Prom: Mid-O1ity WestSide

Sent: Monday, June 11, 2001 8:49 MM
To! 'nancy®courtcharts. com’
Subject: RE: Ho Pixed Rail on Expo

Thank you for your comment on the Mid-City/Westside DEIS/EIR.
We have logged your comment into the record.

We are acheduled to go before the MTA Board on June 28, 2001. The DEIS and a
summary of the comments received will be presented. At that time a locally
preferred alternative will be selected,

Sincerely,
mid-City/Westside Project Team

wwwww Original Message---=-- .

From: Naney [mailto:nancy@courtcharts.com}

Bent: Mondey, June 11, 2001 3:47 AM

To: MidCityWestside@mta.net; SecondDistrictd@bos.co.la.ca.ug; ~
Pifthbigerictabos,.co. la.ca. us; don@bos.co.la.ca.ug; T&!Xhmu CA“)
nolina®bos.co.la.ca.us; zevdbos.co.la.ca.us; Rricrdandmayor.cli.la.ca.us;
bernson@el? . ci.la.ca.us; jlgaspidacl.com; Jwalden@mayor.lacity.org;
fapanajrepemagic.net; froberts@cityoflancasterca.ory; BeAPro@acl.com;
pan-oconpor@santa-monloa.org; Iriends4expo®acl . com

Subject: Ho Fixed Rail on Expo

Send buges to the areas where the populstion exists, sot along the
Exposition right of way where it enrers a single family
area. Many people are waiting for transportation on streets like

Wilshire and Venice, not on National Blvd. or Motor Ave. ... o~ ..
A firxed rail solves relatively little in this sprawling city. Busss, on
the other h@E;LIEEB_anEll over the city and will serve A T
more peopiel Tell the developers of Century City and Santa Monica to
find thdir bonanza elsewhere. To destroy a
neighborhood to build up a commercial area is immoral. .3
Issues:
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Increaged traffic with noise and air pollution on Motor Ave. and other
streets throughout Cheviot Hills. Why destroy a
viable and beautiful peighborbood? Cheviot iz a guality resource for LA,

Vvisual blight and neoise peollution to many homes adjacent to the tracks,
Noige and pafety issues within 50 feet of Overland Elementary school.

ﬁi
T grew up in the 50's in a pleasant residential area in Cakland CA. The
backyard of my house was next to the tracks, where
the alectric commuter train passed through, from my neighborhood acrozs
the bridge vo Ban Francisco., My family relied
heavily on the train as our main source of transportation to The City.
The train began running at 6 am for the esarly
commuters and alwaye woke me. The noise was horrible. The whintles apd
clickity clack of the wheels going eover the rails t
interrupted the peace and quiet of summer evenings. We couldn't leave ')
the windows open, or ever relax in the yard,
—
)
1

The traing were eventually removed and replaced by buses. We discovered
we could select from better scheduling.The

buses came more often and were able to o up iante e neighborhood to
stops where the train had never reached.

Transferring was easier bhecause there were more hug lines over a far

greater area.

My brother-in-law Harry mow lives in the Cakland Hills. He works in San
Francisco. Always having been committed to '

public trapnsportation, he tried with great gqusto to take Bart to The

City. But he was forced to face reality (as should the :
proponents of LA's fixed rail). Unless he left home a good hour earlier : %
than his Bart departure, he couwld never fipnd an

available parking space at the Hart station. When he could find parking,

he had to leave the car baking in the zun all day

long. -

Harry theught seriously about riding a bike to the atation. He changed “]
his mind after his neighbor had ap accident ip early =
morning traffic while en his bike. When my brother-in-law had to work ;
late, he found that Bart bad stopped running for the ,
day. To get home, bhe awitched to the bus, but found that it didn't go to
where his c¢ar had been parked. Harry gimply

couldn't depend on the rigid scheduling of Bart. Be discovered that many
of his pro-Bart friends who worked in the ity

had the zame problems. Fixed ig Limited!

9

t..

Bc he awitched to the bus system. Even though he lives far up in the -
hills, a commuter bug astops not more than 100 feet

from him house. And, because the bus is relatively quiet, it runs later
in the evening and into the neighborhoods without

Aisturbing anycne. With almest door to door service, he can sleep in ano
hour later. He leaves his car in his garage all week. -

He abeclutely loves the bus! I

o

A few fixed rail lines will not eliminate the huge problem we have in .
this sprawling city. We need many buses in place : I\
before we use up all the money on expensive fixed rail trains.

From: Mid-City WestBide
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M, Los Angeles County Metropolttan :I‘mnsportaﬁun Authority U.5. Department of Transportation
Mid- City'Westside Transit Corridor ‘Feaderal Transit Administration
Draft Environmental Impact Staterment/Report ‘

) COMMENTS T H D

Please use this page to submit your commerris about the Draft Environmental Impact Staterment/Report (DEIS/EIR) on the
Mid-City/Westside Transit Commidor. You may discuss any aspect of the project in which you are interested.

. I Ju Hﬁ‘f L&';&um BRTVqlpug W;LS"L%& BIVA- W:l‘ bﬁ. dccﬁ.r'h?.!)‘q” ]

te comlmuw?'ﬁas alanﬂ Hi's route, Mﬂlral.:n} elutter o Wilshive, The

Metio Rnr;cl Bus will have Fo suffice. Sinwee o Red Uine _s‘ulpway ]
.

exfeusion under Wilshive is M’f‘f'r“se“ 7 pessible, the Expe Corvido
rewnaims the Westside's only hope for rapid fransif

Downtown L A has frunk LRT lines erther #Feraﬁuj ' Iml:aj .
leH" -] ml‘:nm‘l— +o LE’. bu‘lH"{"o uHM?',\- 3uuﬂ'nay~ﬂ" ﬂﬂt{ e-ﬂ.ST: Ih hﬂe.;. a"F 3
Bﬁiug delale.‘c‘ +a_ this fhuhk“Ne. LRT 37.51}'“ 5 ﬁ'*"i“de,w.s‘ewg.:[‘ "
Westside. The Expe Corridor should be built s LRET 4o attract
n‘*nle.m nu"' o'F' “Hae.ﬁ"’ nu’h‘)@causﬁ .a"F Thﬂ "“j‘\ P’ﬂrﬁ-ﬂﬂhjm éF du‘hj ‘
awner.;lm‘r- here, the Cm:-; b ewrgr}e,nv_e- is mot “PPI'.""“% 4o LA,
“LRT can be bu;H’;h ﬁejmenf's- 'h:. qec,nmmaoldf'e_, 'F““Cll;'lj "'“—z“;f‘&.maﬂfs
, ather than wu.S‘ha:\j resSourced own L;“’Law-afé"ﬂh'ﬂ_’mcos‘l’- BR;T"W““mk
)unuicl have +o be rgrluced in ‘Hw:. Fu ure, o o

The C\nﬁvio"hHi“.s-‘Fnreeﬂl Veml‘cg/serulvaa[q do |a5 Cuulo{ e
Yurned mte an asset Ly‘ rlac,-“ & single tracle w}'ﬂwuf? stations dlohy
the MTA-owned bypassed rfhﬁ'*ﬁ““""‘?' Express frains could use Flu's
Foster voute inbound J.uur;uj +he. mo'r-m'mj rushhour and sutbound i o
t’.’-uav\;WJ ru:ﬂ‘tlnwuw- un’Ht '(M:""EA 5“".,',5 s .H‘m Fema tnd e a‘F"Hw, llﬁe,, :
Local trains weuld continue +o sevve the dogleg section as well as

other sections of the line,

{if necessary, please continue your comments on the reverse gide of thia paper.)
To recedve information regarding the Mid-City/Westside Transit Corvidor DEIS/EIR, pleaga complote the Irformation betow,

Name T, A Nelson, P.E. ~ pronefec (323) 462 -5500
Address_2,563 Deavborn Dr.
. Chy/State/Zip__L-o s An;.a(_g.s., CAR0O6Y

Miall shiet by Friday, June 15, 2001
MTA, ATTH: Dvid Meger, One Gawway Pz, Mall Stopr9-22-5, Los Anged
(310) J66-6443 Fauc (213) 9222060 E-Mat muwmummmmENTs
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Bwn Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority \J.S. Depaniment of Transportation
Mig- Clty/Westside Transit Comdor _Federal Tmmmum
Draft Environmental impact Statement/Report IN RMC

COMMENTS JUN15 2001 MNCL

)the use this page 10 submit your comments about the Drak Environmantal impact Statement/Report (DEISEIR) on the
Mid-Clty/Westside Transit Cormdor. You may discuss any aspect of the project n which you are imterastad.

I am a resident of the West of Westwood HOA and I support Alt. 1. ] l

Buses are more flexible. Rail is fixed. Buses can deviate from the line to 1 Y
~avoid sensitive areas such as schools and homes rail cannot.

There is a proven ridership on Wilshire. The Wilshire Rapid Bus can not keep 3
up with the demand.

“i’
It travels through activity centers that service the people of Los Angeles and
tourist. Ll.

Exposition Blvd. does not do that,
The Expo ROW goes through neighborhoods. The detour on Expo proved C
that going through Commercial Zones and not neighborhoods increases
the ridership.
) Until Expo ROW'’s detour travels through more commercial than. residential :l L)

areas it should not be developed.

The Wilshire Rapid Bus and Expo ROW parallel each other in Santa Monica. —7
If you develop Expo ROW Santa Monica will have two rapid lines to it and

Venice none.
Mitigating the negative impact Expo ROW will have on residential 3
neighborhoods will be too costly. Money can better be used on Wilshire.

Develop the route that services more people.

mmary.phmmﬁmnmmmnhsmmmmsidndmmpm)
To recsive information regarding the Mid-City/Westside Transi Corridor D n plasse complets lln on below,

Name WN&MM Phoneb o490 -4l ¥ Ant 8450
AmwMMMMJ&MA&M @@@+

City/State/Zip

* Mail sheet by Frigey, June 15, 2000 v
MTA, ATTN: Davig dieger, One Gamway Plaze, Mai Swop 98-22-5, Lot Angelss, CA 90012
{310} 3666443 Fax: (2131 922-3060 E-Mad; MSCitvWegtyices & mia yuet

COMMENTS
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M | | ‘ IN KmML
Iﬁoi cwxﬂ% malt Can‘d;ml : ority L.S. Department of Transportation |
. Drait Environmental Impact Statement/Report Federal Transit Administration

) '~ COMMENTS  Mav252001

Ploase use this page to submit your comments about the Draft Environmental impact Stat
Mid-City/Wastside Transk Cormidot. You Wymwwwﬂmmmwﬂ:a j mm'mmﬁﬁﬂwgm {DEIS/EIR) on the -

To: David Mieger, WTA | 5.21.2001 ™M\ N (2)
ome Gatewny Plazm, Mall Beop L1 T b B
Low Augeles., Califoxnla 50013

Ret Froject Alteroatives for Bua Rapid Transit ve Light Rajl Yransit
in West Lo Angweles

Dear My . Mieger.

T am writing you to let you know that I strongly oppose project \
alternatives 2 (Wilshire BRT and Exposition BRT) & 3 {Wilshire BRT and
Exposition LRT), but that I am in favor of Altermatiwve 1 (Wilshire

BRT} .

I am opposed to alternatives 2 & 1 because Exposition does not servi.e
high density activity centers, and because the LRT is too costly to
build apd maintain. ore BrLanLLY '
neighborhood would be greatly damaged by adding this type of

transportation in the middle of our residential neighborhood. These E?
projects would also greatly increase traffic, noise and safety concerns

for everyone who lives here.

/ I support Altemnative 1 because the wilshire rapid bus has huge
ridership, and it goes through major destinations. dk

Please take our concerns into consideration, and do not pursue 5:
alternatives 2 or 3.

Bincerely, NQM){W Myva Newmat
1558 Veteran Avernme

Los Angeles, California 90064

Ce:

Supervisor Yvomne Burke Wast of Westwood HOA

Hall of Administration, Room 866 PO BOX 64496

500 West Temple Street Los Angeles, California 90064
Los Angeles, California 50012

Supervisor Zev varoglavaky Mayor Richard Riordan

Hall of Administration, Room B2l 200 North Main Street, Suite #B00
BOD Wesgt Tample Street - Los Angeles, California 390012

Los Angeles, california 90012

(N necassary, please conlinue Your cominents on the roverse side i
: ' of this paper.}
To recedve information regarding t Mid-Ciy/Westside Transil Corridor DEIS/EIR, please complete the information below

Name Muum Newyriann ‘ PhonefFax___ [ 40) ASEXESO
saress__ 2SS&K \Jeterpul Avepap
ez 0% Angeed CAUE. G0k

Ml shiin bry Fricay, June 15, 2001 Yo
HWAJ“THﬂhdHMhmm(hnﬁmmmwwhzmuhisépEgzaﬁJJuqummca 2

1 _
(3701 3656443 P 12131 U22-3060 E-Mait: WIOCIVW s tsioe B mia net &M MENTS
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Los Angolas County Matropolitan Transportation Authority - L.5. Department of T ton
Mkt City/Westsida Transtt Corridor _ Federal Transit Admintstration
Draft Environmeniat Impact Statement/Repon ‘ :

) A .. .COMMENTS

pmmmmmammmmmumﬂﬁmhmmmmlmm%wmmamtmn)mm'

*n .,

——

——
- T e R i = 1Y i 3=t

Mici-Clty/Waestside Tranait Corridor. Ywmaydmmammpwldﬁwpmhﬂhwhiuhmamtdm

MTA
Mr. David Mieger,

We are strongly opposed to any umgggtagonon Sepulveda Bivd. And} b

Exposition Row. ['Thie 0aly thing we will support is the 2 % Bike path from
Venice and Robertson Boulevards to Sepulveda Boulevard _J

L3

e

{1 nocessary, please continue your commants on the meverse aide of this paper.}
To recelve information regarding the Mid-City/Westside Transit Cormridaor DEIS/EIR, please completn tbhe information bak

name COYNLE T NGUY el e Provered FV0) 77 SALS
Address “024 i P (OCK ﬂ { P\Jp ST
 City/State/Zip, LA . CA_ 900 6 {*

Mait shwet by Friday, Jurs 15, 2001 1o
MTA, ATTN. Dawvid Misger, One Gateway Plaze, Maid Siop 99-22.5, |Los Angeles, CA 90012
(3101 3656443 Fax: (213) 522.3060 E-Mait: MidCvwestsde 8ma B ONMMENTS
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!l'l! Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority U.5. Depariment of Transportation

Mid- Clity'Wesizide Transit Corridor Federal Transit Adminisieation
Draft Erwironmental Impact Statement/Report
COMMENTS DN CD)

.)oase use this page to submit your commaents about the Draft Environmental impact Statement/Feport (DEIS/EIR) on the
Mid-City/Westside Transit Coridor. You may discuss any aspect of the project in which you are interested,

I hwe ak Nass cxposihon Bust . |V
e Yeae WL QU eagnt InfFronk df e

(1 necogsary, plosse continue your comments on the reverse side of this paper.)
To receive information regarding iha Mid-Chy/Westzide Transit Cortidor DEIS/EIR, please complele the iInformation below

Nama_ €N U Nofzigen PhonefFax__ 310 A3 A3

Address. 1! A D> & POjt 1 el
City/State/Zip___ & A CA. A00 bY

Mail sheet by Friday, Jung 16, 2001 to:
MTA, ATTH:. David Mieger, One Galeway Plara, Maill Stop 99.22.5 Lok Angeles, CA 80012
(3701 26664473 Fax: 1213) 922-3080 E-Mai; MidCitvWestside ﬁtmta.mb o
MMENTS
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JUN VU ¢ fuus

SCANNED
IN RMC
N
June 3, 2001
Los Angeles County MTA

Attn: Mr, David Mieper
} Gateway Plaza
Mailstop 99-22-5

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Dear Mr. Mieger,

As aregistered voter and homeowner in the Westside Village section of the City of Los ! l
Angeles, T would appreciate it if you would vote YES on the consideration for Expo LRT light

rail on the existing Exposition Boulevard track right of wal}y This route is made for rail traffic

and will be the most cost-effective, cleanest system under consideration.

I would urge you to vote NO on the Expo LRT Venice/Sepulveda light rai] diversion. This -
route would itpact far more raffic and cost more than the Exposition Boulevard track right of | 5
wmmd “additional pressure on our North-South transitways.

1 would urge you to vote NO on any Busway option - this would be the most intrusive, dirtiest J 5
and Jeast capable of the options under consideration.

Thank you for considering my position on this important matter. ,_1 (o

Sincerely,

faZ ,

Chester J. Wowak

3020 Veteran Avenue
Los Angeles, CA 90034
(310)475-1716

COMMENTS
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MSM Home Hotmail Web Soarch Shewping Monty Pecpia & Chat BSl

Hotmil‘ wowle 1 5{hotrmad, com
wbon  Compirn  Addrane Book  Foldurs Cptions Mertamper  Colsmtne  Help
. Fokder: Inbox
L
Frae " Nusbeuw™ Save Adiress - Biock Sencder
"Wid-Clty A NET>, Caln.cnuk>, <FithDistricttae. oo o, wer

To <tonghon.co ja.cn e, <iiinaiibon co.5nCn, e, <aavElDos. oo . coL e, g-1 K- 10 -

» <EAPTOERnoLCorE, <pmm-oconmor e frmnicn oig, <iwtsdngodBal corn> Save Addrass

Date;  Mon, 11 Jun TEN 1846456 -TRD
Reply Reply AN Forward Dedete Fraviows Nt Closan

]
A atroll through the naighborhood from Overland Elemsntary School to :
Sopulveds along Exposition Blwi will shew you how lighce rall weuld uma\nqmﬁ\ {
che children of this community., The ROW passag right next co the sohool and
in front of the children's homes, bifurcating the nelghborhood. Light rail
on this routs would poss an unwarranted danger to the kids. T‘hi.s is not a
nimby issus. We're talking sbout a train in the front yard.]™™ W iletcer
Wrlter “ta the WestuIHeT newipapes Tae 41768 B myopl e $idT inlve for
mentloning the physical and enviconmental hazards that would occur, pointing
ouk that the rafl line will surely not affect thls neighborhood but will z‘
insteed take commiters to dascinations such as Sony Studios, detouring
acound tha yesidential agaas batweon LaClensqa and Sepulveda. ol

Therefere, if rail is deemed to be lnevirable despltes the hlghsr oost as

compared with more and better buses on streets like Ploo Hivd, I ask the MTA

wd Frlends 4 Expo to be awace of the hiazards to the kids at the Overland "5
sohoo) = and pleaaga to maintaln their safety by requiring the detour.

‘,‘hunk Yo,

,)Ilsm Nusbaum
L11% South Elm Drive
Los Ange)es, 8 90035

Reply Reply Al Forward Dedeter Previogs Med Clone
R o< to Selected Foider) il
Intwox.  Componse  Adreos Busslt Fukiers  Options Mussaoger  Galndot  Halp

Gomt pyoliliast wiryan yOL! P vy Moirmall of whan ynay irisnvie ane online, send Incierd sweceaQu, Subes b nusic s
. Try the e beowsing woliees bron siicaneoll Swl peaiory B sy S Gt rmore o S Wat ot your Fel

ol of MEM Exglonr ol
Olieay Linsies: Symciad Folsres:
Py Wk siimp. groal sty ool dowls
Qeosaiogd Mirgl Are youit it online?
Bty Bookcs The Wab's bt porsorst e yie
Eme Gomes Eadp youl 688 frwing nae

- B0 Mictosoll Corporation. A rights resenwsd. TERMS OF USE TRUSTe Approved Privecy Stalevagnt

_hnextpeevicurmbone: FIOD0D000 § &0=92 771450045 7edbA46 1 41 792290cA&msg=MSGOY23 16009, ] 38rnfy=-504& actionsrpot/ 1/2001
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SCANNED
Ilse Nusbaum iN RMC

1115 8§, Elm Drive #204
Loz Angeles, CA 90035

410-286~3072 MAY 11 2p01

April 30, 2001 M (T

Mr, David Mieger, Proiect Manager
IA County MTA, One Gateway Plaza
500 W, Temple

Mail Stop 99-22-5

Los Angeles, CA 30012

Re: Opposition to Rapid Transit on Expesition Right of Way
Dear Mr. Mieger:

Of the three alternatives proposad for the Westside, Wilshire Bus
Rapid Transit (BRT) is tha most useful, least dangercus, least
disruptive to the neighbourhoods, least noisy, most flexible, and least
costly.

A rapid transit route on Exposition would be much less effective for
getting commuters to and from work than the Wilshire alternative,
which has already proved to be greatly successful.

Please consider when deciding on rapid transit alternatives that kids
and Light Rail don’t mix. Trains pose a grave and too-oftea-fatal
hagard for kide, as reported in the Loz Angeles Times. It is
inesplicablie to me, therefore, that the newspaper’s editorial
department seems to favor this expensive, inflexible, noisy, and
dangerous form of transportation on Exposition., Pleasae do not select
this transit alternative.

Sincerely yours,

se Nusbaum

(ufud Superviaar Zev Yaroslavsy
Superviser Yvonne Brathwaite Burke

COMMENTS
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JUN 15 2001

SCANNED
IN RMC
| S o )
June 10, 2001
Mr. And Mrs. Edward Harrison O'Rourke
3027 Glendon Ave.
Los Angeles, Ca. 90034
Dear Mr. Mieger,
This letter is to inform you that as homeowners in the Westside Village \
neighborhood, we are opposed to the Venice/Sepulveda Diversion of traffic into our area.
We are in support of the Light-Rail system, however the diversion into our peaceful
neighborhood will be a nightmare, 'We oppose vehemently to the Venice/Sepulveda ]“’-
Diversion.
Sincerely,
Edward and Catherine ()’ Rourke
COMMENTS
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From: Mid-City Westside

Sent: Thursday, June 07, 2001 8:42 AM

TS sJamegos@aocl . com’

Subject: RE: NO ON WILSHIRE RBLVD. DEDICATED BUSS LANE

Mr. O'sullivan:
Thank you for your comment on the Mid-City/Westpide DEIS/EIR.

We have logged your comment inte the record.

We are scheduled to go before the MTA Board on June 28, 2001. The DEIS and a
summary of the comments received will be presented. At that time a locally
preferred altermative will be selected.

Sincerely,
Mid-City/Westeside Projmat Team

wwwww Driginal Msssage-- = .

Prom: Jamesog@acl.com [mailto:Jamesce®acl.com]

Sent: wednesday, June 06, 2001 12:49 PM

To: MidCityWestsideemta.pet; Secondbigtrict@®bos.co.la.ca.us;
Fifthnistrictébos.co.la.ca.ue; dongbos.co.la.ca.us; molinadbos . co.la.ca.us;
zevibos.co.la.ca.us; RriordanWmayor.ci.la.ca.us; bernson@cl2.ci.la.ca.us; :S-G Ch\
Jlgagpigaol.com; jwalden@mayor.lacity.org; fasanajr@pcmagic.net;
frobertagcityollancasterca.ory; BeAPro@acl . com; pam-oconnor@santa-monica.ory;
FriendesExcpodanl . com

Subjdect: NO ON WILSHIRE BLVD. DEDICATED BUSS LANE

While T am in favor of the BExpe light rail in am definitely against the

Wilshire dedicated buss lane..... Unless the city can find a way to get
irrevocable right of ways through Beverly Hills and 211 the rest of the t
commnities te the ocean. Only then could I lepd support to it. This is nat a
NIMBY! I just don't want a rapid buse that stops at San Vincente,

Thank You

Jamez O'Sullivan

COMMENTS
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: Oﬂ@m/&,&/
Danila B. Oder

530 S. Kingsley Drive, #402 D N L )
Los Angeles, California 90020-3536 s

April 13, 2001

Mayor Richard Riordan

Office of the Mayor

City of Los Angeles

200 North Main Street, Suite 800
Los Aungeles, CA 20012

Dear Mayor Riordan:

I support construction of a light rail line along Exposition and Venice Boulevards in Los i
Angcles.s‘rﬁave”livea in Chicago where an extensive and heavily uscd public Transportation™
system allows for greater residential density and less traffic and parking congestion than in Los
Angcles. When light rail is sited, nearby property will appreciate and the nders will come.

2

Line, using an already wide right of way. It will benefit the museurns and the beach. It wil)
encourage people to visit Baldwin Hills. It will be a great assistance to people who live near
downtown and work on the West Side, and vice versa. It will make Los Angeles more tourist-
friendly. It will bring business to downtown Culver City.

3

This rail will allow connections to Culver City and Santa Monica without extending the Red j

I urge you to support this project.

Sincerely,

COMMENTS
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LOY ABCELES, CALIFOMMIA DMI2 RICHARD J. RIORQAN
IR F CaE T T DFFICE OF THE MAYDR AR

May 14, 2001

Danily B. Oder
530 S. Kingstey Dr. #402
Los Angeles, CA 90020

Doar Ms. Oder:

Thank you tor your letter to the City of Los Angeles Mayor's Office repsrding the
Exposition light rail. Among the top priorities of Mayor Richard Riordan™s
Admibmistration is to axake Los Anpeles a better place 10 work and Jtve. ‘To attain these
soils, government must be accountable to the public that it serves, With this in mind.
have Tarwarded your letter to the Metropolitan Transportation Authority. 1{ you have any
[urther questions or comments, please contact them at:

MTA

I Gateway Plazo

Los Angeles. CA 90012
{213) 922-7015

Thank you again for contacting the Mayor's Office.

