Benefit older residents/non-drivers from nearby Mobile
Home Parks
Keep buses off existing streets
Increase pedestrian pathways
Create bicycle pathways

Those voicing concern for Alternative 5 (Canoga Avenue
Busway) feared:
•
•
•

Negative impacts on businesses that would be relocated
Uncertainty of where businesses would be relocated
Noise impacts from buses

Other comments included:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Requests for a soundwall for residents living adjacent
to the ROW
Support for a bus stop at Parthenia Street
Consider light rail as a possibility for the eventual
replacement of the busway
Operational issues/suggestions, including the need for
Metro to better maintain its property
Concerns regarding the park-and-ride option at SR-118
New color for the north-south portion of line (in lieu
of “Orange”)
Analyzing the impact two large malls in area will have
on the proposed project

Five e-mails from community members indicating support for
Alternative 5 were received and four letters of support for
Alternative
5
were
received
from
the
following
organizations:
•
•
•
•

United Chambers of Commerce of the San Fernando Valley
Woodland Hills-Tarzana Chamber of Commerce
Pierce College
Transit Coalition

V. CONCLUSION
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Comments received from both public scoping meetings
generally indicated support for Alternative 5. However,
general concerns were expressed pertaining to the impact
the project would have to existing businesses along the
Metro-owned ROW. There were a number of people who
expressed concern pertaining to the possible extension of
the project to the SR-118 Freeway impacting parkland,
equestrian areas and cultural landmarks.
This report summarizes the outreach activities in support
of the Environmental Impact Report for the proposed Canoga
Transportation Corridor Project. The entire scoping report
with the accompanying appendices, are available through the
Project Management Office at (213) 922-7456.
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