Sincerely,

HRIEY ri':f*j'} Mehe oo
Maria Bouchereau

Constituent Services
Office of the Mayor

AN B L T AL IARINT PPt T i A A e A SR L “!'COMMENIS"“W -}1\;;_)

y
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Los Angeles County Metrepolitan Transportation Authority U.8. Department of Transportation
Mid- City/Weslside Transit Corridor Federal Transit Administration
Draft Environmental Impact Statement/Report

COMMENTS

Please use this page to submit your cormments about the Draft Environmental Impact Statémenlfﬂapart (DEIS/EIR) on the
Mid-City/Waestside Transkt Corridor. You may discuss any aspect of the project in which you are interasted,
Mo )

Melanis Ckamura
3936 Bladsoe Ave BO0EG

As a homeowner living near the Venice/Sepuiveda intersection, | was greatly concemed upon hearng about
the MTA's plans to install a light rail system so dose to my home not teel adequalely informed by the City
of Los Angeles or the MTA about this proposal — a community brochura that was passed to me by a resident of
Westside Village only made me worry more about the possible impact of a nearby rail system.

Aher reading the executive report an the transit proposals, | must strongly voice my opposition to the proposed
diversion along Venice and Sepulveda Bivds. Aga er, | am opposed 1o a costly diversion away from
existing and more direct rail route ) | am in favor of the Exrosition LRT proposa

Thank you

{if nacassary, please conlinye your comments on the roverss side of this paper.)
To receive information regarding the Mid-Clty/Westzide Transit Corridor DEIS/EIR, pleaze complete the information betow.

Name Phone/Fax
Address

y/State/Zip :

Mall shest by Fridsy, June 15, 2001 to:
MTA, ATTN: David Miwger, Ona Gateway Plaza, Mall Stop pe-22-5, Los Angates,
{310) 366-B8443 Fax: (213) S22-3060 E-Mail: mmmcmm.nm Aeuipwaﬂgﬁ.;g
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Nl Angelas County Mewopoiitan Transportstion Authority 115, Deparment of Transportation
mcwm‘rmﬂcmm . Facdoral Tronail Administyation
Cwaft Envirormandal bgascs Stabseriond/Faport

COMMENTS | Ro (1)

Mmmp?wmwmumwmwmmmmwmmm

 Mid-ChyAWastuiclo Trammit Comidor. You may discuse any sspect of the prolact In which you are interested.
I am a resident of the West of Westwood HOA and I support Alt, 1, ] {
Buses are more flexibie, Rail is fixed. Buses can deviate from the line to ] p:

avoid sensitive areas such as schools and homes rail cannot.

There is a proven ridership on Wiishire, The Wilshire Rapid Bus can not kegp j 3
up with the demand.

It travels through activity tenters that service the people of Los Angeles and

tourist. 4

Exposition Bivd. does not do that. | -

- S

The Expo ROW goes through neighborhoods, The detour on Expo proved T

that going through Commercial Zones and pot nejghborhogds increases A\

the ridership.

Untit Expo ROW’s detour travels through more commercial than residential ] fa

areas it shouid not be developed.

The Wilshire Rapid Bus and Expo ROW paraliel each other in Santa Monica. -1

If you develop Expo ROW Santa Monica will have two rapid lines to it and

Venice none.

Mitigating the negative impact Expo ROW will have on residential J ¥

neighborhoods witl be too costly. Money can better be used on Wilishire.

Develop the route that services more people. ]Q?

» , UGS OONtiu YL COrMITIE dry (e Nkt Rite of thig )

To reosive inforpstion regerdieg the Mid.City/Westside Tranait Coevidor DEIS/EIR, please complets the iriormation balow.
ame___ Risa  OKin__ w_ 30 Y75 6057
wssma ASSY VAl ran ) *
caysmarzio_ {4 (A S00 6 ,V

nﬂﬂ-nuyhupm 1B, 20 o2
MTA, ATTN: Dviet Minger. Ona Gaomaay P M3 S0 99-27-5_ Los Aogides, CA 50018
{300 DAY Fax 12100 5223060 E-Mdall: MeoCitvWasiuhe O mbe. nal
. . g s o bt e = CONINMIENTS

Page 774



R |\l =

m Los Angeles County Mevopolien Transporation Authority u,s.-Deparmam of Transportation

Mid- Cly/Westside Transit Corridos : Federal Transi Admnistration
D Erviconmmemtsd impect Statemant/Report
COMMENTS ; So (1)

Plumuum umwwmmuwammmmmwm(mmmm
Mymu-hm.mlcww You may discuss Ay aspect of tha project in which you are interssted. |

1 am a resident of the West of Westwood HOA and I support Alt. 1. ] ' (

Buses are more flexible. Rall Is fixed. Buses can deviate from the line to 1 b
avoid sensitive areas such as schools and homes rail cannot.

There Is a proven ridership on Wilshire. The Wilshire Rapid Bus can not keep ] 3
up with the demand.

It travels through activity centers that service the people of Los Angeles and
tourist.

Exposition Bivd. does not do that,

The Expo ROW goes through neighborhoods. The detour on Expo proved g
that going through Commercial Zones and not neiahborhoods increases

the ridership.

Until Expo ROW's detour travels through more commercial than. residental ] é
areas it should not be developed.

If you develop Expo ROW Santa Monica will have two rapid lines to it and

The Wilshire Rapid Bus and Expo ROW parallel each other in Santa Monica. j 7
Venice none,

Mitigating the negative impact Expo ROW will have on residential
neighborhoods will be too costly. Money can better be used on Wilshire. 8

Develop the route that services more people. ] °|

(M rcusiyy, plonsh Sorninue Your comments on e revens side of this peper.)
To receiva information reparding the Mid-Clty/Wesixide Yransit Cosmidor DEISAIR, please comgiets he formatinn below.

name_Ciraseat Qpind PhonefFax ZJIDM‘?‘&» -bD37

mmww.lﬁmw

* Mokt whanet by Frichny, Jung 15, 2001 b 3
WTA, ATTM: David MNesger. Cne Gawrwey Pinga, Ma¥ Smp 99-22-5, Los Angeies, CA 30012
D310 3565443 Fax: 1710 822-2050 E-MME Mm@, ft
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From: Garytopol9ao@ca.com [mailto:CGarytonol?40oes. com

Sent: Monday, June 11, 2001 10:14 AM

To: MidCityWestside@mta.net; Secondlisurictaboz.co.la.ca.us;

Fifthpisgrictdbos. co.la.ca.us; dondbos.oo. la.ca,us;

molinaghos.co.la.ca.ug; zevebes.co.la.ca.us; Rriordanemayor.ol.la.ca.us;
barnson@cl.edi.la.ca.ug; Jlgaspi@acl.com; jwalden@mayor.lacity.ord; C;F%b (]')
fagsanajrépcmagic.net; frobervs@cityoflancasterca.org; BeAPro®aol.com; '
pam-oconnor@santa-monica.org; Friends4Expo@acl.com

subject: Light Kail Needed.

Dear Council Member:

Although I live in Simi valley, I frequently make btrips inte downtown Los
Angeles and fmel that an efficient light rail system is vital to this energy \
short apd transportation plagued area, A light rall system wounld go a long
way to eliminave traffic congestion and over use of limited resources

{electrical power and foasil fuel). I

Thank you.

Gary T. Ono

COMMENTS
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From: Mid-City west‘ﬁ"dezom 10:36 AM
Sent: Monday, June 11/ com’ )

To: 'Garytonel940@C®
Subject : RE: Ligbt Rail Needed.
Mr. Ouo;:

Thank you for your comment on the Mid-City/Westside DEIS/EIR,

We bave logged your comment into the record.
before the MTA Board on June 28, 2001. The DEIS and a

o
we are scheduled to gcs received will be presented. At that time 2 locally

summary of the commer will be selected
preferred pltermatpive i

Sincerely,

Mid-Citv/Westsige prod®ch Team

[

COMMENTS
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- JUN 14 2001

SCANNED
IN RMC
Walter Oppenheimer
10601 Wilshire Boulevard, 1503 N 8 l‘)

Los Angeles, CA 90024
June 11, 2001

Mr. David Mieger, Project Manager
Los Angeles County MTA, One Gateway Plaza
Mail Stop 99-2-5, Los Angeles, CA 90012

Dear Mr, Mieger-

over 80 people, located at the intersection of Wilshire Boulevard and Westholme Avenue, 1

As a long time resident of Wilshire House, home to approximately 100 people and exnployer to ]
|
strongly oppose the proposed installation of the Wilshire Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) by the MTA.

Boulevards) in emphasizing the fact that speeding buses in exclusive lanes wili only add to the

I join with other residents of the Wilshire Boulevard Corridor (between Comstock and Westwood 1 5
congestion of this beavily traveled Bonlevard. The installation of 2 BRT system along Wilshire

Boulevard is a dangerous and destructive proposal ThE potennial decrease in Tanes for service

vehicles, emergency vehicles and automobiles, 1o accommodate the exclusive bus lanes, will only I
add to the existing dangerous turn conditions, frequency of collisions, traffic noise, pollution,

bamly muvmghnnper-toblmpm‘u‘aﬁamxdﬂm mmberofﬁ'usn‘ated dnvm W

m@.wmomﬂmﬁ&“m pmposulmﬂmrmdmts
and employees Comnidor overwhelmingly outweighs its benefits. The time saved by the j‘-’-
Rapid buges is minimal yet the hazard the buses present to the health and safety of this commumnity

are insurmountably mmgﬁﬁﬂomﬂ?ﬂmmmphym&l danger to both sitomobile

drivers, pedestrians and ressdents, the noise, the increased pollution, the traffic upheaval, the

inevitable loss of street parking, the impossible delivery conditions, and the inconvenience of & 2-3

year construction  project will undoubtedly have an adverse impact on property values in this 5
communrity s well as the tax base. ‘The Wilshire Corridor is one of the most desirable and

expensive residential arcas i Los Angeles and should not be so negatively impacted by a gystem
destined to fuil!

T understand that the Expositon Light Rail system has received overwhelming support from local

citizens. I encourage you to consider proceeding with the installation of a Light Rail system along
Exposition Boulevard. This is a much more sensible aliernative with the potential to genuinely (;
relieve the traffic congestion as the Westside grows without being detrimental to this outstanding
Westside residential community. Thank you for your consideration.

COMMENTS
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MITCH & BARBARA ORILIK
2562 KELTON AVE,
LOS ANCELEGS, CA. 90064
(3L0) 694-1080
Pux: (B19) 463-0439

Supervisor Yvonne Buke

Supervisor Zrv Yaroslavsky
Mayor John Hahn
David Micger, MTA

Dear Sirs and Madame,
We are writing to express our strong opposition to mil on Exposition. :l 1

We support Alt. #j%lshnmmvd.hasamvm ridership. Rupid Bus on W, ;hmcannot

keep up with the demand. Wilshire Blwd. Tmmtuusedbybnﬂlmmdm
Exmmmmmmwcmmwmmmm Expo ;
ridership increased with the detowr when it went down commercial, not residential areas,

1t is too costly to properly mitigate, G

7
We do mot support il onExpo]Wedthhedm. ]3

Orlik
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BTG

10742 Ashby Avemme
Los Angeles CA 90064

Cw ﬂf ) . , B FETSIE

Los Angeles Coymty Metropolitan Tramsit Authority
One Gateway Plaza
Los Angeles 90012

' Doar Mr. Micger,
Ny residbif i the arn o Homss’
Amcmlon. !mvmlmgﬂm lumwwu mhahalfofam;mﬂyofthhomwm in

it by e Wetwod Gt O -

our mnghborhnodwho domtugm:wuhthn decision of our Boardofl)mmw

i mmmmmmmmmw ’(

MosthomwmlhawspokﬂtommponAMWI

O BT

AL 3 mh:dﬁndetowofcwmrghboﬂmod,nnnyofmmmcmedﬁmtthewml

’ voiccsofFﬁmdstlExponmymultinﬂmdetombeingmvisiwdamithemmthmugh
our neighborhood reestablished. However unfounded this fear may be, it is certainly real S
to us. TthwtwoodGardmCchsmcmtmnnmmenwedmmkﬁafomulwwy
ofthchonmwms. Iwammmkcxtahmdanﬂychuﬁuttbhomdofmmufﬂw

WGCA does not mpm the majority hormeowner's view. J

Sincerely yours,

COMMENTS
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@ L.os Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority u.s. Deparﬁnmt of Transportation
Py Mid- CityWestside Transit Corridor ’ ' , Federal Transit Administration
Draft Environmental Impact Statement/Report

) COMMENTS SERD

Pleasa use this page to submit your comments about the Draft Environmental Impact StatementReport (DEIS/EIR) on the
Mid-Chy/Wastside Transit Corridor. You may discuss any aspect of the project in which you are interested.

ST patalizsscal P TRE frmimaiy po il ta-
AL Wﬂm G L B Fry pae Ao \2
S g o T [ 2

l

(¥ necessary, please continue your comments on the reverse side of thia pnper.).
To NW meganding the Mid-City/Westside Transit Corridor DEIS/EIR, please complete the information below.
UD\/

Name GE - : PtmefFax_
Address /ﬁ‘é'/.?f AJAZ?;J ﬁ'u; L

' Ciyrstate/zip £ ?&aéy

_ Mall shwel by Eriday, June 15, 2001 to: MENTS
MTA, ATTN: Darid Mieger, One Gateway Plae, Mal S 99-22-5, Los Angales, 2 782
(1700 286-6443 Fax: 1272 922-3080 E-Ma: MEdCityWestside 8 mba. nel age



e Los Anguoles County Matropolitan Transpoctation Authority 1.5, Departrnant of Transportaiiof
Wit~ CWMWTW Corvidor Faderal Transit Administration
Dralt Environmental Impact Statement/Repon

COMMENTS

.Lﬁmmwwumwwmmmw&mm Impact StaternéstReport (DEIS/EIR) on the
Mid-City/Westside Transit Comidor, You may discusa any aspect of the project in which you are interested,

I am a resident of the West of Westwood HOA and I support Alt. 1. | j { =

Buses are more flexible. Rail is fixed. Buses can deviate from the line to va
avoid sensitive areas such as schools and homes rail cannot. L

There is a proven ridership on Wilshire. The Wilshire Rapid Bus can not keeE) —
up with the demand. ,

It travels through activity centers that service the people of Los Angeles and | “{

tourist.
Exposition Bivd. does not do that. J
P .
The Expo ROW goes through neighborhoods. The detour on Expo proved n .
that going through Commercial Zones and pgt neighborhogds increases 5
the ridership. | 4
) Until Expo ROW’s detour travels through more commercial than residential C: |

areas it should not be developed.

The Wilshire Rapid Bus and Expo ROW parallel each other in Santa Monica. hﬂ) -
If you develop Expo ROW Santa Monica will have two rapid lines to it and __{ T
Venice none.

Mitigating the negative impact Expo ROW will have on residential M}
neighborhoods will be too costly. Money can better be used on Wilshire, 1

,,,r--'\ '
i
e

Develop the route that services more people.

(1 nacessary, ploase continua your comments on the raverss sice of this papar,)

To recelve information rdipg the Mid-City/Wastside Transh Cormridor DEIS/EIR, pleasa compiels tha information oolow.
Name (= eo E ; &\V""\QT“ Phone/Fax_.5 10 1M -1 ey

Address__ 2.5 D\ \]e"ﬁ.ﬁ.rm, P2

Ciy/State/Zip__\m0S HM—S) eles C Dy g 606

Mait shant by Friciay, Juns 15, 2001 1o
MEA, ATTN: David Magor, Cne Gateway Plazn. Mail Swp 99-72-5 Los Angeies, DA 90012
13101 36G6-6441 Fax: 12131 922.3060 E-Man: MusCivW estsion B oL, net
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From: Mid-City WestSide

Sent: Tuesday, June 19, 2001 10:26 AM
To: ‘Geoff Palmer!

Subject : RE: Exposition Right of Way

Mr . Palmer:
Thank you for your comment on the Mid-City/Westside DEIS/EIR.

We have logged your comment inteo the record.

we are schetduled to go before the MTA Board on June 28, 2001. The DEIS and a
summary of the commente recelved will be presented. At that vime a locally
preferred alternative will be selected.

Sincerely,
Mid-City/Westslde Project Team

~~~~~ Original Mepgage-----

From: Geoff Palmer [mailbto:proheli@esarthlink.net) /
Sent: Thurgday, June 14, 2001 11:37 AM

To: Bupervisor Burke

Subject: Exposgition Right of way

G

I wanted to express my concerns and ideas about the proposed transportation
eorridor along the Exposition Right of Way in Rancho Park. I am a resident and
home owner at 2521 Veteran Ave. Thie is approximately one block from the right

of way.

I am oppoged to any form of transportation aleng this corrider with the “1
exception of a paved bike path.{T feel that the noise POlTUEIGH WHd vikration = :]

;J

from trains moving along this corridor will be unacceptable. The right of way
goes through far too many guiet residencial areas, zlose to schools and is noe
located in a place that best serves the general public.

T understand that a recent study showed that if the transportarion corrider is
placed in areas where there are many destination centers, the ridership

(M

/1

increases. If the purpose of the corrider is to zerve the general pUbllu, then *r
the Exposition right of way is not the place for a traim. e o

1 feel that a greater need exists along the Wilshize Corrldquijhe Ldea of

dedicated bus lapes is a far more effective way to increase ridership. A bus can

use the fast dedicated lanes yet still has the ability to branch off on existing
roads when the demand changes or the need arises, A train jig a linear point to

peint form of trangport with no optiong teo vary the route when reguired. It is

{51

limived by the track it travels on. The Bus usBing existing roads is far more
flexible, less expensive to operate, and requires far fewer expendiiures to make
it a viable operatiop.

L
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I beiieve a bike path is the best idea for the Exposition corrideor. If prmmatedhmh)‘;
) properly we could have an incredibly quiet and non polluting alternative form of
t*anspurtatmog_fiﬁgwaéather and ferrain are ideally suited for this rype of

activity and high usage could be expected. There is absolutely no rsason why a 7
bicycle path or bicvele freeway could not ke an effective means of communing

here in Los Angeles as it is in other major cities of the world. meAJ
Lets keep the major transportation corridors where they are, in existing high

use areas where they will be less disruptive and serve the most people. Lets ig'

keep our ¢gquiet neighborheods guiet and our children safe from speeding trains by
considering the bhicyecle option for the Expesition corridor.
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JUN 15 2001

SCANNED
IN RMC
Roger A. Papet
2715 Selby Avenue R &)

Los Angeles, CA 90064

June 13, 2001

Mr. David Mieger, MTA
One Gateway Plaza
Mail Stop 99-22-5

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Dear Mr. Micger

I support Alernative 1 - Wilshire Brt - beeause it will serve the most transit riders on the
westside, | Exténsion of the subway to the westside is the best solution , but for now that is not "\

being considered. \IETEs spend the money where the most ridership exists.™ “I=
Sincerely
%*7/-, Q“w @Fﬁ\
Roger A. Papet
COMMENTS
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. Mid- City/Westside TravsR Corridor ‘ Faderal Transil Admirdstration
Dreft Efviconmental Impact smmnmnpm .

) COMMENTS

mmmmmmmmmmmwmmsmwmm(mwmmm
‘-'-WTWM vmmmwmummmmmmmm .
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(if necessary, pleage coniinue your conmumems on the reverse side of mm paper.}
To recelve information reganding the Mid-City/Wentside Transd Comidor DEIS/EIH, pisasa compiete the mformation bnluw

Name "n‘fi;b Frone/Fax
cnens__PUED g17lan) bz
piyrstaterzip__| D% Wedits (o Qmﬁ[ , ‘

Mall sheel by Friday, June 15, 2001 L
MTA, ATTN; Davig bingar, One Gawway Plaza. Mad Stnp 99-22-5, Los Angeles Gwn
(2100 I656443 Fax: (213) 922-3060 E-Mak: MidCivwWastsice Smia net Paﬂgﬁgg



From: Mid-City WestSide
Sent : Tuesday, June 1%, 2001 10:26 AM

To ‘mapdesigna@earthlink ., net’
Subject: RE: EXPOSITION LIGHT RAIL
M. Pelz:

Thank you for your comment on the Mid-City/Weetside DETIS/EIR.

We have logged your comment inte the record.

We are scheduled to go before the MTA Board on June 28, 2001. The DEIS and a
summary ©f the comments received will be presented. At that time a Jocally
preferraed alternative will be selecred,

Bincerely,
Mid-Qity/Westside Project Team

————— Original Message-----

From: Marla Pely [mailto:mapdesignséearthlink.net])

Sent: Thursday, June 14, 2001 6:36 PM < W&
To: midecitywestsidegmta . net v
Subject: EXPOSITION LIGHT RAIL

TO: DAVID MIRGER, MTA
{

Thie note is to advipe you that I am totally oppoasd. to light rail on
the Expositlion I am fotally for the use of Rapid Bus on Wilshire -~

Blvd. The bus gystem has been working well and there iﬁwffﬂﬁfﬁgmﬁﬂwmm—~1
change it, \It would aleo be pradent LC uUBE ETRAPTH EUE &n Venice : ]E?

Blvd. or Washingtono Blvd. as well.

NC LIGHT RAIL ON EXPO - WE DON'T NEED IT T0O TIE UP TEAFFIC ON
SURRCUNDING STREETS, CREATE NOISE IN OUR NEIGHRBORHOODS AND CREATE SAFETY LF

HAZARDS OR OUR CITIZENS.

Sharon Pelz

10534 Ayres Avenue
Los Angeles, CA 90064
(310) 474-1313

Prom; Mid-City wegtSlde
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Sujuct:
Dube.  Wed, 13 Jun 2001 16010:19 0500

Roeply Reply Al Forward v Previous Mexd Cloge
TOr LDAVID MIEGER, HTA
This note ls to 1 u th I tok light. rall on v
the Exposition. am Ctota or the use of Rapid Bus on ahire 3
Blwi_. The bus syxtem has besn wor no need Lo c—
change 1b. Y alao prodent to usxe the Rapid Hus on Venice T
Blvwd. or Washington Plwl. am well. :]
NO LYGHT R™IL ON EXPO -~ WE DON'T NEED IT TO TIE UP TRAFFIC (N
BURROUNDING STRERTS, CREATE NOISE IN OUR NEIGHBORHOODS MND CRERTE SAPETY (.{
BAZAREE OR OUR CITIZENS.
Sharon Pelr
1093¢ Ayres Avenus
owx Angedes, CA 90064
{310} 474-1313

Reply Reply Al Forward Deleta Provious Nex Close

I ove to Seiected Foider) Ml
ot ool swhewrs 'yorki ey ey Husierell OF Sl YA P3N wre cnlian, worsd et Rmiiney ey rvmi; o

A6o0m. Yoy Woe roovet Evwndergy stofionmes oy Mol it isslony. it amy bo gudl mrave e thee Gl your FEE
sloebod of METN Exploser 08 DERSIRSm o, G

Spocin) Fonlag:

W Lhaks:
By Ml S0 pret GION, Chwad il
Lavniond Mok Aby youy Stnon o7
'm B Eondy Ihe YaiXy beet netwongl Snence sie
Eten Cowray . o0, your S g faney
. Phasrecy S0k O YOUX 0Ny b0
M. [V

& 2001 Wriwol Componefion. AR righis ressrved, TERME OF USE  TRUSTs Approwed Frivacy Sinserend

..WWIMWWIMWWWNMWMMWI
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SCANNED

IN RMC
SHARON PELZ |
10934 AYRES AVENUE ~ MAY 11 2001
LOS ANGELES, CA 90064
(310) 474-1313 Sp (1)

' May 4, 2001

Mr. David Mieger

Project Manager

Los Angeles County MTA

One Gateway Plaza, Mai) Stop 99-22-5
Los Angeles, CA 950012

RE: Exposition Right-of-Way

Dear Mr. Mieger:

s

As I cannot attend one of the three meetings on the above subject, this letter will serve to J \

express Imy opinion.
"R

My support is for the Wilshire Bus Rapid Transit (‘BRDjlt seems to be the best option 3
as ridership numbers apparently are higher than expected and Wilshire Blvd. is a main
line going into downtown.

As destination has always been more important than how many people actually live along
a bus/rail line, nsing a straight path from the Pacific Ocean to downtown would make the
most sense.} Y Tecall an old service route that went from the beac

using Venice; perhaps a second BRT should be studied for Venice Blvd.

&
Rail is not acceptable throngh school/residential neighborhoods. s The noise of bells and
whistles, the train noise and vibration, and the delay at major mtersections does not have
to happen when an alternative such as Wilshire Blvd. BRT is meeting the comummuter's
needs.

Thank you for your attention to this matter, 1‘%

Sharon Pelz

ce: WOWHOA
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‘ ' WL Fa
,.M Lon Angsles County Matropolitan Transportation Authority .5, Dopmnemoﬂrmapmmonc”
- Mid- City/W astside Tranalt Corridor Federal Transit Administration
Draft Environmantal impact Stalament/Report

)y | COMMENTS

mmgommmmmwurmmmmmMnmnEnvmmwhWSmtmmﬂRepmmEmmmm
Translt Corrickr. Ywmmwumdmmhmwhmmmm &

Y

pronnnie e

T, e
LA
Tuy

Mr, David Mieger,

We are strongly o ‘_ggosed to any transportation on Scpulvcda vd, And l \
‘Exposition Row. The oply thing we will support &5 the 2 7 path fidm
'Vtmicb and Robcmon Boulevnrds to Sepulveda Boulevard . _) | 2-'

(M nemmry please comhuu your commants on the revermse side ol this paper.)
To mcalve information Illd-CitvMuswldn Transit Corvi S/EWH, please complate the mformation beic

% N ax 3[0“‘79’“3‘-‘.,&
293 ("Q%{M

City/Stale/Zip Doy 0ob 9[ N

Mail xheet by Eridoy, June 15, 2007
MTA, ATTH: David Mieget, One Gabaway Plazs, Mail Sop 09-22-5, Los Angetas, GA 90012
100 D6E-GA40 Fasc (21730 A22-3080 E-Mail: MdCitvWestsios mlﬂ.lCo M M E NTS
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M Los Anpeles County Metropolitan Tranaportation Authority } .8, Departmant of Tranyporiation
Mid- CRyAW estside Transd Comdor . Foderel Transit Aoministration
Draft Environmenta) impact Staternent/Repoant

| COMMENTS =

Plaase e this pags 10 submit your comments about the Dralt Ervironmenta! impact StstementFepert (DEISYEIR) on the
Micd-City/Wastside Trarsh Corridor, ‘You may dscuss any aspect of the project in which you ane interasted.

1am a resident of the Westwood Garden Civic Organization and I DQ NOT SUPPORT Ty
ALT 2 1 SUPORT ALT. 3 e
There is a proven ridership on Wilshire. The Wiishire Rapid Bus can not keep s
up with the demand. A
It travels through activity centers that service the people of Los Angeles and "!
tourist. / .
- >
Exposition Blvd, does not do that, |
The Expo ROW goes through nelghborhoeds. The detour on Expo proved "
that going through Commercial Zones and pot neighborhoods increases J o
the ridership.
Until Expo ROW's detour travels through mare commercial than residential i =
. areas it should not be developed. -
The Wilshire Rapid Bus and Expo ROW parallel each other in Santa Monica. "
If you develop Expo ROW Santa Monica will have two rapid lines to it and 7
Venice none. i
Mitigating the negative impact Expo ROW will have on residential | ~r
nelghborhoods will be too costly. Money can better be used on Wilshire.
Develop the route that services more people. |,"f';,‘

[ eeassany, pluese conlinie o COMMEBnty. an o revens sido of this paber.)
To recaive dformstion regarding the Mid-CRyfWonstsice Transit Conitior DEVS/EIR, pikass comphite the irformation bBelow.

Nare 'Bc,r\-"_\"#{e_n 2 PhonedT ax (_5::::) SL3Y-q4a 9

addross LS (el Widva e Av.
cwﬁmtmp.wwmm ‘{

Wal srwat by Frigey, dute 18, 2001 te;
WTA, ATTH: D Nuaer, Che Gatwway Piara, Mal Sion 09.23.% Lot Anpetes, TA 80013
VIO IER-BALY Fau: 12713 0232 3060 E-Mask Wil sigoe & my et
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EMJ mmwmmmmanmmmAumny | U.S. Department of Transpoytation

Mid- Clty/Westside Transk Corrklor Faderal Transit Administration
Dreft Eovironmuntal impact StatemanVRaport
. ‘ E P00 )
) COMMENTS

Please usq this page 10 sutwrit your camments about the Dralt Envirmental impact StatemaentFeport (DEIS/EIR) on e
Miki-Uity/Westaicde Tranalt Corridor, You may divcuss any aspect of the project in which you are Inlerested.

1am a resident of the Westwood Garden Civie Organization and I DO NOT SUPPORT j
ALT3 1 SUPORTALL.2

There is a proven ridership on Wilshire. The Wilshire Rapid Bus can not keep
up with the demand.

oy

It travels through activity centers that service the people of Los Angeles and
tourist.

Y

Expositon Blvd. does not do that.

The Expo ROW goes through neighborhoods. The detour on Expe proved 7

that going through Commercial Zones and pot neighborhoods increases *
the ridership. ’

Until Expo ROW's detour travels through more commercial than residential
} areas it should not be developed. —

The Wilshire Rapid Bus and Expo ROW parailel each other In Santa Monica, !

1f you develop Expo ROW Santa Mornica will have tweo rapid lines to it and ;T
Venice none.

Mitigating the negative impact Expo ROW will have on residential ™M
neighborhoods will be too costly. Money can better be used on Wilshire.

Develop the route that services more people. ¥

] . plense conlinug F SN on e ravertan sicks of Wile papr.)
To smcetve information regerding Y Mid-City/Wentside Transit Comtder DEIS/EIR, please complate thy information below.

name__Emily Yorcz PhoneFax_ ZI0 I3Y - A4S D
pakoss DSl bLiduate Potesmant
crysumtazp____w-A A 00 &

Mind shyut by Friduy, June 15, 2001 o
MTA, ATTN; Daweic MirQer, Orie Garsway Finza. Mail Stop 99-21-5, Los Anpeies. CA 90017
100 Do6.8443 Eaw: 12101 922-J000 E-Mad . MaciClivVraasaca Wmis. et

-
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Termi Tippit

) Frowm:; "Emily Pervy” <s-perezffmediaone net>

To: "Terri Tippit* <tmtippit@earthlini_net>
Sent Monday, June 11, 2001 10:55 PM
Subject: Fw: Alemative 1 re:ROW

—--- Original Message .-
From: "Emily Perez” <e-perezi@mediaone net>
To: <midcitywegtside@mta. pet=>

Sent: Monday, June 11, 2001 10:48 PM
Subject: Alterative 1 re: ROW

> 1 am a member of Westwood Gardens and 1 DO NOT support Alt. 3. ||

> [ only support Alt. 1
> Cur board did not poll it's members of the 3 alternatives and there ar

many | ‘
> people that feel the same way about this issue as I dc. 7
> Therefore I oppose to Alt.3 and SUPPORT ALT 1. d
> Unfortunately our board is making decisions without letting us (the ] {
members) '
> know whalt is going on.
> .

> Thank you,

i > Emily Perez
e
>

6/11/2001
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We are scheduled to go before the MTA Board on June 28, 2001. The DEIS and a
sumnary of the comments received will be presented. At that time a locally
preferred alternative will be selecred.

Sinceraly,

Mid-city/Westside Project Team

w=v-0Original Message----- . (_l )
From: Joyce Pererzell [mailte:toycarlady@earxthlink.net] :jﬁb‘T’P

Sent; Wedneesday, May 30, 2001 10:36 AM

To:; mideitywestsidedmta.pet

subject: No on a Parking lot on Expesirion!

Attentiom: David Mieger
Dear Mr. Mieger:

It has come kto oy attention that your office is congidering putting a
parking lot fur the LRT or BRT projects between Military and Sepulveda
on Exposition. This has not been made public as far ag T know; I
learned of it from a neighborhoiod flver. I checked the proposals at
the recent MTA meeting at the Veterans Hogpital in West Los Angeleg, and
there it was!

s,
1 i
1
When will you pecple down there realize that there are REAL people

living right acress the street from this proposed mmnaﬁrmaity? For

years we bave lived with the ungightly neglect of this area, first from

Southern Pacifiec and now from the city.

2.

Would you sanction such a parking lot near your bome? I think not. All
of us living on or near Exposition will VIGOROUSLY fight any attempt Co
put a huge parking lot in our area,

3

Sincermly,
Joyce M. Peterzell.

¥
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From: Mid-City WestSide

Sent: Wedneaday, May 30, 2001 10:38 AM

To: ' Joyee Petsrzell’ ,
Subject: - RE: No on a Parking lot on Expoeition!

M&. Peterzell:

Thank you for your comment on the Mid-City/Westside DEIS/EIR.
We have logged your comment into the record.
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SCANNED
iN RMC
May 25, 2001
David R, Pettijohn
Post Office Box 841073
Los Angeles, CA 850064 D A F ( l\)

Mr. David Mieger

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transit Authority
One Gateway Plaza, MS 99-22-5

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Mid-City/Westside Transit Coridor, Witshire Bus Rapid Transit & Exposition Transitway
Draft Environmental impact Statement/Draft Environmental Impact Report
California State Clearinghouse Number; 2000051058, Dated Aprit 6, 2001

Dear Mr. Mieger.

| am writing you this letier to express my shock and dismay at the MTA’s decision to
renege on their commitment to homeowners not to build anything including parking jots on
the Exposition right of way east of Sepuive‘gﬂﬁ 15 now apparent that homeowners in
Ranche Park were deceived by this commifrfiént, and we must again band together to
prevent the 270-space parking lot on Exposition east of Sepulveda from being buiit.

In the DEIR/DEIS the MTA considers the following impacts to be less than signiticant
with implementation of “mitigation measures”,

»  Anincrease in neighboriood noise at all hours of the day and night as
commuters and other riders move through our neighborhood to park their cars

and get to the Transitway. Think about 260 cars starting and warming up across
the street from yow house, would you not fight?

» An increase in naighborhood traffic for the same reasons listed above.

» A loss of privacy to all residences adjacent to the parking facility as riders will
be able o look across the street into our residences resulting in loss of privacy,

» Anincrease in air pollution both from the construction of the lot and the increase
in neighborhood traffic,

» The additional glare from Parking Lot lighting which will be on 24 hours a day 7
days a week producing a new source of light and glare for adjacent homeowner. [
|
1

»  Loss of property value {o all homeowners, especially those in the area south of
Exposition and between Sepulveda and Military. /

| ask you, would these impacts seem *less than significant” if they were happening directly ™1 e
across the street from your living room window? YAnd what does thé MTA offer us as

mitigation for these impacts? Landscaping and Fences, and oh yes, the promise to use best
available technology to reduce glare. There you have it, you can build whatever you want 5
even in a low-density residential neighborhood and all you need as mitigation is some chain ,
link, a few bushes and a hood or two on the street lights. Why even bother tc go through the f

sham of doing a DEIR/ADEIS if you are going to insuit the intelligence of the public you __J
pretend o be serving.

David R. Petlijohn
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SCANNED

IN RMC
Los Angeles, 11 June 2001 ? P L i )
LA County MTA,
Attn: David Mieger
Dear Sir,
b

This letter is to inform you that I am in total support of building the light rail line thru the |
Wmmidc} I support both the Exposifion or Venice/Sepulveda, the more limes, the betier. _] -

In this way 1 will be able to ride the train to points east, easily reach the Red Line, Blue :] 2
Line, downtown.

Thank you, | ] ‘{‘

To B

Paul Petr
3015 Greenfield Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90034-3012
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‘ SCANNED
Howard and §. Louise Phanstiel - IN RMC
Whilshire House _
10601 Wilshire Boulevard, Unit 403

Los Angeles, CA 90024 L P C \)
June 5, 2001
Mr. David Mieger, Project Mamager TRt e | mana
Los Angeles County MTA

One Gateway Plaza, Mail Stop: 99-22-5
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Dear Mr, Mieger:

As a resident of Wilshire house, home to approximately 100 people and employer to over 80
people, located at the intersection of Wilshire Boulevard and Westholme Avenue, [ strongly \
oppose the proposed installation of the Wilshire Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) by the MTA.

1 join with other residents of the Wilshire Boulevard Corridor (between Comstock and

Westwood Boulevards) in emphasizing the fact that speeding buses in exclusive lanes will only Pd
add to the congestion of this heavily traveled Boulevard. The installation of a BRT system along
Wilshire Boulevard is a dangerous and destructive proposal. \The potential decrease inTanes for ™)
service vehicles, emergency vehicles and automobiles, to accommodate the exclusive bus lanes,
will only add to the existing dangerous turn conditions, frequency of collisions, traffic noise, 5
pollution, barely moving bumper-to-bumper traffic and the number of frustrated drivers. Itis
unrealistic to believe that the Wilshire BRT will be a solution to traffic congestion on this street
as the Westside population grows. \The negative safety and environmental mnpact of this
proposal on the residents and employees of the Corridor overwhelmingly outweighs its benefits. | &
The time saved by the Rapid buses is minimal yet the hazard the buses present to the health and
safety of this community are insurmountably massivm-th%i—ﬁm
danger to both antomobile drivers, pedestrians and residents, the noise, the increased pollution,

the traffic upheaval, the inevitable loss of streel parking, the impossible delivery conditions, and C
the inconvenience of a 2-3 year construction project will undoubtedly have an adverse imnpact on
property values in this community. The Wilshire Corridor is vne of the most desirable and

expensive residential areas in Los Angeles and should not be so negatively impacted by a system
destined 1o fail!

I understand that the Exposition Light Rail system has received overwhelming support from

local citizens. 1 encourage you to consider proceeding with the installation of a Light Rail

system along Exposition Boulevard. This is a much more sensible alternative with the potential (p
to genuinely relicve the traffic congestion as the Westside grows without being detrimental to

this outstanding Westside residential community. Thank you for your consideration.

SLP/cal

COMMENTS
Page 801



LA CNTy Mtwy 6,@7’5"«)'49 JER()
T9-2°5 - CA Yo/ 47

JONE /7/. Foe /

VErp M. MEEEP

1T STRONG Ly Qﬂgﬁﬁg )
1 HE A?ﬂ@zf.?c?jé'ﬁ //L’ﬁfﬂ//ﬁffam.f

,§L A e LS e Bus [
= W KLoprp 1TRANSIH 5y IHE 475 ]
= T, AS A SEN 0F

Ry Fibd 7 Qap't CRost s
wm Ll Aow 40 THE

S Wawer7en fiie A ww

™ e tenrrFic. Av/se

/5 DEFFENINSE. (olecaps)

Plegse LECon o1 0f L

THiG PeoPosal. =

C;WM 7'/) w&jﬁ

COMMENTS
Page 802



Los Angeles County Metropoiitan Transportation Authority U.S. Department of Transportation
Mid- City/Westside Transit Corridor Federal Transit Administration
Draft Environmental impact Stalmnenmeport ‘

SUPe )

| COMMENTS

Please use this page to submit your comments about the Draft Environmental Impact Staternent/Report (DEIS/EIR) on the
Mid—GrtyMesmda Transit Comidor. You may discuss any aspect of the project in which you are interestaeq,

| urge the MTA 10 build a fight rail from West Los Angeles to downtown. A bus [ine is no longer satisfactory or ] \
sufficient.

As the Executive Director of the Epilepsy Foundation, [ represent about 90 thousand peopie with epilepsy in
Los Angeles County. Many of those we serve are unable to drive because of seizures. This alcng with the
1otally abysmal public tmne.portatlon in Los Angeles prevents thcausands in QUr_ ComIMuN

¥
cannot dnve to and from work.

When you consider the cost — consider also lass of taxes when peopie cannot work and be productive \f
members of society because they cannot afford gas, car insurance and/or cannot drive. i, z

Susan Pistsch
28342 Rey de Copas
*alibu, CA 80265

“xecutive Director

inlepsy Foundation
600 Wilshire Blvd.

Suite 920

Los Angeles, CA S0010

()f necansary, plaase contitie your comments on the reverse side of this papear.)
To recelve Information regarding the Mid-Cly/Westsids Transit Coridar DEIS/EIR, plense complete the information below.

Name Phona/Fax

dress

Sity/State/Zip,

Ml mht by Fricay, June 15, 2001 o
MTA, ATTN: Duarvid Misger, Onp Gateway Plaza, Mail Stop 99225, 1.ox Angeles, CA
(310) 366-6443 Fax: (213) G22-3000 E-Mad: MidCiyWeutaide & mianet Bea:,w M ENB.(I;g
age
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M Los Angeles County MilropoliLan Transportation Aithority U.S. Department of Trmspuﬂahun
Mit- City/Weslside Transi Comdor Federal Transil Administration

Draf Emvironmenta! Impac! Statement/Repod

) COMMENTS

Flease use this pago 1o submit your comments about the Dran Environmeantal Impact StatermantReport (DERVEIR) on the
Mic-Clty/Westsida Transit cmrmr You may discuss arny aspac! of the projact in which you are mmwml

I am a resident of the West of Westwood HOA and 1 support Alt. 1, _j f

Buses are more flexible. Rail is fixed. Buses can.deviate from the line toj 7
avoid sensitive areas such as schools and homes rall cannot. N

There is.a proven ridership on Wilshire. The Wilshire Rapid Bus can not keep | —
up withithe derand. -

K
It travels through activity centers that service the people of Los Angeles and
tourist. , c‘,?
S I

Expositilon.Blvd. does not do that.

The Expo’ ROW’ goes. through neighborhoods. The detour on Expo proved 7 <

that going’ through Commercsal Zones and not neighborhoods increases
the ridership.

Until Expo ROW's detour travels through more commercial than residential | P
areas it should not be developed. e

The Wilshire Rapid Bus and Expo ROW parallel each other in Santa Monica. |
If you develop Expo ROW Santa Monica will have two rapid lines to it and
Venice none, .

Mitigating the negative impact Expo ROW will have on residential i .
rieighborhoods will be too costly. Money can better be used on Wiishire. P

Develop the route that services more people. PR

{18 necessary, please continug YOUr commems on tha lewerse side ol this paper.)
To recedve in ormation regarding the Wid-City/Wesiside Transit Corvidor DEIS/EIR, please compleie the information below.,

Namew_.mt F’hnnefFaJ( g, "7 470 -0 X175

Address__ & So 8 /@?’Z‘ oA} A Ve -

City/State/zip_ O S ARA ,___ééj?. A Fooésy .

* Wail sheel by Friday, June 15, 2001 1o;
MTA, ATTN: Diwd Meeger. One Gateway Ploza. Mad Swop 99-22-5 Los Angales, CA 900713
3100 I66-6443 Fak; (2131 922-3060 E-Mail: MaCilvWesisse B mia net COMMENTS
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Lumcmmfmmm 5. Department of Transportason

Mid- CtyWastsiie Transt Corridor Focoral Transit Adminisirasion
Oradt Epvironynental impact Staenent/Repor
| | /.
COMMENTS A

Mmeummmmwmﬁmmmmmemm

Mid-City/Westide Trimit! Conickr. You may discuss any aspect of the project in whith you e inbenssisd.

-

I am a resident of the West of Westwood HOA and I support Alt. 1.

Buses are more flexible. Rail js fixed. Buses can deviate from the line to
avold sensitive areas such as schools and homes rail cannot.

There is 3 proven ridership on Wilshire. The Wilshire Rapid Bus can not keep
up with the demand.

It travels through activity centers that service the people of Los Angeles and
tourist. '

Exposition Bivd. does not do that.

The Expo ROW goes through neighborhoods. The detour on Expo proved

that going through Commerclal Zones and pot nelghborboeds increases
j  the ridership,

Until Expo ROW'’s detour travels through more commercial than residential
areas it should not be deveioped.

The Wilshire Rapid Bus and Expo ROW paralle! each other in Santa Monica.
If you develop Expo ROW Santa Monica will have two rapld lines to it and
Venice none.

Mitigating the negative impact Expo ROW will have on residential
neighborhoods will be too costly. Money can better be used on Wilshire.

Develop the route that services more people.

(nmm&mmwwmmmnmm%dmm.l

7
2

1

0

i
1.
_lw

)

-

To mosive informetion regarding the Mid-CityMisstaice Translt Corridor DEISEIR, plansa complets the information below.
Name__ (78475 THASIE 4Bk ProneFax_200__4 700 39S

B < PN LI

wsvens 2508 AEL Tt A

Chy/StateZip L At 107X CH 900L ¢,

Sl vt by Priciay, June 15, 2001 tn:
WTA ATTN: Died Mwper, One Galwwpy Plats. Mal Stop 09.23.5, Low Angeies, CA 20012
FITON DOE-8a0) Far: (2030 B22-2060 E-Mail: Mg LiviWesisice 8y nal

Ty g Y
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THank Yol S07 YOUr oomment onmobhe Mid-TLoviWesgtside SEIS)
Ao hawa Logeed vour comment Into the reoord,

we are scheduled to go Defore the MIA Board cn June o6, S00L. Tha DETS and &

summarv cf the cemmentz received will ke presented. At That “ime a Loeally
prefersed glternacive will ke selected.

i

incergly,

Mid-Clvy/Westside Project Téam

~~~~~~ Original Message -~ - =+

From: Adelpletdacl.com [mallto:dde.plotgacl.com;

Zent: Prigay, Cune 15, 200% 7:2& AM F{;'? f
Tz seconddigptrictibes.co.la A us; zevebon.oo.la.ea . umy

maver@cl . L3.ca.us
Zubiject: Against Light rall along Bxposition Elvd.

Dear Zlecred Official: T
T oatrongly coppose hawing a lieht rail line develioped on Exsesiticon Blwd. in ﬁ
WLA. EXpesiticn runs nhrough a begutiiul residenrial area which woulid ke L

irreparably harmed by a rail ilaoe runnipg shrough it.) @ivern THet there are ,
wide boulevards nedrby cthat con and do accomodare bug pralfic including Plee '
Blwd, , Nztional Bivd, Sspuiveda, Slympic, ang Wilsnize, @b makes sernse to add .

adgditional bug service w2 Loess Luhes. -
i strongly urge you ma vote againest lizht rail on Expesition &lvd. -
-

Afeie Platiin
LT7EE Vereran Ave.,
Tof Angeles, Ca, 50643

COMMENTS
Page 806



Fram: M:;d CTity Westiicde

Sent: Tuescay, June 1%, 2001 10:38 AM

Tas: "Adelpiorgac) ., mom!

Suniect; RE: hogalinst Ziaht rall glong Exporlvion Blivd,

‘ COMMENTS
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| JuL 11 2001

CERTIFIED PUBLIC ACCOUNTANT - ' o HB N "
LiCENRGER BY THE DALIFORNIA BOARD OF ACCOUNTANGY A 03 u"vas
&0 NORTH La CrEnzaoa BOULEVARD, SinTe 202 :
Peverty Hites, CALIFORNIA 02112246 ' *MEMRER OF

FHOME {3103 652-9232 AMERICAN INSTITUTE OF
FPOMERANTZ Fax (310) 652-1797 CERTIFIED PUBLIC ACCOUNTANTS

CrntrmEDn PUBLIC ACCOUNTANT CALIFORMIA SOCTETY OF
CRRETIFIED PUBLIC ACCOUHTANTS

Karery HOoPFMAN NATIONAL CONFRIENCS

Mwmakic orF G.PA. PRACTITIGNERS

@)

July 9, 2001

Mr. David Mieger, Project Manager
Los Angeles County MTA, One Gateway Plaza
Mail Stop 99-2-5, Lus Angeles, CA 20012

Dear Mr. Mieger:

My wife and I strongly oppose the proposed installation of the Wilshire Bus Rapid ] \
Transit (BRT) by the MTA.

The Wilshire Boulevard Corridor (between Cormnstock and Westwood Boulevards) is
already adversely impacted by the combination of high volume, excessive speed,
dangerous turn conditions, frequency of collisions, accidents, and traffic noise. Speeding |
_ buses in exclusive lanes will only add to the congestion woes of this heavy traveled ;
! Boulevard. -
It is most difficult and dangerous to cross the Boulevard safely now and at the o
intersections in the time allotted! Vehicles can be observed daily passing through red
lights or cheating on the yellow light as they speed on the Boulevard. Cars exiting from
the buildings on the Corridor are only managing to do so because of the jut-outs
protecting them from oncoming traffic. Eliminating the center tum lanes will only
further prohibit homeowners and residents from entering their buildings safely and
conveniently. We can envision more accidents and fatalities as people stand indefensible
on center islands from "run away" vehicles or trv to "run” across Wilshire to catch a bus, .
If you were to observe the traffic flow in the westerly direction, you would see that there ™~
are daily traffic backups from the 405 Freeway back through the Corridor because of
Freeway congestion. Cars are barely moving, bumper-to-bumper, suddenly changing
lanes, going into side streets and coming out on Wilshire again, with frustrated drivers
trying to gain some advantage to reach the Freeway. The amount of air and noise
pollution emanating from the stagnant mass of cars and buses is horrendous.

—

frustrated drivers and their vehicles to no advantage to the proposed lanes! These buses

Any new lanes for express buses would quickly see themselves filled up with these samj
will just be spewing out their emissions to the high-rise residents as they idle and fight

COMMENTS
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for position in this section of the Boulevard. Itis a dream to believe that this proposal

will be a solution to population growth. The EIR is astonishingly biased and misleading %
in its view of the environmental and safety impact on the residents and employees of the
Corridor.

The potential decrease in vehicle lanes to accommaodate the bus lanes will breed an

increase in CO emissions as traffic moves slower on balance through an area. Your EIR

is negligent in not assuming an increase in pollution in certain pockets of Wilshire

Boulevard such as would occur on the Corridor. Your statistics may hold up on average ?
for the entire length of Wilshire Boulevard, but you would certainly adversely impact the
pollution circumstances on the Corridor!

The Wilshire Corridor is one of the highlight residential areas of Los Angeles and should

not be disturbed. One obvious suggestion to improve bus schedules on the Boulevard is

to move ALL bus stops to the post-crossing position after intersections, not before j 5
Intersections as many are situated now. :

In section 3.13, the assumption that there will be a reduction of fuel consumption is

questionable when one considers the increased slowdown of vehicles idling in the j @
Corridor because of the Freeway congestion. In section 3.14, making people walk a

number of blocks at night from new off-Wilshire parking locations from a side street

~ location makes secunity a significant consideration as opposed to the EIR's "less than 70
significant” conclusion. Why would you want to destroy the beautiful makeup of this

quiet side street community to introduce parking lots?

To make the Wilshire Corridor into a bus speedway (or a rail speedway) is one of the
most ridiculous ideas ever proposed. The time saved by these speeding buses can only
be considered minimal when one factors in the potential new hazard to the health and
safety of the community, There will be insurmountable massive resistance because of M
the safety considerations, the noise, traffic upheaval, the impossible deliveries @
conditions, the inconvenience of a 24-32 month construction upset, and adverse impact

on property values that your proposal risks for the community.

ot

sensible than "damaging” this outstanding residential area of the city. Thank you for

We encourage you to consider the light rail altemative along Exposition as being more J q fid
your consideration.
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SCANNED
IN RMe
Lawrence M. Powell
10375 Wilghire Blvd., #5G
Los Angeles, CA 90024 j of O )
June 25, 2001
Mr. David Mieger, Project Managers
Los Angeles County MTA
One Bateway Plaza
Mail Stop 99-2-5
Los Angeles, CA 90012
Dear Mr. Mieger:
We are very strongly opposed to the proposed installation of the Wilshire Bus Rapid Transit :_l [
(BRT) by the MTA.

The Wilshire Comridor (between Comstock and Westwood Blvd) is a heavily traveled street. At ] e
many times during the day, raffic is backed up for 2-3 blocks and barely moving.

The Wilshire Comdor is one of Los Angeles finest residential streets. To add to the present
heavy traffic, speeding buses in exclusive lanes, is completely unacceptable. e
center turns 1enes can only cause more accident and more fatalities and both are already excessive ] li..
on Wilshire.

Making the Wilshire Corridor into a bus speedway or a rail speedway would be ludicrous. j 5

We urge you to find a more logical and acceptable route for this project. j (0

Joe and Larry Powell
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SCANNED

M . | . IN RMC
Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority U.8. Department of Transporiation
Mid- City/Wesiside Transit Corridor Federal Transit Administration

Draft Environmental Jmpact Staternent/Report

COMMENTS

= PR

Please use this page {o submit your comments about the Drafl Environmental impact Statement/Repart (DEIS/EIR) on the

Mid-City/Westside Transit Corridor. You may discuss any aspect of the project in which you are interestad,

These comments are addressing specific items in the DEIS/EIR. My position on
the three Altematives can be summarized as follows: | fully support light rail on
the Exposition corridor, ‘and I am opposed to a BRT because we need to get
people out of their cars "and we ¢an only accomplish that with light rall Most
people who own cars will not take buses.

Also, the Wilshire BRT will create a mess with Cross traffic, curbside parking, and

bus system, and start and complete the Expo LRT right away. That will create a
noticeable improvement on freeway and surface streets traffic.

Page 24 Please revisit the decision “to depart from the MTA owned nght-of-way
between Venice and Sepulveda in order to avoid the neighborhoods in the
Cheviot Hills section of the corridor.” There are very few residences along the
ROW, and the tracks are below grade for most of the way, LRT has very little
impact on the residents of Cheviot Hills.

Page 2-44: "The Exposition LRT system would use light rail vehicles identical to
those used on the Metro Blue Line.” 1 don't think that is correct because Expo
LRT would use the P2000 cars from Siemens.

Seaction 2.0, Att. B: no ¢ross section for the Westwood section and the
interchange of Wilshire and the San Diego freeway. How can a dedicated bus
line be accommodated in that area? See also Page 3.2-57.

Figure 2D-9: N. Olympic Boulevard: Where is the bike path at this section?

Page 3.2-38: Alternative 3. "This scenano has the fewest countrywide vehicle
trips, removing nearly 20,500 vehicles daily from the highway network.” YES!
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To receive information regarding the Mid-City/Westside Transit Corridor DEIS/EIR, please complete the information below.

e INGEBORG PROCHAZKA _ phonerax 310) 559 -0823

ess 3134 CANFIELD AVE #3329

ootz LOS ANG ELES, CA 90039
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{1 necassary. please conlinue your comments on the Teverse Side of this paper.)
To receive Information regarding the Mid-( extside Tronsk Comridor DEVS/EIR, plsase compieie the information beiow,

Name %mlfﬁmr YR CE [ < PronalFax
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(3100 J66-6442 Fau: (213) 222-3060 £-Mall: MdCivWestside @ mta.net




\ 1 Angetes tropalitan m;;mamnAumny UN 1 ¢ ZU¥lpepartment of T
. i mwm M JSCMNED Federal Transht Atministration

iN RMC |
. commsms xR
p.zammmmmwmmm | lmmwmmsmmmmmmonm

T‘hem is a pmven Fides
up with the demade

Wl , R
'{ﬁﬂr‘h & Y N B J
The Expo ROW gbes’mmugh-neighboﬂ‘modﬁ. The detour on Expa pmved -
that going through Commercial Z ories and not neighborhoods increases
)the ridership.

Until Expo ROW's detour travels through more commercdial than residential

|
—

areas it should not be developed. -
The Wilshire Rapid Bus and Expo ROW parallel each other in Santa Monica. )
If you develop Expo ROW Santa Monica will have to rapid lines to it and A

Venice none.

Mitigating the negative impact Expo ROW will have on residential
neighborhoods will be too costly. Money can better be used on Wilshire.

Develop the route that services more people.

{If nacessary, please contniue your comments on the roversa Sicka of this paper.)

To recaive m!urmatiun m:ng the Mid-City/Wesiside Transit Corridor DEIS/EIR, ples sy complede tha informabion below.
Namezééz}”, Lo F"huneﬁ:ae/-:? / CL) é/ L L{T“lp i 'i.: ;
s T
Addrass / Q% xf) TN 7 T/ﬁm Qﬁ 4 )

Sity/StatesZipr ._,#"j/ “"/:Tf’(.:" £ Co AL/~

Ml sheet by Fricay, June 18, 2001 w:
MTA ATTH: Davidl Meagar. One Gateway Placa. Mad Sop 59225, Los Angeles, CA 90012
{3301 IGE-G443 Fax: (213 522-2060 E-Mail: MicCitvWestsice & mta. net
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RO 30 hboridods. The: detour on -Expo proved
that going mmugh Cnmmerﬁa! Zones aﬂd ME&W increzdes
j the ridership.

Until Expo ROW's detour travels through more cnmmerdal than residential
areas it should not be developed; o

The Wiishire Rapid Bus and Expo ROW pamllel each other in Santa Monica,
If you develop Expo ROW Santa Monica will have to rapid lines to it and
Venice none.

Mitigating the negative impact Expo ROW will have on residential
netghborhoods will be too costly. Money can better be used on wnshlre

Develop the route that services more people.

n continiue your comwrents on the verse sida of this paper.)

- To fye information rega hWMMTMMMWH please complete the information below.

PhonelFaxé?fn VA IO -87577

CayswaeZio__A . f?@d) (D4

Mall shaet byy Fridwy, June 15, 2001 to:
MTA, ATTH: Darvid Nisger, Ons Gawwiry Pliia, Mal Siop §9.220-5, Los Angeles, CA 90012
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May 17, 2001

David Mieger

Project Manager

LA County MTA.

One Gateway Plaza
Mai! Stop 99-2-5

L.os Angeles, CA 90012

Re:  Exposition ROW
Dear Mr. Micger:

We were unable to attend the Exposition R;ghl»of-Way Hearing on May 15, but want to j \
make our opinions known to you.

2
We absolutely oppose using Exposition ROW for the Light Rail Systemj—_lWilshire j
Blvd. and Venice Blvd. are much better suited to any type of bus system or rail system as 3
they are almost completely commergiall™We live between Sepulveda and Westwood =
Blvds., both very busy streets. There are frequent sirens emanating from emergency
vehicles from these two streets, and | want to include Pico Blvd. in with them, as well as ,
a lot of helicopter activity from the 405 and 10 Freeways. In the evenings there is lr
constant noise from planes going right over our house to the Santa Monica Airport. With
. the addition of a light rail system (homs and whistles blowing, vibrations from the train
and the dragging of machinery across the tracks at all hours) it will be an ]
INTOLERABLE SITUATION.

This péaceful neighborhood has some very stalwart residents — several hundred of us
spent five weekends up to our knees in mud planting a beautiful parkway for people to [
use for walking, eventually riding their bikes, children to play ball, etc., etc. It has
brought people together that never knew each other before. Everyonel taiked to feels
strongly against a rail system going through herel You will destroy a wonderful area to
do what - transport riders to Santa Monica Civic Auditorium? The pier? Who cares
about going there? You would pever get the ridership you hope for from our p
town. | ITi5 0 opinion That there are some specal interests (from Santa Monica in
particular) that keep pupping up to reopen their case. At least one group we know of, the
Friends 4 Expo Rail, are no friends of ours!

COMMENTS
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If you are okay with a light rail system going into this neighborhood, do you want to buy 3
my house??? There has been a Raineri living in our home since the early 1940°s, We
will do whatever it takes to redirect the route around us!

Thank you for the opportunity to let you know how we feel! ) GI

Sincerely yours, @ _ '
‘ LM LA

Joyce Rainer
10942 Exposition Blvd,
Los Angeles, CA 90064

f:_, é% “/f ; @ ,5%’
ineri Noelle Raineri

10942 Exposition Blvd. 10942 Exposition Blvd.
Los Angeles, CA 90064 ‘ Los Angeles, CA 90064

c: Mayor Richard Riordan
200 N. Spring St.
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Supervisor Yvonne Brathwaite Burke
500 W. Temple, Rm. 866
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Zev Yaroslavsky
500 W. Teraple, Rm. 8§21
Los Angeles, CA 90012

COMMENTS
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Until Expo ROW’s detour travedls: through more commercial than residential
areas it should not be developeu

-
W ’

The Wilshire Rapid Bus and Expo ROW parallel each other in Sant:a Monica.
If you develop Expo ROW Santa Monica will have to rapid lines to it and
Venice none.

Mitlgatlng the negative impact Expo ROW will have on residential
neighborhoods will be too costly. Money can better be used on Mlshire.

Develop the route that services more people. 1 2

(If racessary, phease CONtiNUG YouT COMMEnts on the reverss side of this paper.)
To mecalve intormation reganding tha mn-cmmmm Tmnmm DEIS/EIR, pisase compiets the information balow.

name_N0el0 Bty " phoneFax__AUN-472 K257
agoress____] 0942, E‘xgos‘rtxon Rl .
caysae/ze___ LA | C««P\! qGeoey *

i

Mall ahveat by Fridey, June 15, 2007 1o
MTA, ATTN: Cavicl Mieger, Ons Galsway Plara, Mad Siop 99-27-5, Los Angeies, DA 50012
0 DGE-6443 Fa: (213 922-3060 E-Mal: MCROW axtuiche 8 rrig. ot
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M Los Angeles County Matmpolitan Transportation Authority 1.5, Depertment of Transportaton
Mid- ClityWestside Transi Corridor Federal Transil Administration
Draft Environmental Impact Stalament/Report

) COMMENTS

Ploase usa this paga to submit your comments about the Dralt Envimnmental impact StatementFeport (DEIS/EIR) on the
Wid-Clty/Wastside Transit Comidor. You may discuss any aspec‘t of the pm}ac‘t in which you are interasted.

m—

et e T b oA

MTA

Mr. David Mieger,

We are strongly opposced 1o 0 any trarmpﬂnatmn on Sf:pulvcda Blvd. And}

Exposition Row.{ The only thing we will sipport is the 3 74¥ike path from
Venice and Robertson Boulevards to Sepulveda Boulevard | _J T

{I necessary, please continua Your sommerls on the reversa side of this pener.)
To receive information regarding the Mid-CityrWestside Transit Comidor DEIS/EIR, please complete the infarmation belc

Mame /%/d/*fﬁ‘?ﬁ' 4/(&51‘«!‘."&“ o Phone/Fax ~2(S - ?[?4‘)_ >y /
Address A S < m o E.A
_ City/State/Zip oy é"i{ PO G ,9/

Mail sheet by Friday, June 15, 2001 1
MTA, ATTN: Oavid Wieger, One Galeway Piaza. Mail Siop 99-22.5, Los Angeles, Ca a0012
(10) I66-6443 Fax: (2131 522-3060 E-Maid: MoGiwastsida@mia ndC ONIMENTS
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Mid- ClyWestside Transit Corridor |  Federal Transit Administration
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Mic-City/Westside Transkt Comidor. Ywmymwawdmpmhmmmlnhwummamm

R eonyeiend psnas —r

L L, g Lamg e e ARARRE 155 - S (= 4+ b vm—————

MTA

Mr. David Mieger,

We\mﬁ: fm'ongly posed to any m%nanon on Sepulveda Blvd. M
Exposition Row. i !;'Ee. only ting, SUpport 1s the 2 V2 DIRE path frmnj 2 -

Vemce and Robertson Boulevards to Sepulveda Boulevard ,

i

(Hme&mmMmﬂmmmndadeom)
T i ™y d-City/Westside Transit Corridir DEIS/EIR, please compleia the mformation, belk
m } e 2 phoneFax_2/0 ¥ 7 P—5Y 7/

Chy/State/Zip /é)a,qy( et (7 a 922644
Madt alwet by Friday, June 15, 2004 to:
MTA, ATTN; David Mheger, One Gatowsy Ptara. PR22-5, Lok 3
 £310) 3656443 Fax m:ﬁé’m em%wmwmANTs
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IN RNC
JUN 0 8 2001

RRCD

LA County MTA
ATTN: David Mieger
1 Gateway Plaza
Mallstop 99-22-5
LA., CA90012

I am writing to express my strong opposition to the proposed
Venice/Sepulveda diversion for the light rail system. I am \
in support of the rail system but see absolutely no need to divert
from the existing MTA right of way.

It not only is a ¢olossal waste of money, the proposed
diversion will severely impact the adjacent neighborhoods in ol
a negative way. The existing rail right of way is there for a reason, it
is simply the best route through the area. -

I urge you to utilize the existing right of way instead of 3
spending additlonal funds for a clearly inferior proposal.

(e

Ross Rappaport
Westside Village Resident

COMMENTS
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Kobert Rees

3483 Barry Ave.
Los Angeles, CA 90066

Duavid Mieger, Project Manager

MTA Mid-City/Westside Transit Corridor Study
- Ome Gatewny Plaza, Mailstop 99-22-5

Loa Angeles, CA 90012

June: 13, 2001

" DesrMr. Micger,

1 am writing to offer my written comments regarding the MTA s proposed Mid-City/W estside
Transit Corridor Study. The MTA’s proposed project will impact me¢ directly because Marmol
Radziner + Arcociates, my place of work, Is located at Olympic and Stewart, about 100 fect from
the proposed Exposition L:ght Rail Trumt (LRT) tme.

4-1

L:ght rail wouid provide many bmeﬂt: for me; put it in my back yard please. It would also make it n
casier for me t have nceess 10 the new resonrces downtown, such as Sci-Arc, MOCA, and Disney
Hall. I live in Mar Vista and grew up in Cheviot Hills and 1 have become increasingly frustrated
with the high volume of mﬂ'ic on the Westside. Something must be done to reduce traffic in this |

part of the city.

I am wholeheartedly in favor of the Jight rail option for Exposition. I am conceroed, however, that
the MTA’s proposs] links this option with a scheme for a designated Bus Rapid Trsnsit (BRT) down
Wilshire Boulevard, A busway is probably inappropriate for Wilshire and definitely unpopular with
drivers, business owners, and residents. At a recent public hearing on the subject, almost all
speakers supported a light rail line for Exposition, but the Wilshire busway received only opposition
and dersion. 1t mukes no sense to link these two schemes because public opposition w the Wilshire
BRT will derail the entire project. The Light Rail option for Expoesition Corridor would be better
than the bus option because it would have less of an environmental impact, would produce less

- noise, and could carry more riders,

A Tight vsil line down Exposition wounld also have many bensfits for the Los Angeles basin. The
long- teym economic growth of Los Angeles depends on the ability 1o move people and goods
around the region easily and efficiemly. For example, it could aid the revitalization of downtown, as
- more people who work on the West Side would choose to Live downtown. It would also make our
streets safer, ws fewer prople would need to drive and talk on their oell phones, y
The Exposition Line would serve both more affluent and less affluent communities becanse it is to
poss through parts of the region s different as Santa Monica and Crenshaw. Although I support the

Exposition praposal as it stands, 1 do think that the detour arovnd Cheviot Hills sety the bad
precedent of the MTA being coerced by a small group with narrowly defined and misguided

5
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SCANNED

IN RMC
Diana S. Post MAY 14 2001
Terry A. Reichelderfer, M.D.
1404 Comstock Avenue
Los Angeles, CA 90024
(310) 274-6943
FAX (310} 274-6859 —7— R ( ,')

May 11, 2001

Mr. David Mieger
Project Manager

LA County MTA

One Gateway Plaza
Mail Stop 99-22-5

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Re: Wilshire Blvd. Bus Rapid Transit Program
Dear Mr. Mieger:

At 7 a.m, today, | was stuck in burhper—to—bumper traffic on Wilshire Bivd. in Westwood,
because one lane of traffic had been closed in each diraction for road repairs. Every l
afternoon the section of Wilshire Blivd between Comstack Ave. and Santa Monica

Bivd., is like a parking lot with three tanes of bumper -to-bumper automobiles in each
dlrectmn

Westside residents are not going to give up their automobiles, despite attempts by city ] 2
planners to make driving inconvenient.

Transit Program is a terrible idea, Build the Exposition Blvd. light-rail, build a

I should not have to write a letter to tell you that the Wilshire Blvd. Bus Rapid ]3

subway, construct a8 monorail, but do not reduce the number of automobile lanes on
the major roads in West Los Angelas.,

-

Sincerely,

oy A Vel D)

Terry A. Reichelderfer, M.D.
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JUN 15 2001

SCANNED
JOSEPH REICHMANN IN RMC
Attorney at Law
1429 COMSTOCK AVENUE

LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 90024

Tok (1)
June 12, 2001

Mr. David Mieger, Project Manager
Mid City/ Westside Transit Corridor
LA County MTA

One Gateway Plaza

MS 99.22-5

Los Angeles, Ca. 90012

Dear Mr. Mieger:

1 am in strong disagreement with the proposal to remove a lane of traffic on Wilshire near \ \
my neighborhood.] T have lived on Comstock Avenue for 33 years and have watched the :] 5

traffic become increasingly unmanageable. Now with the prospect of the Santa Monica
Blvd. Project looming with years of construction, it is unacceptable to further impact
one’s ability to leave home.J The Exposition Blvd. Transit route makes sense. Reducing } 3

a lane of traffic and adding a bus lane on Wilshire does not.
Sincerely,
%—%‘ W

Joseph Reichmann
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Mmmwhmmmmmmmwmmtnmmtmemg
Mic-Clly/Westsict Trensit Corridor. You may discioss any aspect of the project m which you are intemsed.

1am a resident of the Westwood Garden Civic Organization and I DO NOT SUPPORT ]\

ALL3 ISUPORT ALT. 1

There is a proven ridership on Wilshire, The Wilshire Rapid Bus can not keep ] 2

up with the demand.

It travels through activity centers that service the people of Los Angeles and

tourist. 3

Exposition Bivd. does not do that.

S,

The Expo ROW goes through neighborhoods. The detour on Expo proved '

that going through Cornmercial Zones and pot neighhorhoods increases J Cf‘

the ridership.

Until Expo ROW's detour travels through more commercial than residential ] <
F areas it should not be developed.

The Wilshire Rapid Bus and Expo ROW paraflel each other in Santa Monica. y

If you develop Expo ROW Santa Monica will have two rapid lines to it and ] L',

Venice none.

Mitigating the negative iImpact Expo ROW will have on residential

neighborhoods will be too costly. Money can better be used on Wiishire. 7

Develop the route that services rmore people. ' ] 8

(N pecekanly, DNAED Snirvs wousr cooeoants on the reverss Bice of this
Ta pummmrmmmmmmmmmm«mm

) wGlg dre et
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Minll whead by Frictay, Junm 15, 2004 h:
] MTA, ATTN: David Miepss, Cne Gavwergy Piais, Mall Sop 95-22-5, Los Angeies, CA 50012
: 100 TS Fax: (21 B22- 3080 E-Mad: MiiCitvWwsinais B mta net
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M e
Los Angales County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 1.5, Department of Transportation

Mid- Clity/Westside Transit Corridor Federal Transit Administration
Dvait Environmental Impact Statement/Report .
) 'h "\.m COMMENTS "-a,‘

Plgase use this page to submit wurmmmntﬁaboutw Draft Emnmnmemal Impact Statement/Reaport (DEIS/EIR) on the
Mid-City/Wasiside Transit Cosridor. Ywmmwmmmapmmnmwumhmm

May 30, 2001 -

Mc. David Mieger

MrA ‘

One Gateway Plaza

Mail Stop99-22-5, 90012

Dear M. Miﬂgm.';

I am a resident of West Loa Atigéles and am very much in fawor of your Alternative 1.
Wilshire BRT Project: since it provides access to all the major businesses and r:ecreat:lon il
al destinationa for its' ridership. T

1 am very much against the Bxposition LRT aspect of your "Alternative 3 Pm;lect-\ I ]
live on Military Avenue which parallels Sepulveda Blvd. If the LRT Project is implemented, !
I knew crivers v 11 use Military Ave. as an alternate route. For the 10 yea's that I have
lived on Military Ave. I have not allowed my children to play in the front yard because of !
the conatant flow of speeding traffic. Military Ave. is already like a thoroughfare for :
cars. A couple of years ago they put a 4 way stop on Brookhaven Ave. to slow down traffic
between Natitiaal Blvd. and Pico Blvd. but it has not worked. Even the police are aware

the speedera becausé they are always hiding at Brookhaven Ave. to catch the drivers whe v
wt stop anvd who are speeding. IF YOU PUT IN THE LIGHT RAIL SYSTEM IT WILL mULY BE A

\FETY NIGHTMARE!

) Even though my children are young adolescents pow, I still will not allow them to play
in the front yard for fear a ball may roll into the street and a speeding car will not stop
should they try to retrieve the ball. I really would like speed bumps placed on Military '
Ave. since there are speed bumps on Military Ave. south of National Blvd. which is an issue -
I do not understand. FOR MYSELF AND MY FAMILY THELIMRAILSYBTENWBEAREALSAFW
CONCERN, I AM VERY MOCH AGAINST THE ALTERRATIVE 3 PROJECT-THE LIGHT RAIL SYSTEM. i

Thank you for acknowledging my concerns. -

Moat aincerely,

Gep A P R N oy
Cynthia Reston-Parham

2608 Militacy Ave.

CoSupervisor Yvonne Burke (Room B866)
MSupervisor Zev Yaroslavaky(Room 821)
" Hall of Aministration
™ 500 West Temple St. 90012
~“¥Mayor Richard Riordan ‘
West of Westwood (It necessary, piease contmue your comments on the reverse side of this paper.) Hoa

To receive information regarding the Mid-Cliy/Westside Transit Corridor DEIS/EIR, please complete the mformation below.

Namew._g&&tm&gbsm_ﬂ_&_ Phone/Fax (5\ 02 ke =01\

ddrass_a b DR M‘.hmnr}n M

Chty/State/Zip_teos Eregeles  Ca. oo b .

Mait shaet by Friday, June 15, 2001 1o:
MTA, ATTH; David Miager, One Galeway Plaza. Mail Siop 99-29-5, Los Angeies, C
{310) A66-B443 Fax: (213) 922.3060 £-Mai: MCitvWestside hm, net C8MMENTS
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. - SCANNED
1533 Calmar Court , : iN RMC
Los Angeles, Ca. 90024-5347
Se)

T June 2001

David Mieger

Project Mapager

Los Angeles County MTA

One Gateway Plaza

Mail Stop 9$9-22-5

Los Angeles, Ca. 90012 Re: Proposed light rail line on
Exposition vs. Wilshire Blvd.
dedicated busway

Dear Mr. Mieger;

My family has lived in Westwood since 1952, and we are extremely distressed about the \
proposal to dedicate pne lane in each direction along the le of Wilshire Blvd. for the
purpose of  busway. ii:raﬁic has steadily inc-eased over the years and is already at gridlock ]
stage on Wilshire Blvd., going West appmacbmg Westwood Village and the San Diego Freeway

and bottlenecking going East from Comstock into Beverly Hills” The proposed busway wouid
create a more horrendous bottleneck by reducing the existing 3 lanes to 2 Janes for cars, 95
Motorists trying to avoid Wilshire Blvd. have already made Beverly Glen Blvd., Comstock Ave., '
and Club View Drive a nightrnare for residents,

We live near Beverly Glen between Wilshire Blvd. and Santa Monica Blvd., and find it very

difficult to turn either North or South onto Beverly Glen. My mother’s home is on Beverly Glen
between Wilshire Bivd, and Sunset Blvd., and it is extremely difficult to get out of the driveway 2
into traffic going either Nonth or South. Most of the homes in the area do not have circular

driveways, 50 one has 10 back into the street into a steady stream of traffic. Beverly Glen is

already over capacity, with cars lining up as far South as Holmby Park in order to turn right onfo

Sunset Blvd \Besides the danger to residents trying to enter the already chioking wraffic flow, the J 4
ever increasig traffic noise factor is deafening.

It is our umjerstanding that the Exposition light rail plan would be a relatively easy and lower
cost altermative, as the MTA already holds title to the pro and could tap fed

funds aiready committed to the WestsideY We d that there would be little
improvement in the travel time for bus riders along Wilshire Blvd., while the Exposition line G -
would provide a much faster travel time for more riders. This would certainly be a less disruptive :
ahternative, especially as the population in this area is projected to grow significantly within the

next decade, creating even more traffic,

incerely,

Susan Reuben

COMMENTS
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SCANNED
IN RMC
DR AND MRS ROBERT REYTQ .
1072% Wlishirve Bivd #2077
Los Angeles CA 9002¢
tel: 0 F70-8999 i 310 F720-IM0
e-mall: RERLASER@a01.com
July 3, 2001 : : . :
- “RoR )
David Mieger, Project Manager
Los Angeles County MTA
One Gateway Plaza, Mail Stop 99-2-5
Los Angeles CA %0012
Dear Mr Mieger-

1live at the Park Wilshire on Wilshire Blvd, and I am appalled at vqux.pm;xmd.ldmihaung.a_:j \
bus lane in the middle of Wilshire Blva, ii would hke to point out that this letter is not an attack

on you personally, but an attack on the group of people who came up with an idea without giving *
a lot of consideration. Perhaps they have a reason, someone is padding their pockets. We

residents arc getting tired of this type of action.

I cannot believe that anyone who has safety as one of his concerns, would come up with such an
impractical and unsafe \dea.  How do you propose to have people access the center of the street

for boarding buses, without getting killud] Plus; do&s anyone consider the needs of the residents
and merchants along the boulevard, how does one expect them to access their driveways. ]
q..
s

Wilshire is a- beautiful, main street we should be proud of, and not overpower it with red buses.

It seems that whoever came up with this idea did not really think about all the necessary details.

In addition, no matter how marry buses you add, the cars along the street will not be reduced, and ™)/
you are just adding unnecessary pollution to our already bad air) T people i your

would look at the present RTD red buses, you would find that arc not terribly filled, but

there are a lot of them, This arrangement seemed to have belped a few, but forgot about the 7
majority. There seetns to be very few of the old standard buses, and they are the ones that serve

the riding population

We feel that the interruption in normal traveling along Wilshire Blvd will bring hardship to the
whole community, and yruin our beautiful city with unmecessary “a bus or rail speedway”. \We
would hope that your department will reconsider this, and propose a light rail system along. '
Exposition, which is already somewhat that This would be much more practical and feasible, c‘
and most likely a lot less expensive in the long run, not cven mentioning the polhntion reduction

Thank you for your consideration.

Dr and Mrs RO 0

COMMENTS
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Mid- City/'Westside Transil Corridor

Federal Transit Administration
Draft Environmental impact Statement/Report

) COMMENTS

Please use this page lo submit your ¢cormments about the Draft Environmental Impact StatementHeport (DEIS/EIR) on the

Mid-City/Westside Transit Commidor, You may discuss any aspect of the praject in which you are interested.

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transporiation Authority u.5. Department of Transporiation

o fe 0

.

| am strongly in favor of increased mass transit; howevar, | think it has to be ‘thorou?'ll! evaluated N TERMS |

OF SURROUNDING RESIDENTS as well as the population it is intended to serve.\ T would be in faver of this ~

carridor ONLY if it preserves the existing nature of the Miracle Mile area (wide boulevard, attractive median,

1
i

etc.} and it does not end up diverting more dangerous traffic ot of the main artery (Wilshire) onto surrounding___"

streets, which are not designed to handle that much traffic.

Bruce Fheins

Also, NO SUBWAYE or other pie-in-the-sky claptrap that's being spouted by the perpetual activists at this

meeting. Los Angeles has unique environmental concems that cannol be easily addressed by what works well
in flatter, less shaky pans of the country.

{1 necessary, please contihue yout comments on the reverse side of this paper.}

To receive infermation regarding the Mid-City/Westside Transit Corridor DEIS/EIR, pleass complele the information below.

Warne FhoneiFax

- 1

"ddress

tyStaterZip

Mall gheet by Friday, June 15, 2001 o:
MTA, ATTH: David Mizger, One Goleway Plaza, Nail Sion 35225, Los Angeles, CA 9086
(310) 366-642 Eax: (213} 952-H060 E-Mad: MiaGinyWesside @ mla.net MMENTS
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) B0

(A /) Angoles Metropoditan ¥ tion Autharity .S, Department of Transoeiaton
' mcwm‘!rw Gnrmmm Federal Transit Administration
COMMENTS

Pmmﬂiumm;mmmmmmﬂwbmnwmmmmmmwmmm
Mid-CityWaestside Transit Corridor. You may discuss any aspsct of the project in which you are interasied.

I am a resident of the West of Westwood HOA and I support Alt. 1. j |

Buses are more flexible, Rail is fixed. Buses can deviate from the line to < -
avoid sensitive areas such as schools and homes rail cannot. '

There is a proven ridership on Wilshire. The Wilshire Rapid Bus can not keep 7
up with the demand. ‘ .

It travels through actuwty centers t:hat service the people of Los Angeles and
tourist,

Exposition Bl\}d. does not do that.

The Expo ROW goes through neighborhoods. The detour on Expo proved ] S..

that going through Commercial Zones and pot nelahborhoods increases
the ridership. .

| Until Expo ROW'’s detour travels through more comrnerclal than. residentaal] @
areas it should not be developed.

The Wilshire Rapid Bus and Expo ROW parallel each other in Santa Monica. 2
If you develop Expo ROW Santa Monica will have two rapid lines to it and .
Venice none. .

Mitigating the negative impact Expo ROW will have on residential y
neighborhoods will be too costly. Money can better be used on Wilshire.

Develop the route that services more people.

* (M necessRry, please CORtnuE Your comments on T resrse sice of this papar.)
Tonm-inwmmmmwmmmmmms:an,pmucommuummuw

Narne tha{Fax_.?/C’ S40- 234

_@ﬂ-z_g&mﬂ A _ ,
Cityrswmterzip_ (0% IWEELES _ ?Oﬁ? e
‘* Mndl whwat by Fritay, June 15, 2007 to: 3~

MTA, ATTN. Davicd Minger. One Galeway Flazs. Nisd Sop 99-22.5, Low Angales, CA 50012
. (3101 3665443 Fax: (212) 922-3050 E-pe: WM“M%MMENTS
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1.os Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority .8, Department of Transportation
Mid- City/W estside Transit Corridar Federai Transit Administration
Draft Environmental Impact Statement/Report '

) | COMMENTS MRo (1)

Piease use this page to submit your comments about the Draft Environmental Impact Staternent/Repon (DEIS/EIR) on the
Mid-City/Waestside Transit Corridor. You may discuss any aspect of the project in which you are interested.

| am in favor of the expa light rail propasal , which | believe is alternate #3. as the surface streets bocome
increasingly congested there is a immediate need for ways to reduce the amount of traffic thru our city streets, l

Will the bike path also connect to existing paths that run along the beach routes? j 5

Thank you

m. robinsoh
box 360526
los angeles, ca. 90036

{If necezsary, please continue your commants on the roverse side of this paper.)
To recuive information rogarding the Mid-City/ Westalde Transit Corridor DEIS/EIR, please complete the information below.

Name Phore/Fax

Address,
y/Stale/Zip

|

Mal) shewt by Friday, June 15, 2001 te
MTA, ATTN: Davic Misger, One Gateway Pluza, Mall Stop 99-22.5, Los Angeles, CA
(31D) BBE-8443 Fax: {213) 922-3060 E-Mail: MICinWesisice @mianet 9@6:,“ ME ’ggi
' age



[M! Los Angales County Metropolitan Tmpmtﬂhon Authority U.S. Depariment of Transportation

Mid- City/Westside Transit Cormidor Federal Transit Admlmstmhun
Draﬂ_Envnronmantal mpact Statement/Report
) COMMENTS CMARRCLS

Please use this page 10 submit your comments about the Draft Environmental Inpact StatementBReport (DEIS/EIR) on the
Mid-Chy/Westside Trangit Cotridor. You may discuss any aspect of the project in which you are nterested,

{{ necessary, please conlinue your comments on the reverae side of this paper.)

To receive information regurding the Mid-City/Wastelde Transht Corridor DEIS/EIR, ploase compiete the information below,

name JNIBR VY Lpun IDAICE eronerax 3D~ Y7 Y~3Y0F
wawoss_J0TPY L rposs 710t Do/ |

Eity/Staterzip /L. A C;Z oY

mnmmwmm Juie 15, 201 W ]
 MTA, ATTN: David Miager, maﬁamaypbz; Mad Stop 99-22-5, Los Angeles, cg MENTS

(310) 366-6443 Fax: (213) 922-3050 E-Mak: MaCivWestiie@mmnet  Page 835
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Angeies County Metopolitan Transportation Authorty U8, Deperiment of Transpertation
mwwmwc«m Federal Transit Administration
. Draft Envirenmantsl Impact Statement/Report
) - M ARR ()
COMMENTS ,

Pianzs Use thin pege 10 submit your comments ebout the Drait Environmentsl Impact StadomentTieport (DEISEIR) oo the
Transt Comidor, You miy ciscuss sty aspect of the projuct in which you are iniereeted. —
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Jon Rpot
11109 National Bowlevard
Los Angeles, CA 90064

TJeNROY

May 1, 2001

* Mayor Richard Riordan

Office Of The Mayor S
- 200 North Main Street, Suite 800

Los Angeles, CA 90()12

_Re: Support of Light Rail along Exposition Corridor
- Dear Mr, ﬁbrtian'

I am writing to enmurage you to join the growing number of grassroots supporters and the Los Angeles 'nmes in j \
supporting light rail on the existing MTA-owned Exposition right-of-way,

“The recently refeased Mid-City/Westside Transit Corrdor Draft EIR/EIS points out that.-ight rail on Exposition would “‘_j-a..-
draw as many as 51,400 daily transit boardings at a cost of $41 million MW be & 2
asset in relieving the increasingly congested Santa Monica Freeway., along —-]
Exposition would draw only slightly more than halP the daily boaitints of light rail at 2,000 (Executive Sommary "‘
pgs i&l%ﬂmﬁn’t shortchange the public by building a system that doesn’t accommodate future growth.

highest population within the metropolitan region. Within 20 years, the area is projected to grow by an additional

The study area of this project encompasses 112 square miles and includes a population of 1.5 million people - the. L
300,000 (ES — pgs 3-4), which will only exacerbate the problem unless effective transit solutions are: built now.

Angelencs, We need a system that can-adequately provide for those that are dependent on public transit as well as
those who would choose to use public transit because they are tired of wasting untold hours stuck in unpredictable

e you to také the bold stéps necessary to help build a sensible Bght rail network that will serve: the needs of all \\7
) t:afﬁc ” Light rail in Los Angeles is the most sensible way tv achieve these needs,

The Blue Line from Long Beach to downtown LA is arguably the most successtul Hght rail system in the na'ﬁun, with
dally boardings of 60,000, Already under construction is the Pasadena to downtown LA light rail train that will open in
2003 and is expected to carry between 30,000 to 38,000 passengers a day upon opening. LInk these two systems
together with the proposed East LA light rail {15,000 projected dally boardings by 2020) and the Exposttion Lme., and -
rtbemmdearﬂmtweareDnMmeardsamprehenslveligmmsysmmln Los Angeles, .

Inadduﬂnntnsupporhng light rail, 1 describe myselfasaY‘IMBY-—a"‘Yes in My Back Yard” person, Ic:unemjyresode

in a neghborhood that is less than Zwyardsawayfmma propesed station stop at National and Sepulveda
boulevards. It will be a great day in Los Angeles when 1 can leave my car at home and conveniently u-avel throughout ‘T
the area on a ‘safe; mllable cmfortable, and efficient light rail bain.

. The time to act Is now. T urge you to take the bold-steps, do the right thing, and emﬁumge your colleagues on the 0
MTA board to support light rail along the Exposition Corridor. C B ‘

Sincerely, | . ‘ .
ﬁﬂméf;2r“” : o
Jon Root ' .

w Friends 4 Expco Transit

Erx:losura. LA Times editorial, Aprll 28,2001

.
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LOS ANGELES TIMES EDITORIALS

JOHN ¥, PUERNER, Puliisher
JOHN 5. CARROLL, Edisr
JANET CLAYTON, Editor of the Editorial Peges

Putting Westside on Rails

ake one Jook at the daily crush on dhe

Santa Monica Freewsy—or the major

east-west surfore streets=—and there
tan be littie doubt about the need for mazs
tranxit on the Westside. Tet other than 3 fow
freeway commuter buses, there’s nothing.
For years, the most thoughtful plan to ease
traffic tongestion has beén neld hostage to
the self-fulfilling myth that 'Westsiders wil)
never give up their cars, Now, a new report
on the proposed Expogition light rail line
should quickly put that
migconception to rest
and finally get this key

A new projection boasts the

street petworks is planned.

Residents along the Bloe Line to Pasa-
dena, now under construction, and the pro-
posed Eastside extension have lobbied hard
for thowe two transit alternatives. Mwan-
while, the loudest Westside voices the MTA
heard for years were those of Cheviot Hills
and Rancho Park hormeowners vehemently
opposed to the prospect of trains running by
their neighborhoods. A rerouted Exposition
line now aveids those arezs, dipping south to
include parts of Culver
City. The line, whkh
was frozen in platning

transt project out of prospects of & much needed line to Hmbo for years, has

neulral,

The Exposition lme
would curry tiders be
twesn Santa Monica and
downtown fn about 45
minutes; from there
they could eaglly transfer vo other lines—to
Long Beach, the San Fernando Valley and,
eventually, Pasadena and East Los Angeles.
The 11.3-mile route, running largely along
Exposition. Boulevard near the Santa Mondea
Freeway, has long been a part of the Metry
pofitan Transportation Authority's planning
because it would be relatively easy and low-
coart tor bulkd, The MTA already holds title to
the right of way, an old milroad line, and
could tap federal and stite funds already
comrnitted to the Westside.

The agency's environmental impact e
por\, released this month, projects o
tion Iine ridership comparable to that of the
Blue Line and more than the Green Line's.
That's because the Westside has the highest
population, 1.5 million, and employment den+
sity of any Scouthern California area. More
over, while the next 20 years will surely see
significant growth in both population 2nd
jobe in an alresdy nearly gridlocked area, no
significant expansion of existing freeway and

dawntown, The populace, it would
appear, is nor welded into
automobiles after qil

started to attract the
Erasgoots Suppost it
has long deserved.,

But the line still
faces high poditical hur-
dles on Lhe MTA board,
gtarting with Yvonne Brathwaite Burke, Lhe
board’s current chairwoman, Burke, a county
superviser, has long resisted ithis lne, al-
though in running through her district it
would ease the commulng nightmares of
many of her ronstituents. Burke has tied
progress on the Exposition line ‘o approval
of a dedicated busway along Whghire Boyle-
vard for the Metro Rapid bus already nm-
ning there, But the busway is lkely to take
up # lune on ooe of the tity's busiest streets
while yielding litile improvement in the
Hapid bus' travel time, The Exposition line,
potentially seérving many more riders, would
be faster and less discuptive, Exposition
merits approval without linkage to the ‘Wil
shire s,

The MTA will hold a series of public hear~
ings on the Exposhion line report beginning
May 7. Come July, after Burke rotates off ay
board chafr, Lhe MTA could take sction, at
long last green-lighting thiy worthy project.

COMMENTS
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WOS ANGELES. GALIFORNIA $00 12 CRICHARD J. RIORDAM
VRN BT 2409 OFFICE OF THE MAYOR HaYER

May 14. 2001

Jon Root
11109 Nationai Blvd.
Los Angeles, CA 90004

Dear Mr. Root:

Thank you for your letier to the City of Los Angeles Mayor's Office regarding the
Exposition hight rail. Among the top priorities of Mayor Richard Riordan’s
Administration is o make Los Angeles a better place to work and live. To altain these
woals, government must be accourtable 1o the public that it serves. With this in mind. |
have forwarded your letter to the Metropolitan Transportation Authority. [f you have any
further questions or comments, please contact them at:

MTA

1 Gateway Plaza

Los Angeles, CA 90012
(213) 922-7015

Thank you again for contacting the Mayor’s Office.

Sincerely,

t_.{,’.iu.‘ Ty, “J, lig @ Yo
Maria Bouchereau
Constiluent Services
Office ot the Mayor

AN FOQUAL ZMPLOYMENT QRPORTUNITY - AFFIDMATIVE ACTHOMN E?GPLCCF‘GMM‘ENt& @
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JUN'11 2001

PAAKTE ROSCATCLD  scawen
MAR (1)

June 8, 2001

Mr. David Mieger, Project Manager
Los Angeles County MTA,

One Gateway Plaza

Mail Stop 99-22-5

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Re: Wilshire BRT

Dear Mr. Mieger:

1 am opposed to the installation of a redian down the center of Wiishi levard to \
accommodate the MTA RAPID busses) iS5 will cause havoc nat only for the

resigents of the boulevard, but for the passengers as well in addition to making Wilshire =
Boulevard more dangerous.

Flease take into consideration the disruption and chaos this will cause if this proposal ] 32
tomes to frultion.

e Q&wM

Maxine Rosenfeld

B0 WILSHIRE BOULEVARD, 20 EAST, LOS AMGELES, GALIFORNS, QO0RA807  TELEAHCNE (3T0) 4T5-2541 #M%?#%ENTS
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June 15, 2007 . Poga 1 of 13
Dauvid Mlager, Project Nanager \

Los Angeliap County NTA

One Gateway Plaza

Mail Stop 99-22-3

Lop Angelea, CA. 90012

RE: Mid-City/Westside Transit Study
Dear Nr. Nisnger;

On June 12, 2007, I finally rocelved A copy of the DEIS/EIR l
which T requested over one month ago, With wmy schedule,
that mllowed me Only one Aaay to reylew it and respand.

Los Angeles neods transportation solutions, met a $675,000,000 | 7
1ight reil (LRT) system mlong the Expoplition corridor.

The NTA dDrochure, titled "Rapid Bus and Beyond", states

that LART costs 75 willion dollars per mile to build. 16.7 T
smiles @ 75 millson equals $1,252,500,000 (one hillion two

hundred fifty two willion five hundred thousand).

I serloualy gquestion the "Fipancf 1 Analywis and Comparison
ot Altsrnatives” tables 5-1A and 3-18. Theas figures can't )
poisibly ‘e, the diffarence bDatweaen 1999 and 2009 dollars. o
Ragithe DRIS/PIR. severely underestimated the cost to bulld
tﬁ@;ﬂ??;nlhﬁ:-liﬁbiltlon (snd =11 ity needed mitigations) i

b' .‘.' .f!""'_")';'-‘:‘ o ey

Wigcalculsted construction costs bring into question the

Anpusnlized Capltal snd Operation and Meintennance comts per H

Transit Trip. What is the difrersnce in aunbeidy (o take

an esxisting bus rider trom n (lower) subaldized bus and
transfer that rider to a (higher) subsidized wode of trapsportation?
By caleulalidfg only “New Dalf?"wffhﬁdffmfﬁfﬁﬁmﬁnd sperating

co9t® the DRIS/XIN fuils to mrticulste how much of ocur transl

tax dollars will actualily be gpent to subwidize tha combined ”
total of new and sxlisting translt riders. Moreover, the

DEIS/EIR does not compare the cosis per passenger on existliog

modas versen the new wmoden.

The DRIS/EIR eptimaten 51,400 dally boardings on the Exposition
LRT. It has taken 7,100 bomrdings from the Wilshire BRT fl
counte wnd sdded them to the Expoaition LET. Have thowse

bonrdinga heen added as “"New Incremental Dally™ tranait

trips {0 Expoaltion LRT and how many of the 27,200 new dally
translit trips represent Exposition? Do you subtract the ‘
12,200 Incrsmental Now Dally Trips on Wilshire Plvd. from ;] j?
the 27,200 Dally Tranwsit Tripa en Exposition? ‘

I1f we are only adding about 15,000 new trips (or approximately ..
7,500 round trips) by bullding Exposition LRAT are we really
spending around a Dillion dollara to transport Approximately
8,000 new ridera? , Is over 70X of the riderehip calcuwlated
for Exposition LRAT coming from existing public transit use?

-
At
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Puge 2 of 3

On page 19 - "Executive Bumsary” - "Key Cost Features of )
tho Alternatives™, they have also llated new dally transit L
tripa. Are there only 1,000 new daily trapnsit trips betwees

#2 and #2A? [ Numbe v 2 WL TaRIFa BRT wdd PYPO BRY (totd — :

19,500 minus Wilshire BRT 12,200 = 7,300 for Expo BHT) and |

#2A (Wilshire BRT and Expo BRT (MOS) (totsl 18,500 minua T
Wilahire BRT 12,2000 = 4,300 for Expo BRT (MOE). wWhy would
you spend $162,000,000 to carry 1,000 new transit trips? _J -

1o your "Community Update” pamphlet (Lot us know what you  —
think!) under the heading "Exposition BRT/LRT", the NTA i
states that the “HSanta Monlca Freeway (1-10) (1a) one of '
the most heavily used spd congested freaway(s) in the natlion”. {
Tha clear inference is that Expo BRT/LET will relieve the fafr
gridlock on that frweway. HNowever, the DEIS/EIS "Eavironwental| :

- Traffic and Cilrculstion - Fresway Impucts” (esectlon 3.2) :
steten there will be an increuse in trltrig volume .520% !

to 1.28X. on tbe Swpta Nonloca Fraeway. A and (helr rall :
booster surrogates sre decelving the public. o

This same brochurs claims rnh._t,..g‘.‘.m_!.!‘Qﬂnﬂgonwln travel. 1 ! e
time. Who's travel timse? Existing bus riders; car speeds) '3
on ax off the froeways?

A

There are 40-50 milllon cerm lun the County of lLos Angeles.

The DEIN/EIR "Environments) Evaluatiop Traffic and Clrculatlon”
(Bection 3.2) stetas that average vehicle npeeds will decreanse
or lnaresase 1/10th of 1% (under 26 mph) wilth BRT/LRT. lnruovch
thers will Le a4 few hundred wors cars on the Santw Monica |
Fraeway under all alternatives copmsldered. Tahle 7.8 DET i
and LRAT average 24 mph. If thls represents a reduction i
in travel time, are truppit riders only averaging 12 wph *WJ
now?

! -
PRV

I wap most interested in your reference uslng smerging hybrid \
#lectric vehlcles. If 1t ware ipcluded in the modeling \
instead of Compressed Natural Gas (CNG) bugwes a8 an alternative

to LRT, we would have drametle differences In mitigation ' ’1L
cogts, This slternative would reduce moderste to savers Lo
impacte resulting from vehicle nolse, emisslons, vibratione

and ol iminate sound barrier and insulation costs. Whather

you are low or middies income, who can afford ceptral alr
conditioning, double inawlation replacement windows plus

the ipebility to find a buyer for your home? -

We need an alternative to improve mobillity for both troaneit
depondent end automoblle users. The use of a Hybrid Electric
Rapid Bus should be studisd on exiating Venlce Blvd, (Line )
33), Olympic Blvd. (Line 28) and Pilco Bivd. (Line. 30). ¢
Fven Santa Monlea Blvd. (Line 4) should be considered for

Rapltd Pus.
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Page 3 ot 3

I contend that the MTA staff and the "Expo/4/Rail” people 1

have appeared to be "joloed at the hip™ at every outresch |
meoting. NTA staff conslatently gave tecit approval to =
thelr outragecusly mislesding facts and gtataments by making e
no effort to temper or correct them. NWIA starf may well

escape liabllity but wil)l not escape the public and political

wrath If this extrarvragant project doen not produoce the tyaffie
reductions we all hope tor,

w
1 swpport the Transportatlon System Mansgement (THN) lltarnltlvfl o

and wek for m rosponsible discussion of the was of Lthe Expo
ROW for use s 2 hike path; abandoning the uss of LRT from T
forther considervatlion.

Thin community, my community of Cheviot Hills, supported

Electric Trolley Bus vesring off the Rxpo ROW at La Clenegm.

Thg: Tyolley bus. woyld trasvel along Vemice Blvd. to Lincola "Z?a
Blvd aarving the 22,000 plus riders on Line 33, It'w time
to:re~vialt thet' npe of the HOW and study Rybrid Rlectrle
Propdlelon bnaon

Thank You,

Ellzabeth Roth
3072 Motor Avenue
Log Angalaa, CA. 90084

"”1
o
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Mid-City/Westside Project Team

mmmmm Original Messagee. .-

From: Debby [mailto:dpuzzldémediaone.net]

Sent: Friday, June OB, 2001 1:01 PM

To: seconddistricedbos.co.la. ca.us; zev@bos.oon.la.ca.us; mideitywestside@mra,net

Subject: expo right of way

"
Supervigor Burke Y
Supervigor Yaroslavsky Iz)Ti L /

David Mieger

Ret: rapid transit along the Exposition right of way

The first choice for transpertation dollars should be rapid tramsit along the
Wilshire corridor where there is both high density housing and a multicude of
business destinarions,

Providing the most transportation for the dollar should bhe your first concern, h:} ‘
]‘2’.

light rail propesal involving the Expesition right of way must detour arpund the

If the Bxposition right of way is bo be used at all, please understand that any Ml -
educational and residential sector between Robertson and Sepulveda:

&

* This area has low density housing and will not provide as much ridership :]
as will be available along the detour.
* The Culver City decour would serve many mere pecople, both in terms of "i}

Uy

raegidence and business destinations, than the stretch of Expositicn where it

crosses Overland and Wescwood.

" This stretch of Exposition runs past an elementary school whare the
conscant train warning eignals and whistles will be detrimental to the students® (
educational wission. <
w Train crosasing at major intersections will clog traffic at north-south

junctions which are in close proximity Lo freeway on and off ramps, causing "7
additienal delays or Overland Avenue and Westwood BHoulevard.

Pur the trangit where there are people to use it and where 1t will not M{
exacerbate street traffic meltdowns already in existence at freeway entrances MJ%&

and exits.

Debby Rotter
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From: Salazar, Mariana

Bent: Friday, June 08, 2001 1:4. PM
T 'Debby !

Subjeet: RE: expo right of way

Me RoTtTer:
Thank you for yeur comment on the Mid-Civy/Westside DEIS/EIR.
We have logged your comment into the record.

We are scheduled to go before the MTA Board on June 28, 2001, The DETS and a
summary of the comment: received will be presented. At that time a locally
preferred albernative will be selected.

Sinzerely,
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THOMAS A. RUBIN, CPA, CMA, CMC, CIA, CGFM, CFM
2007 Bywood Drive
Qakland, California 94602-1937
Telephone/FAX: (510) 531-0624 5 THR (N D
e-mail: tarubin@earthlink. net

David L. Mieger, AICP June 15, 2001
Project Manager, Rail & Busway Development

Mail Stop 99.22-5

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority

One Gateway Plaza

Los Angeles, California $0012-2932

Via United States Postal Service and FAX: (213) 922-3060
re: Comments on MTA Mid-City/Westside Transit Corridor Draft EIS/EIR
Dear Mr. Mieget:

1 amn pleased to present my comments on the Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation
Authority (MTA) Mid-City/Westside Transit Corridor Draft Environmental Impact Staternent/Draft
Environmental Impact Report (Draft EIS/EIR), April 6, 2001. (All references cited below are from
- the Draft SEIS/SEIR unless otherwise noted.)

My main concern is that this report is incomplete and requires substantial addittonal work to analyzej 2
transportation alternatives that have not been studied) In addition t© those alternafives, such as a
Busway/High Occupancy Vehicle/High Occupancy Toll lane couplet on the Santa Monica (1-10)
Freeway, that have obvious transportation merit, MTA has failed in its affirmative responsibility to
compare the “Build Atemnative” to 2 Transportation System Management (TSM) Alternative that |3
is the “besr that can be done to improve mobility in the corridor without the construction of major

new transit facilities.”

This report, as is common with every study of this type that MTA has ever conducted, nnprnpcrlﬁ
focuses on the constructian of specific high-visibility, expensive projects at the expense of vitally
needed improvements in transit services that are actually far more useful to the numerous transii-
dependent and near transit-dependent residents of Los Angeles County and other potential transit
users. By carefully narrowing the scope of this study to only specifically selected types of high-cost
exclusive transit guideways in a portion of the MTA service area, this study atternpts to “justify” the
selection of a locally preferred alternative of quasi-Curitiba-style corridor bus service and light rail L#
with a projected capital cost of over §1 billion (for the Wilshire Bus Rapid Transit [BRT)/Exposition
Light Rail Transit [L.RT] option) over many far more productive and cost-effective options that could
provide greater mobility improvements and other benefits to more Los Angeles County residents at‘-/

lower cost and be implemented and operating far sooner,
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David Mieger Jupe 15, 2001
Comments on MTA Mid-City/Westside Transit Comdor Draft EIS/EIR Page 2

—
1 find MTA’s methodology for this study extremely deficient, both in terms of professional standards
and legalregulatory requirements]” As this report will be part of a Federal “new starts” grant
application, MTA is required to study the Transportation Systems Management (TSM) Alternative,
MTA has not properly satisfied the TSM requirements.

r——

The FTA’s Technical Guidance on Section 5309 new Starts Criteria (“Techrical Guidance™), July
1999 requires a minimum of three alternatives in most circumstances, including this one (§4.2.2.,

page 31):

“Many of the New Starts criteria require comparisons between the proposed New
Starts project and two baseline alternatives, a No Build alternative and a TSM alternative.
The baseline alternatives are designed in such a way as to distll the transit benefits of each
proposed New Starts investment. While the appropriate new Starts project and baseline
alternatives in each corridor will depend on local circumstanices, a consistent approach must
be followed in defining these alternatives.

“Project sponsors should recognize that they will need to generate information on the
No Build and TSM altermatives during the Preliminary Engineering (PE) and Final Design
pbases. Although these baseline alternatives may no longer be real options for local
decision-making purposes, they will serve as essential baselines for computing FTA’s project
evaluation measures.”

Technical Guldance describes the Transportation System Management (TSM) alternative as a“\
"second baseline case.” TSM is defined as (Jd, §4.3.1.2, page 36):

"[T]he No Build Alternative phus lower cost transportation improvements (i.e., lower

cost than the Build Alternative) which represent the besr that can be done to improve %
mobility in the corridor without the construction of major new transit facilities." (Ermphasis
added.) (See also id at page 32 §4.2.2.2., page 32.) Inside the corridor, the TSM akemative
analyzed “"should offer approximately the same level of transit service (coverage, route
spacing, peak and off-peak headways, etc.) as the Build Alternative or the Project, as defined
below.”

e

Analysis of both 2 "No Build" alternative and a TSM alternative, as well as analysis of the Project
("Build Alternative”) is required in New Starts and related funding requests’.

! Id, sections 4.2.2.1,4.2.2.2.

A new Final Rule for this type of study, 49 CFR 611, as adopted, abolished the
separate requirements for No Build and TSM alternatives, substituting a single “baseline
alternative™ comparison requirement (Proposed rule, 64 Federal Register, 17070-71,

Appendix "A",),
The Final Rule was not promulgated until December 7, 2000 (Federal Register,
{continued...)
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David Mleger June 15, 2001
Comments on MTA Mid-City/Westside Tramnt Corridor Draft EIS/EIR Page 3

'(...continued)
Volume 65, No. 236, pp. 76863-76884). Implementation was stayed for 60 days on February 9,
2001 (Federal Register, Volume 66, No. 28, pp. 9677-9678. Therefore, this Final Rule did not
go into effect until April 10, 2001, when the 60-day period ended without further action being
taken by the Department of Transportation. As this Draft EIS/EIS is being prepared during the
interim period while the Final Rule was being adopted, it is wise to review the “new” Final Rule
for changes in requirements from the previous standards. (A review of the DEIS/DEIR shows
that MTA followed the “old,” vice “new,” rules for this study. For example, §§2.2.1-2.2.2, “No
Action Alteynative (Baseling)” and “Transportation Systern Management (TSM) Alternative,”
respectively, show that MTA studied both a “No Build” and a “TSM” Alternative for Wilshire, a
requirement of the “old,” but not the “new,” Rule. Several other obvious points, including the
reporting of cost per new passenger, a requirement under the “old” rule that was dropped from
the “new rule, further prove that this DEIS/DEIR was prepared under the “old” rules.

Under the new Final Rule, this Draft EIS/EIR. still non-compliant. It is clear that
the “baseline alternative” under the “new” Rule is, for all practical purposes, the “old” TSM
alternative, not the No Build Alternative. Several subsections make this understanding
unquestionable:

A. §611.5, “Definitions,” page 76880 —~ “Baseline alternative is the alternative
against which the proposed new starts project is compared to develop project justification
measures. Relative to the No Build altenatives, it should include transit improvements lower in
w:ost than the new start which result in a better ratio of measures of transit mobility compared to
¢ost than the No Build alternative.” Note that the *No Build” alternative is specifically identified
in the last phrase as something different from the “baseline alternative.”

B. Appendix A, page 76883 — “Depending upon the circumstances and
through prior agreement with FTA, the baseline alternative can be defined appropriately in one of
three ways. First, where the adopted financially constrained inchaded within the corridor all
reasopable cost-effective transit improvements short of the new start project, a no-build
alternative that includes those improvements may serve as the baseline, Second, where
additional cost-effective transit improvements can be can be made beyond those provide by the
adopted plan, the baseline will add those cost-effective transit improvements. Third, where the
proposed new start project is part of a multimodal altemative that includes major highway
components, the baseline alternative will be the preferred mnltimodal alternative thhaut the new
start project and associated transit services.

C. V1., Section-by-Section Analysis, E., §611.9: Proje:ct Justification
Criteria, page 76871 — “In response to comments submitted on this issue and in recognition of
the desire to simplify the new starts process, this Rule eliminates the requirement for separate ho-
build and TSM alternatives, and instead requires that the proposed new start be evaluated against
a single “baseline alternative.” The baseline alternative is best described as transit improvernents
lower in cost than the proposed new start, which result in a better ratio of measures of trapsit
mobility compared to cost than the No Build alternative; the ‘best you can do’ without the new

(continued...)
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David Mieger June 15, 2001
Comments on MTA Mid-City/Westside Tmnmt Corridor Draft EIS/EIR Page 4

The following is presented verbatim from Table 2-3, “Transportation System Mamgement (TSM)
Ovperating Characteristics,” page 2-9:

“Transit Service: Rapid bus on Wilshire slightly improved in peak and midday (3 minutes
peak service in both directions, 6.6 minute base). Selected bus route changes incorporated
per Westside Bus Service Improvement Study to improve service onmore productive routes,
modify service on less productive routes, and modify routings as appropriate io connect 1o
major destinations and/or transit hubs,

Operations: Double-articulated buses (80 feet Jong) projected to be needed on the
Wilshire/Whittier rapid bus line by 2020. Rail operations identical to No Action®.”

'{...continued)
start investment.” Note the similanty of this last phrase to the “best that can be done to improve
mobility in the corridor without the construction of major new transit facilities,” Technical
Guidance §4.3.1.2, page 36 - the definition of TSM.

The DEIS/DEIR thus is required to perform a valid comparison to a

TSM/Baseline Alternative under both the “old” and the “new” rules, to do a comparison to the
“best that can be done;” it thus satisfies the requirements of neither the “old” nor the “new”
Rules.

2 “Trains would run every 4 minutes in the peak period for the two branches of the

Red Line from Union Station to Wilshire/Western and to North Hollywood. Peak Period train
frequency on Blue, Green and Pasadena lines set at 5 mimunes. Off-peak service is set at 10
minutes for each of the two Red Line branches; and 12 mimuntes for the Blue, Green and Pasadena
Lines. Bus service frequencies largely similar to existing schedules.” Table 2-2, *No Action
(Baseline) Operating Characteristics,” page 2-8.

Without going into great detail in this document, the above paragraph raises a
large mumber of issues, including:

(1)  From my research of Red Line operations, and conversations with senior
MTA managers, it appears that it is not currently possible to operate four mimate headways on
the two Red Line “branches”™ West and North of Wilshire/Vermont, with six minute headways as
their current mipimums, Four minute headways would require the reduction of headways in the
“cominon (joint use) section” of the alignment East of Wilshire/Vermont to approximately two
mimrtes, which is also significantly beyond the capability of the existing Automatic Train
Control and related systems, and would require a substantial upgrade, probably at a cost in €xcess
of $100 million, to achieve. I can find nothing reparding such a program, or such an expenditure,
in the MTA Draft 2001 Long Ranga Transportation Plan for Los Angeles County (LRTP),

February 2000.
Mare importantly, however, is that there is little reason to believe that
there will be a demand for this level of operation. The FSEIS/SEIR for the Red Line, as
(continued...)
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David Micger June 15, 2001
Comments on MTA Mid-City/Westside Tmns:t Corridor Draft EIS/EIR Page §

1 believe that what is laid owt above as the TSM alternative is actually far from even a minimum
program that could begin to be considered as “best that can be done to unprove mobility in the
corridor without the construction of major new transit facilities” — the F

alternative) Specifically, elements that meet this requirement that were nof considered as part of the :] 7

TSM option for this study, but should have been, include, but are not limited to:

1. The existing Rapid Bus Line 720 on W:lsh:mehxmer has becn, without any doubt what»so-
ever, the outstanding accompli
(pp. 2-29/48), However, further improvements to the operation of this line, beyond those
discussed in the Baseline and TSM alternatives, have a significant likelihood of increasing
ridership even further at very low cost. Specifically, Line 720 has been operating under a
capacity limitation since the day it started service. As has been shown by the success of the
Consent Decree (CD) that resulted from Labor/Community Strategy Center v. MTA (L/CSC

v. MTA), an increase in the capacity of MTA bus lines results in increases in transit ridership, |

X(...continued)
constructed, July, 1989, projected a daily ridership of 298,000 in the year 2000 (§1.3.2,
“Operating Characteristics,” page 2-1-46) with 3-4 minute headways in the “common section”
and 6-8 minutes headways on the North and West Branches (Table 2-1, “Prefiminary Year 2000
Service Frequency: Null Alternative and New Locally Preferred Alternative,” page 2-1-51). As
Red Line ridership is current at approximately 125,000
(http://www.mta.net/corporate/depts/scheduling/averages/rdshpavg htm for April 2001, which is
only approxirnately 6,000 over the comparable data for the first month of North Hollywood
operation), it would appear that Red Line Ridership would have to increase to at least
approximately 250% of the current level (or to over 300,000) before ridership would exceed the
original design capacity. As the highest level of urban rail ridership in the LRTP was
approximately 350,000 daily (“2025 Strategic Plan™) for all urban rail lines in Los Angeles
County, including the Los Angeles, Pasadena, and Eastside Blue Lines and the Green Line,
among others, it is not understood why any increase to this level of Red Line service needs to be
contemplated during the remaixing working life of any current MTA employee.

(2)  The headways for the other rail lines also appear questionable, although
for different reasons. The Long Beach Blue Line is currenily operating at five minute peak
headways and is near capacity, even with upcoming consist lengthenings. While increases in
Blue Line capacity over the next 25 years may be desirable, getting headways under five minutes
for street running light rail is extremely difficult. The Pasadena Blue Line is shown with a
capability to operate at lower headways, although the requirement for this appears questionable,
particularly if three-car consists are operated, as this line is planned for. Five minute headways
on the Green Line would appesr to be necessary only if MTA contemplates single-car consists.
In any case, the operetions and ridership of these light rail lines have only a secondary impact on
ridership in the corridor under study, as none of these operate in this cortidor, por are any direct
Operating connections ¢ven contemplated,
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David Mieger ' - June 15, 2001
Comments on MTA Mid-City/Westside Transit Corridor Draft EIS/EIR Page 6

Also, while Line 720 currently uses traffic signal preference as one of the main components
in the increase in vehicle speed (along with limited stop service), at the current time, this
preference is limited to the City of Los Anpeles alone. If similar signal preference were to
be introduced in the Cities of Beverly Hills and Santa Monica and the unincorporated area

- of Los Angeles County along the route (all of which are within the Study Corridor) and East
of the Study Corridor all the way to Montebello, there would be an additional increase in
vehicle speed that would both make this line more attractive to additional new riders,
including many riders who begin or end their trips within the study area, and decrease its |
costs of operation even further’} There are other well-known, and low cost, options such as )
“quene jumper” and bypass lanes that could further speed up both Line 720 and other Rapid
Bus Lines through the Study Comidor. None of these options appear to have been pursued

as part of the TSM alternative, even though they are exacily the type of low-cost
improvements that could be used as examples of what should be so included. ——d

—

Inaddition, while the DEIS/DEIR uses the success of Rapid Bus to promote BRT, it carefully
points out, “This apparent su-zess is offset, however, by heavy traffic congestion during rush
hours periods that slows bus speeds to below 5 mph on many segments of the route”

(Executive Sumnary, page 6). What the DEIS/DEIR does nor mention is that this problem
is most critical in the City of Los Angeles Central Business District (CBD), which is nor part

of the study area. If additional bus speed improvement/transit preference options were to be
investigated in the CBD, bus speed could be significantly beneficially impacted'. Such
options could range from further traffic signal improvements designed to benefit bus all the
way up to exclusive busways through the CBI). None of these options for the CBD have
been studied, because they are outside of the Transit Corridor in this DEIS/DEIR, even
though such improvements would provide substantial benefits to the users of transit lines
that originate in and travel the vast majority of their trips within the study area.
-

? As vehicle speed increases on a transit line, as else equal, the transit system gets
more “work” out of each vehicle/train and operator each shift. The reason is, faster vehicles can
make more round trips in a shift, thus reducing the number of vehicles required to meet a given
headway,

Offsetting this, of course, is that the faster speed increases demand, which
generally requires more buses to be operated 10 handle the increased loads. However, even
where added runs are required, this is an extremely cost-effective method of increasing transit
usage, in fact, one of the most cost-effective such methods commonly encountered.

4 It is extremely important to recognize that adding, for example, five miles an

hour of speed is far more important to a cuwrrent five miles per hour section than it is for a current
twenty mile per hour section. Indeed, such an improvements would cut six minutes off the time
to travel a mile in the former case, while saving only 36 seconds in the latter.
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David Mieger | June 15, 2001
Comments on MTA Mid-City/Westside Transit Corridor Draft EIS/EIR Page 7

The costs of many, if not all. of such optio well within_the limitations of the TSM-_j 12
alternative definition.)l find it particularly interesting that MTA has studied BRT along the
individual alignments studied in the Corridor, but has not studied the use of many of the
elements of BRT that would significantly benefit the many users of bus lines on streets such \9
as Seventh Street and/or Broadway, which have several times the number of buses per hour
as even the Line 18/20/720 family, the most heavily utilized bus line in the United States, __|

"“h-.1

2. Expansion of the MTA Rapid Bus program, as proposed by MTA itself and documented in
the LRTP. On page 2-47, we see no less than twenty-two additional proposed Rapid Bus
lines, to be implemented in three phases over the next few years. Several of these lines |~ g
operate in or through the study corridor. This does not even consider other existing and
potential alignments for additional Rapid Bus routes.

It i5 absolutely incomprehensible how the TSM for this study could nor include these Rapid
Bus improvements. In addition to simply including these lines in the TSM option, the types
of further improvements and enhancements discussed in the preceding section should also
be applied, in many cases, 1o the other Rapid Bus lines in the LRTP. Given that Rapid Bus
has been demonstrated as being extremely successful in exactly this corridor, and that MTA
itself has clearly indicated that it expects to be quickly implementing many lines in the study
area, not incleding them in this study is, without any guestion, wrong and indefensible.

3. There is a very simple, and well proven way to increase transit ridership at a very low cost )
per new riders: Lower the fares, 2.\
When the Southern California Rapid Transit District (SCRTD) Jowered its cash fare from
85¢ to 50¢ at the beginning of its 1983 fiscal year, and kept it there for three vears, SCRTD .
unlinked trips increased over 40%, with moming and afternoon peak ridership up 42% and 2%
38%, respectively. The cost of this fare reduction was less than 20% of the .5% Proposition __J
A Transit Sales Tax (Jess than a1 cent sales ta_:_;ﬁsl demonstrated in Lower Fares for the
Los Angeles Coumty Metropolitan Transportation Authority — A Proposal from The
Environmental Defense Fund, The Natural Resources Defense Council, The Coalition for
Clean Air, The Asian Pacific American Legal Center of Southern Califormia, and
Communities for a Better Environment’ the subsidy per new passenger forridership increases 3
through fare reductions would be in the low $2.00 per passenger range, with most of this ks
increased subsidy due to the costs to operate additionsl bus service within the load factor
requirements of the CI). There is no option availabje to MTA bas came remotely close o
this extremely low taxpayer funding requirement while producing such huge ridership
increases,

: This was presented to MTA during its public hearings for a fare increase in 1999,

and I incorporate it by reference to this document.
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David Mieger | ‘ June 15, 2001
Comments on MTA Mid-City/Westside Transit Corridor Draft EIS/EIR Page 8

By not including any of these, or similar, low cost, proven elements in the TSM alternative for this |
stedy, MTA has unfairly and improperdy “tilted” the playing field to favor high cost guideway transit.
If these elements had been included, they would have generated substantial additional ridership
without the high cost of BRT or LRT, thus making these alternatives far less competitive. Indeed,

1 expect that even partial inclusion of some of these clements would have generated far more pew
rniders than the BRT and LRT options combined — just as the 50¢ fare program generated an increase | U
of 143 million unlinked trips a year — all new trips - in just three years, compared with total MTA
budgeted urban rail ridership (Red, Blue, and Green Lines combined) of 54 million in fiscal year
2000 (FY00)®, with most of these being former bus riders. Of course, the cost of the fare subsidy
program was a small fraction of MTA’s billion-dollar-a-year-plns expendifures on rail during the
period from the mid-1980's to today.

I also find the use of MTA’s transportation model to produce the results analyzed quite troubling.

In the past, Thave commented frequently, and at ]ength, on the varioys flawed assumptions, improper
analysis, and mrational results produced by prior versions of this model and the MTA modeling
personnel’. For our current purposes, I am inost concerned about the many serious problems that
Inoted in Major Problems with Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (MTA) | % 5
Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP) Model And Evaluation Criteria, which 1 providedto MTA

staff during the LRTP process last Fall, and which I incorporate into this cornmentary by reference.

I am specifically concerned with a serious error that was revealed in the model validation process.
With such models, before they can be utilized to project future results, they must be carefully
calibrated 10 ensure that they are producing useful, valid, accurate results. One of the most
imyportant steps in assuring that a model can usefully and accurately predict the future is to see how
well it does in predicting the pasr. In this particular case, the model was utilized to “predict” the
kmown values for transportation and transit usage for 1998.

While it is never possible to recreate reality, and no model of this type can ever be expected to be
100% accurate, such models must demonstrate a reasonable ability to produce accurate results. I
documnented a large number of major discrepancies between the products of the MTA model and the
know values for the base year. Of these problems, one of the most disturbing was that the model 27
overestimatedrail ridership, compared 1o bus ridership, by over 22% for the known 1998 year. This

6 MTA, Proposed Budget For the Fiscal Year Ending June 30, 2001, Appendix 5,
“FY0] Modal Operating Statistics,” page 4-5.

! See, for example, Thomas A. Rubin and James E. Moore, I, Fhy Rail Will Fail:
An Analysis of the Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority’s Long Range
Plan, Reason Foundation Policy Study No. 209, July 1996. This is a short version of a far more
detailed analysis of the flawed 1995 MTA LRTP that I produced as a expert for plamnffs in
L/CSC v. MTA.,
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David Mieger : | June 15, 2001
Comments on MTA Mid-City/Westside Transit Corridor Draft EIS/EIR Page 9

gives rise to the question, if the model has this tendency to overstate rail ridership, compared to bus
ridership, for aknown past period, could itnot also display similar overstatements for future periods?

Of course, while the overstatement of total ridership is very important, the key quantitative decision

criteria is cost per new passenger. Because new passengers are only a small portion of total
passengers, the overstatement of new trips by such an erroneous process is likely to be far more than 2
* the oversiatement of total ridership.

From the data in the table on page Executive Summary - 18, “Summary Profile of Midm-—’
City/Westside Alternatives,” we cao attempt to see the impact of such an overstatement, For
Alternatives 1, 1A, and 1B, “Wilshire BRT,” the Daily Transit Boardings are shown as 39,600 and
Incremental New Daily Transit Trips are 12,200°. Alternative 2, “Wilshire BRT & Expo BRT (Full
Length), the comparable figures are 65,300 and 19,500, By subtracting the Alternative 1x values for
Wilshire BRT alone from the Alternative 2 vatues for the Wilshire BRT plus the Expo BRT, we can
approximate the Expo BRT values as 25,700 and 7,300.

Turning now to Altemative 3, “Wilshire BRT & Expo LRT (Full Length),” we have comparable | 727\
values of 83,900 and 27,200. Comparing these to the Altemative | values, we find that the values
for Expo LRT are evidently 44,300 and 15,000. The first is 18,600, or 72% higher than the
comparable value for the Expo BRT; while the second is 7,700, or 105%, higher,

These values certaiuly make the LR T alternative appear interesting. Part of the higher LRT ridership
is undoubtedly due to it be a somewhat larger system: 17.3 miles for LRT vs. 16,7 miles for BRT,

' I amn having great difficulty in reconciling these valves.

LRTP, Table 2-3, page 2-24, shows that there were 56,100 Metro Rapid (Rapid
Bus) passengers approximately 90 days after Line 720 began service. This is exclusive of the
Lines 18/20 local service and is for the entire route, Santa Monica to Montebello.

If BRT from Santa Monica to Wilshire/Western will carry a total of 39,600 daily
transit boardings, and there would be 12,200 Incremental Daily Transit Trips, this appears to
indicate that approximately 27,400 of the tota] 39,600 BRT daily trains boardings would be Line
720 Rapid Bus passengers who would become BRT passengers. (My understanding of the
workings of the MTA transportation models and how such data is normally presented is that the
39,600 figure refers to ridership on BRT on Wilshire and nothing else, but that the 12,200 refers
to the roral new transit riders for the entire Corridor; therefore, it is not necessarily proper to
‘merely net these two as [ have done above. However, in this particular example, there does not
appear to be much ¢lse that could have a major influence on new transit trips.)

This would mean that the Rapid Bus ridership West of Wilshire/Western would
be 27,400 at present, while that East of this location would be 28,700 (56,100 - 27,400). I am not
altogether comfortable with this breakdown, especially since 1 do not know how the model, and .
the reporting of these results, treats a trip on BRT/Rapid Bus that includes segments on both
sides of Wilshire/Western. A
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17 vs. 20 statmns, and 3,600 vs, 2,800 parking slots. Faster operation speed (24 mph average for ]
LRT vs. 21 mph for BRT, 42 minutes from Seventh/Flower to downtown Santa Monica vs, 39/47
minutes [skip stop/every siation stop]®) also evidently produces something of a ridetship trend
towards LRT. Finally, the bus network feeding the guideway transit system is not identical, although
it is not possible to determine exactly what changes were made,

* Evenafier all of these factors are taken into consideration and adjustments made, it appears that LRT
produces significantly more riders, and new riders, on Expo than does BRT. \

Why?

Oddly, there is no comment on this critical question in the DEIS/DEIR. For transit on a very similar
guideway at roughly comparable speeds and with other conditions roughly comparable, the type of
vehicle utilized appeats to have a huge impact on potential ridership and new ridership - as reported

by the MTA Transporration Planning Model. ’J

Such models are nor “Black Boxes™ where the lid is opened, various ingredients dropped in, the box
shaken, and the final results produced. The outputs of such models are determined to a very great 30
extent by the data entered, of course, but, in this case, the data for the BRT and LBT alternatives |
appear to be not very much different.

The other key factor is the assumpftmn, speclﬁnally, the logic that drives how the model allocates | 2\

trips to modes. If the da erent, this raises the issue if the assumptions are
somechow different. W have no specific knowledge of what these asstumptions are, but past experience

with the earher versions of the same model raises certain questions:

1. Was a “modal preference” assumption made? In other words, was there a logic rule that, in
simple terms, states that, all else equal, more people will decide to take a trip on LRT than
on BRT? If this is the case, what are the exact details of the difference between the
propensities to use BRT and LRT - especially as Line 720 has conclusively exhibited that | 3 2.
Rapid Bus, a step below BRT, is widely popular in this Corndor?

More important, if there is such an assumption, what is the justification for 1?7 What
research shows that a greater tendency to use LRT, as opposed 1o BRT, can reasonably be
expected to exist in this Corridor?

2. Were there other diﬁ’ercmcs in the assumptions between LRT and BRT? For example, in
the assumptions used for the 1995 LRTP, the experts working for the plaintiffs in LACSC v.

’ Tables 2-7 and 2-8, “Wilshire BRT and Exposition BRT Opetating
Characteristics” and “Wiltshire BRT and Exposition LRT Operating Characterisitics,” pp. 2-33
and 2-44/45.
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MT4 discovered that the bus “walk distance” ~ the maximum distance that potential transit

riders would walk to a bus stop — was one-quarter mile, but the rail walk distance was a full

mile. This effectively made the geographic walk distance circle around a rail station sixteen 3?)
times the comparable circle for 2 bus stop. There were additional assumptions in which bus

and rail were weated differently.

3. What are the reasons, in the evaluation of the people who prepared the model runs, that LRT j 3 q*
produces so much higher ridership than BRT in this corridor?

I am very disappointed that one of the alternatives considered was not a pair of limited access lanes | %5~
on the Santa Monica (I-10) Freeway, combining one, two, or all three of the following: busway,
high-occupancy vehicle (HOV), and high—occupancyftoll (HOT). S'I‘hc El Monte busway is by far thé
most successfol guideway tranmnanon pmject in Los Angeles County, producmg s:gmﬁcantly
more “transportation work” i ¢ pea n the four g A n.each
direction combined) While an I-10 lugh ocmpanc:y lane woﬂd undoubted be expenmve and would

present several technical difficulties, the very largs potential benefits, coupled with the likely Iow] 37
capital cost, make it difficult to understand why this was never an option in this corridor study.

In my opinion, the “jog” of the Expo line, be it LRT, BRT, or whatever, around the Cheviot Hills

area is extremely bad policy. This would be, without any doubt, the fastest travel section of the

entire Expo right-of-way due to the tota]ly grade separation that already exists. By taking a longer

route on surface sireets at a far lower speed, many minutes will be added to travelers from one side 35
of the detour to the other side, which appears to be a substantial number of the potential users of
guideway transit on this alignment. The increase in riders from this jog does not appear to be
significant™,

1 fully recognize that many Cheviot Hills residents are opposed to guideway transit through their
residential areas. However, there are residents and businesses in the impacted alternative areas in
Culver City and the City of Los Angeles who their own valid concerns about rerouting through their | & 9
areas. Given that the Cheviot Hills route is obviously far superior in terms of speed of travel, and
that MTA already owns this alignment and its physical characteristics would appear to support &
conclusion that construction would be both less expensive and less disropting, I strongly recommend

10 It would be extremely useful if MTA would provide the details of its various
model runs showing access, guideway boardings, deboardings, and through trips by station and
line segment. I refer the reader to U.S. DOT/SCRTD, Final Supplemental Environmental Impact
Statement/Subsequent Environmental Impact Report — Los Angeles Rail Transir Project — Metro
- Rail, July, 1989, Table 2-1, “SCRTD-predicted Daily Transit Boardings by Mode of Access:
New Locally Preferred Alternative,” page 2-1-47, and Figure 2-38, “New LPA Daily Boardings,
Alightings and Link Vohunes by Direction,” page 2-1-49. MTA must have this data from its
various model runs to produce various elements of this study, but these types of detailed analysis
have not been produced in MTA guidewny transit analysis for over a decade.
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that this decision be revisited, and that, if BRT or LRT is to be constructed and operated in this area
(which I do recommend at this time, pending the results of the more comprehensive and legally
compliant analysis of TSM and other valid transportation options), that such route decision be based
on the principle of “the greatest good for the greatest number.” "

I am extremely surprised that there is no direct connection for either BRT or LRT from the Eastern
terminus of the Expo Corridor near the University of Southern California to the City of Los Angeles
CBD. Asthe DEIS/EIR. discusses, there will be a requirement for a non-revenue connector from the
existing Long Beach Blue line to the Expo line if LRT is selected. It would appear that a large
number of users of this guideway would have the CBD as their final destination, and that there are
atleast some others who would be interested in a direct connection to the other MTA urban rail li
that serve the CBD), and perhaps even Metrolink and the Green Line. \Being forced to transfer for
the last few miles of the trip to the CBD is illogical and undoubtedly drives away a significant
number of potential nders. While there are obvious concerns about dedicated BRT or LRT lanes for 2
this North-South connection, not going the last mile is a suboptimal solution,

1 ain unable to determine form the data in the DEIS/EIR what the speed advantage of BRT in the
Wilshire corridor, compared to the existing Rapid Bus, is expected to be, and the elements of the

speed advantage. From my own analysis, | am unable to determine much reason to expect a change,

other than factors such as gaining traffic signal preference in the non-City of Los Angeles areas of

the alignment, an advantage that is hardly unique to BRT. In short, how many minutes will full BRT | <}
save from Wilghire/Western to Santa Monica over Rapid Bus, and what are the details? Let us see

how many minutes of time savings ~ if any — our tax dollars are paying for.

As ] have pointed out above, I believe that there may be many far superior transportation options in

this comridor that have significant potential to move far more people than the BRT/LRT Alternative,

move them at far lower taxpayer cost, and be up and running in a fraction of the elapsed time. These 43
options deserve the fair hearing that they are yet 1o receive, and which MTA is required, by statute

and regulation, to provide to them and the people who will benefit from them.

In concluding my remarks, I demand the right of response to the MTA replies 1o the points I have

made above. [ have far too much experience with MTA “spin control” to allow MTA the
uncontested “last word.” In addition, I am making a Public Records Act requests for the financial

models and output reports and the detailed specifications and output reports for MTA's L\.L\.
transportation model runs. I also request a copy of the Fimal Environmental Impact
Statetnent/Environmental Impact Report and the report to the MTA Board of Directors for its
adoption.

Sincerely,

——
Enyy
omas A. Rubin
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Please use this page 10 submit your comments about the Drait Envimnmental impact StatementReport (DEIS/EIR) on the
Mid-City/Westside Transit Corridor. You may niscuss any aspect of the projact in which you are imterested.

| ———

I am very much in favor of the Lite Flail.-'l've been on Lite Rails and they are guiet, clean, and can save the city ] pA
from the traffic that we have now, and sach day we are in traffic jams.) My hope is Thal T won't take too long 2

e
(paper work, etcmmembeﬂng fhe red line streel car trom many yedrs aga, T was Wondero, UsTs get this' 1
city out of traffic jams. 1y

Batte Rudick

11332 Kingsland Street

l.os Angeles, CA 90066
(E-Mail Irudick101 @aol.com

[If necessary. please continye your commerns on the revarse side of this paper.)
To receive information regarding the Mid-City/Westside Transit Comigdor DEIS/EIR, pleage compicte the information below,

Name e Phone/Fax

Jdress

WSlate/Zip

Mak theet by Friday, June 15, 2001 w:
MTA, ATTN: David Mieger, Cne Galeway Plazu, Mail Stop 98-22+5. Los angsies, 04 sndGOMMENTS
(@10) 36/6442 Fax: 1213) S22-3060 E-Maik: MidCityWesisice @mia net Page 859
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Please use this page to submit your comments about the Dratt Environmental Impact Statement/Report (DEIS/EIR) on the
Mid-City/Westside Transit Corridor. You may discuss any aspect of the project in which you are interestead,

WE ARE WHOLEHEARTEDLY IN FAVOR OF THE EXPO LINE RATHER THAN THE BUS LINE j \
ALTEFINATIVE, THANK YOU . LARRY RUDICK, WESTDALE HOMEOWNERS ASSOC PAST

PRESIDENT.

{If necessary, please continue your comments on the reverse side of this paper,)

To recetve information regarding the Mid-City/Weatside Transit Corridor DEIS/EIR, please compiete the information below.

Nama ‘ PhqnelF ax

Jdress

lity/State/Zip

Mall ahnet by Fricay, June 15, 2007 t;
MTA, ATTN: David Miegar, Ona Gateway Plazs, Mal Su;p 20-22-5, Los Angales, CA 9‘;9 MMENTS
(310) F86-B443 Faz (213) 9229080 E-Mall: MidCityWestside 8 mia.oet P age 860



Sept: Wednesday, May 30, 2001 B:45 AM
Te s tloribrbg@earthlink.pet
Subject: RE: light rail support

Ms. Ruttenburg & Mr. valla:

Thank you fer your comment on the Mid-City/Westside DEIS/EIR.

We have logged your comment inte the record.

We are acheduled ro go before the MIA Board on June 28, 2001, The DEIS and a
summary of the comments received will be presented. At that time a loeally
preferred alteérnpative will be selected,

Sincerely,
Mid-Clty/Wastside Project Team

wwwww Original Message-----

Froem: lorin rittenberg [(mailteo;loriorbgeearthlink.net]

Sent: Tussday, May 29, 2001 9:5% PM

To: MidcityWestside@mta.net; SecondDistrictébos.co.la.ca.us;
FifthDjstrict@bos.co.la.ca.us; don®bos.co.la.ca.ue;
molina@bas. oo, la.ca.ue; zeva@bes,.co.la.ca.us; Rriordangmayor.ci.la.ca.us;
bermsop@cl.ci.la.ca.us; jlgaspigacl.com; jwaldendwmayor.lacity.ory:

fasanajr@pemagic.net; frobertg@cityaflancasterca.org; BehProgacl.com; Lhtb ﬁlfh\\

pam-oconnor@gsanta-mopica.org; friends4expo®acl.com
Subject: light rail support

Dear MTA Board Members,

As longtime citizens and taxpayers in Los Angeles, my hushband and T want \
to expregs our ardent suppert for the Expo Line, comnecting downtowo to

Santa Monica via light rail.j“TﬁIB CiEy 18 10 Irightening BLApE wREm YT
comes to traffic and mobilify. We are ar the conclusmion that it is
virtually impegsible to go anywhere at anytime. No matter what, there

ig a traffic issue aamewhgﬁsé“”ﬁaﬁ4t1unal1y, projections for population
ipcreape in this civy maké the situation ludicrous! It's snough to make E 3,

us want to leave this place, hut that is impossible due to our work.
The government peeds to get involved and create solutions.

Pleape gupport the Expo Line as a &tart to becoming mobile in this L.A, ”1 L
It is depparately needed. _—

Thank you.

Lorin Ruttenbery (loriarhg@earthlink. aer) s
Bean Valla (isyncdu@earthlink,pet)
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Please use this page to submil your comments about the Draft Environmental impact Statement/Report (DEIS/EIR) on the
Mid-City/Westside Transit Comridor, You may discuss any aspect of the project in which you are interested.

Re: BRT

does any kind of public transportation enhance a residential neighborhiood, which is what Wilshire Blvd. Is both

As a resident of Miracle Mile, | strongly oppose yet another bus system traveling along Wilsibre Bivd. Rarely 1
\
immediately north and south.

Removing parking also is undesirable as it becomes a general corridor, funneling traffic through, whichis not |
conducive 10 business . People looking for parking over load residential are%_.jﬁqri\fem, frustrated by Wilshire
signals divart 1o Eighth and Sixth streets, which are residential streats, and speed through, cutting off on the ,_] K
north/south side streets, endangering residents.

or out from their homes, (As it is now, | have often waited behind 4 to 5 cars making a left onto Eighth, and
recently, it has gone to B cars in off peak hours.

Removal of left tum lanes, not only inhibits autormobile traffic, but igr.ores the effect on residents trying to get in] L‘.

I am not convinced that the presenl busses operate at capacity and if further need were needed, I'd rather see _'.;'
~maller, not larger public transportation vehicles (Not including subway cars or light rail rail).

}mre are several other concems | have about this plan, such as removal 0f a plant enhances median, speed) ;
A traftic, but confine my comments to the above at this time. -

Re: Light Rail

At this point this looks like an idea that might work well for any reasons. Especially if it could be designed to tm] "I
guiet.

o

Ginna Rutler

806 South Ogden Drive
Los Angeles, CA 90036
323 939-5511

FAX 323 935-8782

{if nacegsary, please conlinue your comments on the raverse side of this paper,)
To receive informatlon regarding the Mid-City/Westside Tronalt Corridor DEIS/EIR, please complete the information below.

Name Phona/Fax

 dress
‘f

City/State/Zip

Mail shwet by Friday, June 15, 2001 to:
MTA, ATTN: David Miager, One Galeway Plaza, Mail Stop 99-22.5, Los Angeles, CA QtﬁpM M ENTS
{310} 365-6443 Fax: (213) 922-3060 E-Mail: MidCityWeslsida & mia.net Page 863
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Friday, Tune 01, 2001

Mr. David Micger \{S C |3

LA County MTA

1 Gateway Plaza

Mail stop 99-22-5

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Dear Mr. Misger,
Althoagh we sapport the light rail, we STRONGLY OPPOSE the proposed 'Venice/Sepulveda diversion.

Flease take whatever necesgary gteps (o stop this plan, \

Truly yours,

Dx. Yigal and Shevi Sadgat
3041 Velerun Ave.

Los Angeles, CA 90034
310-473-3631

Y Sadgar@gcte. com
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WAY 18 2001

May 13, 2001

(¥
(4

Mr. David Mieger. Project Manager
Los Angeles County MTA

One Gateway Plaza

Mail Stop 99-22-5

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Dear Mr. Mieger,

!
| support construction of a light raii line on the Exposition rnight-ot-way. Yue to increased ' -
traffic and pas prices, the time for another mode of transportation has meﬁe—w—“ﬁ
gity deserves a great transportation system. An exlensive city-wide transportation
network allows people to have ready aceess to a mynad of destimations, thereby 32
improving quality of ife. Indeed. emplovees have access to jobs and there is less wear ___|
and tear on local rosds,
Az our population greatly expands, we need light rail 10 case our automebile triffic -
burden and to attrac! people o public transit-a goal bus wavs cannot accomplizh And
light rail doesn’t podiute or create more gridlock on ciry streets.

Now iy the time to act. | hearnly endorse this project and urge vou to do the same for the

sake of our citv and ourselves. =
Regards,
Rarry Saltzman
319 5. Cluverdale Ave., 5304
Los Angeles. CA Y0036
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From: Mid-City West3ide
Seaw: Teesday, May oI5, 20015 9:07 AM
ey Ealwva, Carol!

subjest: RE: Suppert for Expozition ight Rall Trans.t

a

Me . S&lwva:
Thank weur Yor vour comment oo the MIG-Divy/westside DEIS/EIR.

inte the resord.

D
o
i
tt
1
O
=
3
5
o]
(44

We have logoe

We are scneduled o go sefore the M7 Soard on June 28, FC0D., The DEIS and &
summary of che comments veseived will re presenved. Ar that btims s locally
preferrad alternarive will be selasbed.
Sincerely,
Mig-Tiny/lwestslias Provest Team

~Ariging. Message- - --
Fram: Salva, Larvol Imeilto.Caroel Salvawprcketion.co.la.ca.uds] -
Sert: Friday, Mayv 0F, 2001 1:43 PM O
Tor 'MidCicywWestsidesmta, net !
Suptech: Buppart far Fxoosition wighs Batll Tranzil

i,

- 4, - {.‘vnp\ta D0 Do e - e, gy |

e AR MOTL & b= N Ao il b R i i

. . - - e

o o Iobevwesr Sarvs Menios DWI Loe Lnmelog iThe |
Euposit.on Liam* Rail Transin) .y MY mssner sars YemsmLoys the rec t
.. . T " I ot

TRYE &nS Lhe DLOUE D0Uat Tall SYESTEN we onee ndu.: Mﬁﬁﬂh V T WL

X
Lo | 1
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Floass uae this 0 submi mmummmmmmmm
MMMMVmwmmmummmmmmm

| I am a resident of the West of Westwood HOA and I support Alt, 1. ] \

Buses are more flexible. Rail is fixed. Buses can deviate from the line to jz
avoid sensitive areas such as schools and homes rail cannot.

There is a proven ﬂdership on WIlshlre The Wilshire Rapld Bus can not keep '3
up with the demand.

It travels through activity centers that service the people of Los Angeles and
tourist. ((

Exposution Bivd. does not do that.

The Expo ROW goes through neighborhoods. The detour on Expo proved {
that going through Commercial Zones and pot neighborhoods increases

the ridership.

Until Expo ROW'’s detour travels through more commerdial than residenﬂal-j 6
areas it shouid not be developed. j

The Wilshire Rapid Bus and Expo ROW parallel each other in Santa Monica. >
If you develop Expo ROW Santa Monica will have two rapid lines to it and

Venice none,
Mitigating the negative impact Expo ROW will have on residential ?
neighborhoods will be too costly. Money can better be used on Wilshire.
Develop the route that services more people, ' ~ 1
~ ' | {Li—
{f necessary, please continue Your Commernts on the sidw of this pager) |

To mcaive information regarding the Mid-City/Westaide Transit Corrione

Name_[VA Ry “RKATHRY ) Chncér Phone/Fax
aasess__ O 10950 A1 RES. AVE

oozt Ca___ 90067 _ '

Mnit alweet by Frinkay, Jure 15, 2007 ta:
MTA, ATTN: David Mioger, Ons Gasorwary Piaza, M Swop 99-22-5, mmmENTs
1208 IGE-6443 Fa (270 S22 308D E-Mpa: MaCitvwastoins Shmta nd Page 868
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Dear Sir/Madam:

I am writing to urge you to support the development & implementation of "Lighc
Rail" transit along Exposition Blvd. because it iz a fist defense againut
sprawl; it is exhaust-free; it is fast; and it will make Angelencos come out in \

large numbars to utilize ir.

Please dop't pass up this chance to offer LA a much needed addition of user-
friendly mass trangit. =

Sinrcerely,

Keith sauter
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From: Mid-City WestSide

Sent: Mopday, June 11, 2001 8:49 AM
To: 'KELTE SAUTER®

Subqjent RE: Exposition Light Rail

Mr . Bauter:

Thank you for your comment om the Mid-City/Westside DEIS/EIR.
We have logged your cowmment into the record.

We are echeduled to go before the MI'A Board on June 28, 2001. The DEIS and a
summary of the comments received will he presented. At that time a locally
preferred alternative will be selected.

Sincersly,

Mid-City/Westside Project Team

wwwww Original Message=-=---»

¥rom: KBEITH BAUTER [mailto:keith4feesarthlink.net]
Sent: Monday, May 14, 2001 11:19% PM

To: transportation@angeles.sierraclub.org
Sabject: Exposivion Light Rail
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Please use this page 0 submit your comments about the Drak Environmental impact SlatermentRepart (DEIS/EIR) on the
Mid-City/Westside Transit Conidor. You may discuss any aspect of the project in which you are interested.

,.,.F ;{/zw'// A’éﬁ‘ 74 éf’w’b’ "/"é/ 7‘%a /7 7A d}aﬂﬂdgj
/20 /ff fn,"// SO, pasa /‘,a.g/ w/w:. ”/(7 ,{// ‘\ﬁ f
5/0/!’ f‘-‘w*/ 1S mrsre /A.&h e p /e ? '——J

(if npcesaary, plesas continio your cormeants on the raverse side of this paper,)
Ta receive information regarding the Mid-City/Westsida Transit Corridor DEIS/EIR, pleass complets the information below.

Name -Aéﬂ»‘ .5»‘;' e A Phonetax_J/ 48 = 4537 - K72
Address 3.2 3% éz, v S

ciyistawezp LA~ A Fpo 3Y

Mall sheet by Friday, June 18, 2001 to:
MTR, ATTN: David Mietier, One Gateway Plaza, Mal Stop 99-22-5, Lot Angelas, CA 90012
(3101 J66-6440 Fax: {213) 822.3060 E-Maik: MidCivWesside@mtanet CONIMENTS
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) COMMENTS

Please use this page to submit your comments about the Draft Environmental impact Statement/Report (DEIS/EIR) on the
Mid-City/Westside Transit Corridor. You may discuss any aspect of the project in which you are interested.

My name is Joshua Scherr, and | live at 3936 Bledsve Avenue. I've lived there for only three weeks, but I've

lived in LA tor nearty eight years and have worked almost exclusively on the Westside. | am quite familiar with ]
the ratfic pattems near the Venice/Sepulveda intersectio of a massive const

in that area makes me shudder. ) The congestion in our area is bad enough, and the construction of a fight rall
systern will only add to the congestion in the area. _ _]'1

| am a first time homeowner; | had been saving up for a down payment for about six years, and my fiancée and

| were very excited to move into our new home. We'd been living on a busy street with a lot of ground tratficd, ;
and we were thrilled to be able to hear bird chirping again. Imagine our shock when we discoverad the MTA's -
ptan to start a major construction project less than half a mile from our home,

comidor, complete with an EXISTING TRACK — and yet, because the residents of Cheviot Hills spoke out, the

ptan is now to build a rail line where there is none, diverting the train on a wasteful dogleg through Culver City.

What's more, the residents of Cheviot Hills seem to have gotten plenty of advanced warming of this project, yet &
5 a resident near the propased diversion, | only heard about it two weeks ago, ‘ -

What boggles my mind is that the MTA already has a. very viable corridor for a rail line - the Exposition 1 y

"to think about the idea of a bloated, overpriced construction project going on for years in my ne:ghbomood

‘ }I confess that a large part of my concom stems from the MTA’s handling of the LA subway system. | don't wanj |
creating more traffic when there's already a ridiculous amount of congestion already.

I would ask that you please reconsider the diversion of tha light rail line. | am certainly in favor of a viable,
altemative form of transportation in Los Angeles, and | wouid certainly ride it, but the diversion will cause many
maore problems than it will solve.

Thank you,

Josh Scherr

(N nocessary, please continue your commanis on the reverse side of this paper.)
Te receive information regarding the Mid-City/Westside Transit Conidor DEIS/EIR, please complets the information below.

Name ‘ Phona/fax

wdress

| CityfState/Zip,

Mall showet try Fricay, Juns 15, 2001 to:
MTA, ATTN: David Mieger, Ona Gateway Plaza, Mall Stop §9.22-5, Los Angeles, CMMMENTS
(310) 366-6443 Fax: (213) 922-3060 E-Mal: MCityWestside @ mta.nel Page 872



From: Mid-Cicy WestSide

sent: Tuesday, June 0%, 2001 10:12 AM
To ‘Hans Schieder’

subject: RE: Expo Rail

Mr. Schneider:
Thank you for your comment on the Mid-City/Westside DEIS/EIR.
We have logged your comment into the record.

We are scheduled to go before the MTA Board on June 28, 200), The DEILS and a
summary of the comments received will be presented. At that time a locally
preferred alternative will be selected.

Sincerely,
Mid-City/Westaide Project Yeam

wwwww Original Message-----

From: Hans Schieder [mailto:kas593@lafn.orgl F{o ( ‘)
Sent: Tuesday, June 05, 2001 10:04 AM .o~
To: MidCityWestaidedmta net; SecondbDistrict@®bos.co.la.ca.us;
FifthDistrict@ébos.co.la.ca.ug; dondbos.co.la.ca.us; molinadbos.co.la.ca.us;
zevabos ., to.la.ca,us; Rriordangmayor.ci.la.ca.ua; berngon@cl.ci.la.ca.us;
jlgaspigacl.com; jwaldendmayor.lacity.org; fapanajr@pemagic.net;
froberts@cityoflancasterca.org; BeAPro@aocl.com; pam-oconnor@santa-monica.ovrg;
FriendsdExpofacl.com

Subject: Expe Rail

Gent lemen

I live on the Weat side and have to deal with the freeways constantly., They are
congesated te the peoint of teotal overload. What are you doing about it?

The ald Exposition tracks lie abandoned yards frow that freeway, and incredibly
there continues a debate as to whether or not a train should be put on those
tracks to relieve the congestion on the streets! Such stupldity is nothing
short of astonishing in light of the success of the few rail lines alyready
restored.

—

T demand that a train be put back on the Expogircion lines and that it be done at hm] 2
once! It is about time that elected officials underacand thar they are servants -

I
of the public, not masters. S
Sincerely,

Hang Schieder
Los Angeles
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From: Mid-City WestSide

Sent: Monday, June 11, 2001 53:23 AM
To: '®d Sehuman !

Subject: RE: BXpo light rail

Mr. Schuman;

Thank you for your comment on the Mid-City/Westside nEIS/EIR.
We have logged your comment into the record.

We are scheduled to go before the MTA Board on June 28, 2001. The DEIS and a
summary of the comments received will be presented. Ar thav time a locally
preferred alternative will be selected.

Sincerely,
Mid-City/Weatside Project Team

wwwww Original Messcage-----

From: Ed Schuman [mailto:eschumangmediacone . net]

Sent: Monday, June 11, 2001 2:22 RAM

To: MidCiryWestsidewmta.net; SecondDistrict@bos.co.la.ca.us;
FifthDistrictégbos.Co.la.fa.us; don@bos.co. la.ca. us;

malina@hes.co.la. ca.us; zevibos.co.la.ca-us; Rriordangmayor.oi.la.ca,us;
berngon®cl? .ol la.ca.us; jlgaspi@acl.com; jwaldenémayor. lacity.ory; Ei‘fﬁ C E*v
fasanajr@pemagic.net; Froberts@cityoflancasterca.ord; BeAPro@acl.com;
pam-ogonnord@sanca - monica.org; friendsdexpo@acl.com

Subject: EXPO light rail
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My family and I are Culver ity vesidents who STRONGLY FAVOR light rzll. We
) gee this &8 & matter of enormous importance for the Future of the
traffic-choked bagin we all share. Thank vyou!
Edward EBarl Scohuman

COMMENTS
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M | I Z.A‘E» C\)
Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation . u.s. of Transportation
Mid- Chiy/Wastside Transit Corridor : - Fm'l’rmaﬂmm:uwm
N . COMMENTS | .

mmmmmsmwummmmmmmmmmmsmmmm
Mid-CityWestsice Trenalt Cormidor, You may discuss any aspect of the project in which you are intamsted,

I am a resident of the Westwood Garden Civic Organization and Iwmm f
m;uﬂmm.m;

There ls a proven ddership on Wiishire. The Wilshire Rapid Bus can not keep '&
- up with the demand. _

It travels through activity centers that service the people of Los Angeles and
tourist.

Exposll:ion Blvd. does not do that.

The Expo. ROW goes through neighborhoods. The detour on Expo proved i
that going through Commercial Zones and mt_ngignbﬂtmds increases i
the ridership.

.% - o et
‘ Until Expo ROW's detour travels through more commercial than residential jn;
areas it should not be developed.

If you develop Expo ROW Santa Monica will have two rapid lines to it and

The Wilshire Rapid Bus and Expo ROW parallel each other in Santa Monica. j A
Venice none.

Mitigating the negative impact Expo ROW will have on residential J
neighborhoods will be too costly. Money can better be used on Wilshire.

Develop the route that services more people.

(HMW phmmhmyourommumﬂwmmmdun!wnmr)

[P

To receive jinfonmation uumucmmm*mmammmmwmwmwnmmm
Nmﬂé‘éa Phone/Fax [3:"50533‘;(”/?’”/9\

dross 025-5‘3'" /?:b{yo/_»ﬂ | /%me.

bﬂy{&mdlip Lag /‘%‘fﬂﬁ/ﬁgf C . -?QWQ é’%"

Mmil ahent by Fridey, June 15, 2000 to:
MITA. ATTN: Davi Mieger, One Gaseway Plaza. Mad Siop 90-22.5, Las Angeies, COONMENTS
{2701 JGE-5443 Fax: (203) H22-3060 E-Mail: MidCivWeriios Smta.net Page 876



MAY 11 2001

SCANNED

IN RMC
May 10, 2001

David Mieger, Project Manager

Los Angeles County MTA 5 f) H L‘)
Mail Stop 99-22.5

One Gateway Plaza

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Subject: Comments on Mid-City/Westside Transit Corridor Study Draft EIS/EIR

Deat Mr. Mieger,

1 have reviewed the subject Draft EIS/EIR, and wish to bring the following concerns to your 1 \
attenstion and to the attention of the MTA Board.
Significant Adverse Impact on Intersections em Sepulveda Boulevard \

The EIS/EIR. indicates that there would be a significant adverse impact on major intersections on
Sepulvedas Boulevard, for both the Exposition BRT and Exposition LRT alternatives. (Ref: Table
3.2-26 ad accompanying text on page 3.2-84 for BRT; Table 3.2-32 and text on page 3. /.92)

The EIS/EIR further states that the Sepulveda/Nationz] and Sepulveda/Palins intersections have
significamtly wnavoidable impacts since feasible operational measures wounld not mitigate all
identified impacts. (Ref: pages 3.2-106 and 3.2-108)

The Sepulveda/National and Sepulveda/Palms intersections are currently at a “jammed

conditions” level of service during PM peak hours, and the Sepulveda/National intersection is at
this level of service also during AM peak hours. (Ref: Table 3.2-1 and text on page 3.2-13)

In addition, Sepulveda Boulevard is posted as an alternate to the San Diego (1-405) Freewa
which frequently adds to the overload.JHow can BRY or LRT be considered where it would have ’] 3

significant adverse impact on an aiready unacceptable situation?

Adverse Impacts on Residential Streets R
The EIS/EIR. states that LADOT shall monitor traffic conditions on residential streets adjacent to

the Wilshire BRT and Exposition LRT or BRT to determine if the project results in adverse 4
impacts on residential streets. What good will this do affer the project is completed? The adverse

impact will have already occurred, and I can tell you that it will. For example, northbound traffic ‘*"‘"
on Sepulveda Boulevard, in an attempt 1o bypass the Sepulveda/National intersection, now
frequently turns east on Queensiand Street and then north on Military Avenue to National S'
Boulevard This takes the traffic along both the south and east sides of the Clover Avenue School
grounds, and so creates a hazard 1o school children as well as an adverse impact on the
neighborhood. The adverse impact on the Sepulveda/National intersection (see above) will
exacerbate this situation. (Ref: “Traffic Re-distribution Impacts mto Residential Neighborhood ”_J
Mitigations™ on page 3.2-100)

Parking “r——
For both the BRT and LRT alternatives, the EXS/EIR states that the loss of 157 parking spaces on
sepulveda Boulevard adjacent 10 the station at National Boulevard would constitate a significant
impact if off-street replacement parking locations cannot be found, and that replacement parking \ é

strategy will seek to purchese replacement property for off-street replacement parking along
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Sepulveda, What if replacement parking locations cannot be found? Businesses along that section
of Sepulveda would suffer significant economic consequences. (Ref: pages 3.3-8, 9)

Traffic on Sepulveda Boulevard
Not traﬂ"“ ¢ reduction can be anticipated

from mid-city or Santa Momca and so would not use the BRT or LRT, These motorists use
Sepulveda to travel north or south primarily between Westside areas nea :
LAX/beach city areasyThe conversion of one waffic lane on Sepulveda w:th e:lher altmahve Jq
will increase, not decrease, traffic density.

Noise

The EIS/EIR states that with the Exposition BRT altemative, high noise levels would impact $0
single-family and 65 multi-family residences on Sepulveda Boulevard, The proposed mitigation
is the construction of sound harriers 12 feet in height. At this height, the barriers would extend
above the ceilings of the lower floors of the single-family residences and the first-floor
apartments of the multi-family residences. These residents might as well live in a prison!

l(}

Widening of Sepu/veda Boulevard and Narowing of Sidewalks and Landscaped Parkway Areas

The Executive Summary states that the community has expressed strong opposition to any such

widening, as it would require the narrowing of sidewalks and landscaped parking areas to 8 feet. 4\
This subject is raised as unresolved issue number 8 on page 24 of the Executive Summary, but is

oot discussed in the body of the EIS/EIR. This appears to be a significant issue that must be

rescolved before the project can proceed.

Conclusions
Given the concerns cited above, it would be wise to limit the proiect to one of the Minimunp P

- Operable Segments alternatives, 2A or 3A.\lt is unfortunate that the Board has ruled out the use
of the former reilroad right-of-way between Venice Boulevard and Sepulveda Boulevard, for this L3
would have averted these concerns and saved a considerable amount of money. ]

Respectfully submitted,
Sheldon C. Shallon

11058 Queensland St.
Los Angeles, CA 90034

ce:
Westside Village Civic Association
Charles West, President

3461 Military Ave.

Los Angeles, CA 90034
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Eugenia Shepard

PO 24063

Los Angeles, CA 90024 S

June 14, 2001 e “
>

Dear MTA Board:
RE: Opposition to LRT on Expdafﬁbn ROW

1 am writing to cxpress my thoughh regarding the proposal to resurrect the Exposition ROW.in::
response to the city’s growing need for rapid and effective public transportation for the Clty,-
Los Angeles. | would like to express these liloughts rclauve; to the pmvmlmg thoughts .

surrounding the proposal. o )

1) Espositiol tight.of way; ﬂlbwnm\lb*mupm its past as it prepares for the future - The |, |
"’-pmblemuﬂiﬂkwhﬂuhmmdmwﬂwlimsaremstfornomlgm,mcym ]t-

impractical given the growth patterns of the city.

2) Expanded bussey ou Wilshire - this is an urbin area that is rtpe for the provision of
public trnnspormﬁon a5 evidenced by every developed city in the nation. Providing T
effective transportation coul! have llw Imgwwlm effect of relieving Wilshire of many '
prwatc autos, |

3) Exposition KOW will be n rml benefit to tourists, students and workers ~ Expositicn i m o
nolpmxun.mmbumnémm mmmmdmmmpulmon cemers, Therefore, i) - ;
appears thit the'citics ﬁm A/ pertinps only opportimity to bring in Fght rail could be a_|
real diseppbintifiibl property situated, .

4) Exposition ROW will connect the lower paid workers to high paying jobs on the
Westside - Problem is the line won't go near the jobs like a Wilshire, Santa Monica, Plcoj
or Yenice bus route could, 1175 not a point to point solution.

3) Exposition ROW will be much cheaper 1o develop because existing il lines could be
used — that’s unlikely considering that the MTA is proposing state of the art trains, It j o
appears development funds will be required regardless of location.

6} Exposition ROW crosses the least number of imersections — that’s probably so and that j 7
should reduce the likelihood of a car getting hit at an intersection and only leave nearby
residents and their children at risk.

Further, ft appears that if we look at light rail in other major cutwss, a real effort has been made m
connect dense residentinl areas 1o dense commercial areas to maximize usage. Wilshire is one of |
the most ideal routes to connect people and businesses, -

1 would strongly recommend that before the MTA endeavors to permanently alter a neighborhood

in a city where fewer and fewer collections of homes are neighborhoods, please be centain thatthe | <
plan will offer the greatest benefit to the greatest number. This is a difficult dectsion and I hope '
you will carefully gonsider the firture as well as present environment,
Sinflerely, 7
. /
. Ak
Ebgenia Shepard
Resident, votet, taxpayer, concemed citizen, Laker fan . ,
COMMENTS
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From: Mid-City wastside

Sent: Tuesday, May 29, 2001 2:57 M
To: "David Shoucair'

subject: RE: Expogicion Light Rail

Mr. Shoucair:

Thank you far your comment on “he Mid-City/Westside DEIS/EIR.

We nave logged your comment into the record.

We are schedeled to go before the MTA Board on June 28, 2001, The DEIRE and a
sumnary of the comments received will be presenved. At that time a locally
preferred alternative will be selected.

Sincerely,

Mid-@ity/Westside Project Tmam
Mariana

~~~~~ Original Message-----

From: David Shoucair [mailto:shoucair@earthlink.net]

Sent: Tuesday, May 29, 2001 2:15 PM

To:s MidCityWestsidegmta . net; SecondDigtrict@bos. co.la.ca.us;
FifthDistrictabos.co.la.ca.us; donébos.co.la.ca.us; J) F\\Io {.!\
molinad@bos.co.la.ca.us; zevebos.co.la.ca.us; Rricrdangmayor.ci.la.ca.us; ) ‘)
bernson@cl2.ci.la.ca.us; jlgagpieaol.com; jwaldengmayor.lacity.org:
fasanajr@pcmagic.net; frobertsd@cityoflancastersa, ory; BeAPro@acl . com;
pam-pooaner@santa-monica.oryg; Ifriendgdexpoganl.com

Subject: Exposition Light Rail

Dear members of the government,
I guess vou still need to hear from peonle that such ideas are what's

needed for our city. . *“J \

This is wy vote for the project.
Sincerely
David Shoveair
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M ‘ 'memmwwwmmmpmmm us Deparnﬂentamewmhm
Mid- City'Westside Transk Corridor : ‘ Federal Transit Administration
manwmw:mmmmw : ' o

) ' COMMENTS

mmmmmmammWWMQmwm hmmsm"mmmn(bEISIEIH)mme
Mic-City/Waestside Tranalt Corvidor, Ywmwwamdmpmmhm youmhmmd.

i IamamsidentofchesmdGardenCivicOrganizaﬁonandImmmnm]' (
ALY 2 ISUPORTALT. 1 '

* There is a proven ridership on Wilshire. The w:lshire Rapid Bus can not keep a
up with the demand,

It travels through activity centers that service the people of Los Angeles and
tourist. S

Exposition Blvd does not do that.

that’going, thnmgh Comniercial Zones and not nejghborhoods increases

The' Expo ROW goes, t:hrppgh neighborhoods. The detour on Expo proved :{L(
the fidership.

} Untit Expo ROW's detour travels through more commercial than residential g
areas it should not be developed.

If you develop Expo ROW Santa Monica will have two rapid lines to it and

The Wilshire Rapnd Bus and Expo ROW parallel each other in Santa Monica. ] |
Venice none.

Mitigating the negative impact Expo ROW wilf have on residential
neighborhoods will be too costly. Money can better be used on Wilshire. ;Z

Develop the route that services more peopie.

L4

(If necessary, please conbnue your comments on the reveras side of this paper.)

To recedve informaiion mgarding the md-c-tyrwmm Transit Carrider DEIS/EIR, please complvte the information beloi.

Nmmuw__mumﬁﬁg_ Phone/Fam 3[DI‘+‘7D-~/8’/ D
idress_[ 0950 ASHEY AUL.
.wWJSmleMDMSw}} .

Mad shasnt by Friday, June 15, 2001 10:
MYA, ATTHN: David Misgsr, One Gaeway Flaxa. Mail Siog 59.232. 5 Los Angeiss. CA 90012
13101 265-6443 Fax: (213 §22-3060 &-mMad: MaCvwesuamamanst CONMENTS

Page 881



AN SO

Dear MTA RBoard Members,

You are aboul to commit a grave injustice., The Weatside Lightz-ail

Diversien along Venice/Sepulveda is just plain WRONG:! The Lighrirail reuts }
should keep its origimal route down the Exposition gorrideor.\ The only oo
reason the Diversion is being considered is because zdme very well

connected folke in Cheviet Hills called in a faver with their MTA buddies.

Ag a result, the light rail line is being diverted from their neighborhood <
and re-routed through a poorer neighborhood, at an additional cost of

millions of dellars. iThis ig obviously wrong, and thanks to former

prapident Clinton, it 1s also illegal., It violates Executive Order #12888,

which established the concept of Environmental Justice. Environmental

Justices deals with the "fair treatment of people of all races, cultures

and {ncome with respect to the development, implementation and esnforcsment

of epviropmental laws, regulations, programa and pelicies". In other

words, it is illegal to reroute this line from the rich part of town

{Chevict Hills) through a poorer, heavily minority neighborhood (Culver jg
Civy, Westgide Village, Palms, Mar Vista), so that the rich, well-connected

residents of Chevieot Hills don't have to deal with the negative

environmental impact associabed with this project (noise, traffic,

pellution, etec.}. 1 ruggest yvou check out the ERPn website for more info:
http://wWww.epa.gov/swerosps/ej/ WMJ

When the residents of Cheviot Hills purchased their properties, they signed
acknowledgements to the MTA stating that they knew the MTA could resume
train service down the Exposition Corridor at any time. They knew what
they were getiing into, and now, they are trying to use their political
influence to push this probhlem onto someone else. The people of Culver
City, Westside Village, Palms, angd Mar Vista did net gign any such
acknowledgement, and will fight this injustice until the end.

I agsure you, if you do approve the Westside Expo diversicon, you will face ‘

£

a lawsuit and you will lose. ... And the publicity from this will be
devastating to your careers. I hope you will make the right decision and
choose the Light Rail along the original Exposition Qorridor route.

S

Sincerely,

Dan Sias
3455 Tilden Ave,
L.A,, CA 90014
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From: Salazar, Mariana
Sent: Friday, June 08, 2001 3:22 BM

Ty e Dan.Siag@sce . com’
Subject: HE: Stop the Westside Expo Diversion
Mr. Sias:

Thank you for your comment on the Mid-City/Westside DEIS/EIR.
We have logged your pomment into the record.

We are scheduled to go before the MTA Board on June 28, 2001, The DEIS and a
gummary of the comments received will be presented. At thart time a locally
preferred alvernative will be selected.

Sincerely,
mMid-City/Westside Project Team

wwwww Original Message-----

From: Dan.Sias@sce.com [mailto:Dan.Siasdsse.cnm]

Sent:; Friday, June 08, 2001 2:34 pM

To: letters@latimes.com; MidCityWestside@mncsa.net;
Secondbistrict@bos.co.la.ca.us; Fifthbistrict@bos .co,la.ca.us;
don@bos.co.la.ca.us; molina®bos. co.la.ca.us; 2ev@bos oo, la.ca2.us;
Rriordan@wavor.ci.la.ca.us,; bernson@cl?.ei.la.ca.us; jlgaspi@ac].com;
jwalden8mayor. lacity.ory; fasanajr@pomagic.net;
Eroberts@cityoflancasterca.org; pam-oCoNOr@gantsa-monica.org

Co: noise@gre.ner: ashelton@turningpointschool.org

Subject: Stop the Westside Expe Diversion
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Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority U.S. Department of Transportation

Mid- Clty/Westside Transit Corridor Federal Transil Administration

Draft Environmental impact Statement/Report _ _
TS )

) COMMENTS

Please use this page to submit your comiments about the Draft Environmental Impact Statement/Beport (DEIS/EIR) on the
Mid-City/Westside Transit Comidor. You may discuss any aspect of the project in which you are interésted.

l .

| am opposed to & rail system on Exposition Blv:gWhan we purchased our home in 1999, it was with the
understanding that the railroad tracks would be pulléd up and that a walking path was to ba built in the area of
the center divider. A train rumbling through at all times of the day and night was not a prospect that we woul
have ever agreed t e trains that are cuvenily Th use In the city have proven to be dangerous for those
needing to cross the tracks and mess will create a serious ha

system(Blue Iine)? There are busses already on Exposition and Jeffersonl{FHow wou
going through your front yard? What will be the impact on our property vaiues]TRIT chib'w
the city to put in speed bumps on Exposition to slow the traffic down betweeh Crenshaw and La Brea for the J Z
sake of safety.
We do not need another train system. | don't want to have to pay for it in taxes. Make the bus service that is J

currently available work!
Thank you,
John Simon
3915 Exposition Bhd.

2s Angeles, Ca. 90016

23-737-4334
.}E~Mail: JOHNHIR@AOL.COM

{if nacassaty, please continue yolr comments on the reverse alide of this paper.)

To receive information regarding the Mid-City/Westside Transtt Corvidor DEIS/EIR, please complete the information below.
Name, Phone/Fax
Address
: Sity/StateyZip

Mal shest bry Friday, June 15, 2001 i
MTA, ATTN: Cavid Mieger, One Gateway Plaza, Mal Stop 95-22-5, Los Angales, CARO) ;
{310) 366-6443 Fax (213) 822-3060 E-Mah: MidCHyWestaido G rivts et Ii;na ﬂzggi



Los Angeles County Metropelitan Transpontation Authority US. Department of Transportation
Mid- City/Westside Transit Corridor . Federal Transit Administrafion

Draft Environmental Impact Statement/Report >
AyIg
) COMMENTS ks

Please use this page to submit your comments atiout the Draft Environmenial Impact Statement/Report (DEIS/EIR) on the
Mig-City/Westside Trangit Comidor. You may discuss any aspect of the prajact in which you are interasted.

)

i am opposed to the rapid bus and light rail on Exposition Bivd_ | First of all, | purchased a house on Expasition
Bivd. less than three years ago, At the time we purchased the property we were under the impression that
since the tracks for the most part had been covered or removed that this would never be used again for public
transportation. | do not want additional traﬂlc going pass my house. This is a residential area, for a large
portion of this route and | am nts in_having this disruption in frant or behind

park andride in the area.

There is currently a bus that runs down Jefferson Bivd. It doesn't run very often, it is seldom crowded and
doesn't appear to attract many riders. It a rapid bus system is needed it soems that it would make more sense
to replace the route on Jefferson with a more efficient sys:2m, It does not appear that people desire to travel
this route,

There are currently many accidents along the rail lines. Exposition Blvd. area has many small cross streetsand |
two schools along this corridor, this seems as if this is a situation designed for disaster,

here is very lithe traffic currently along Exposition Bivd. This will cause much more autormobile traffic when Q
se that are currently unaware of this route will be using when they cannot take the train. This will bring more
ffic into the area.

It is nbvious that the people that live in the city have made a decision not to move out of the area, not to
commute, not to nesad a rail system. it is unfair for those of us who have chosen 1o live in the city to be =
impacted by those that have fled the city to flee the noise, traffic and public transit issues that this will create.

Wilshire Bivd, is already a commercial area, it is aiready traffic, noise and people filled. The Wilshire area is an

area that is already using public transportation to access the downtown area for people that desire to commute
dowrtown. Anyone wishing to access downlown from any area of Los Angeles has access, improve the cument
routes, Make what you currentty have work.

Reatha Simon y
3915 Exposition Bive.

Los Angeles, CA 90016

reathas @uol.com

(323) 7374334

(if nacassary, please continue your comments on the reversa side of this paper.)
To receive Information regarding the Mid-Chy/Westiside Transit Comridor DEISJEIR, please compliete the information below.

Name Phone/Fax

Ackirags

© [S1ae/Zip

Mall shest by Friday, June 15; 2001 to:
MTA, ATTN: David Mieger, Ona Gateway Plezs, Mall Stop p9-22-5, Los Angoies, A sd©OMMENTS
(310) 666443 Pane: (213} S22 3060 E-Mail: MicCiy Woytely & mta et Page 885
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From: Mid-City WestSide
Sedt: Tuesday, June 085, 2001 5:00 AM

To: 'Jacemetsimdaol . com'
Subject KE: No Subject
J. Simpaon:

Thank you for your comment on the Mid-Civy/Westside DEIS/EIR.
We have logged your comment intoe the record.

We are scheduled to go before the MTA Emard on June 28, 2R0L. The DEIS apd a
summary of the comments received will 'be presentéd. At that time a locally

preferred alvernative will be selected.
Sincerely,
Mid-City/Westside Project Team

----- Original Message-----»
From: Jacguetsim@acl.com [mailto:Jacgquetsimdacl.com]

Sent: Monday, June 04, 2001 §:40 PM JP'-S( 1 )
TH: MidCityWestsidegmba.net; SecondDistrict®bos.co.la,ca.uas;

FPifthDistrictabos.co.la.ca.us; donwbos. co.la.ca.us;
molina@bos.co.la.ca.us; zevebos.co.la.ca.us; Rriordangmayor.ci.la.ca.us;

bernson@cl?.ci.la.ca.us; Jlgaspi®acl.com; jwaldend@mayor.lacity.ory;
fasanajrapcmagic.net; froberos@cityoflancasterca.org; ReAPro@acl.com;
pam-oconnor@santa-monica.org; Friends4ixpo@acl .com

Subject: No Bubject

Attention MTA Board Members:

Please be advised that T am in full euppore of Expo Transit in my communinyn:j ‘
As @ 30 year resident, I have seen many changes in this area. Unfortunately
most of them have been negative, which is guite depressing. I am truly please
is the possibility for positive change,..rapid transit.}] U sifcErely hope €HAE~
you will gee fit to this project any others that redEore this area. :]

SIncerely,
J. Simpson

COMMENTS
Page 886



Thank you for your comment on the Mid-City/Westside DEIS/EIR.

We have logged your comment inte the record,

We are scheduled to go befare the MTA Board on June 28, 2001. The DEIS and a
gummary of the comments recelived will be presented. At that time a locally
preferred alternative will be selected.

Sincerely,
Mid-City/Westside Project Team

----- Origioal Message-----

From: Stever Singer [mailto:srsingertmediaone.net]

Sent: Friday, June 08, 2001 5:25 PM

To: MideityWestgidedmta.net; SecondDistrictabos.co.la.cd.us:
Pifthpisgtrictdbos.co.la.ca.ug; dongbos.co.la.ca.us; molinadbog.co.la.ca.us;
zev@bos . co.la.ca.us; Rriordandmayor.al.la.ca.ug; berngon@cll.cl.la.ca.us;
jlgaspieawl.com; jwaldenémayor.lacicy.ory; fasanajrepemagic.net;
frobertagcityoflancasterca.ory; BeAPro@acl.com; pam-oconnor@santa-monica.ory;

friendsdexpogacl.c .y - =~ TS (: \ 3

Subject: Expo Line

I am writing to you to implore you to vote FOR the proposed Expo line from

downtown te Santa Monica. UL can't begin to enumerate the reapons for & ‘
favorable vore. Suffife 1t to say that I can't imagine any negatives to a

project that will alleviate some of the congestion on our over-crowded Freeways, 2
reduce air pollution and generally enhance the quality of life in the LA basin.

I plan to be at the meeting scheduled for June 13th te confirm my faith and

trust that you will do the rigbt thing and vote FOR thig project. Thank you. ]3

Steve Singer :
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From: Mid-City WestSide

Sent: Priday, June DE, 2001 8:195 AM
T 'Steven Singer!'

Subject: BE: Bxpo Lin=

Mr. Singer:
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w Anpeies County Metropolitan Transportation Authority © U.8. Department of Transportation
u ;ﬁ%ﬁmmmﬁm Corridor P Federal Transit Administraton
Draft Environmental Impact Statern ent/Report :

) | COMMENTS

. . _ i rt (DEIS/EIR) on the
o this to submit your comments about the Draft Enwmnmangai lrmamhammmunwlape
ﬂ%a-?)?ty‘:’&wem&?fammﬂ Comidor, You may discuss any aspect of the project in which you are Imem!ltnd

{ oriy suppart Alternative 1 - Transportation on Wiishire_l . e
‘Wiishire has & proven rider-ship with the business and Eommercial destinations needed for [f
commuters,

t —
The Expo line does not have activity centers to support the predicted rider-ship. It passes through 1 o
residential areas not business communities, Additionally 2 fine along Expo would pass by parks | -
and schools leaving children at risk! !

Put transpartation where needed: on Wilshire.

o ! part
'

(\f necessary, pieage conlinue your comments on the reverse side of this paper.)

Te recerve information regarding the Mid-City/Westside Transit Corridor DEIS/EIR, please complete tae information beiow,

Name  Pwonde Sl Phone/Fax F5 - 9410

Addrass 314 e »‘Qm bt b Aot

Cityrstate/zio__{ua feea . (ol Ca Opa o .

Mail shieet by Friday, dune 15, 2001 to; :
MTA ATTN. David Minger, Une Gateway Plaga, Mail Siop §9-22.5, Los Angeles, ©A S0017
(I301 I66-6447 Fax: 12121 9223060 £-Mat: MdCivwestsos@mia.net CONMENTS
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JUN 12 2001

June 6™, 2001 SCANNED
IN RNC

Mr. David Mieger :

Project Manager

Los Angeles Coumty MTA k S Q l )

One Gateway Plaza .

MS 99-22-5

Los Angeles, CA 90012
Dear Mr. Mieger,

I am wnting you this letter regarding the proposed Light Rail that will mn down
Exposition with a diversion down Venice and Sepulveda. 1 am 33 years old and was bomn
and raised in Los Angeles, therefore I fee] that [ am very knowledgeable of how traffic
has changed on the Westside. Two years ago, my husband and 1 became the proud
homeowner in the Westside Village. We chose this area because jt reminded us of the
country with lots of trees, birds chixping, no sidewalks, neighbors walking their dogs,
kids playing freely and feeling very safe and very little traffic. While still being in the
city and centrally located.

While we strongly agree that traffic congestion on the Westside has become almost ] -
unbareable and is only getting worse, we are strongly opposed to the Light Rail.

Sepuiveda is a narrow street. To add the Light Rail would involve quite a bit of 1 =
construction and diversion of traffic.) This diversion would be nght through our 4

neighborhood; increasing the traffic flow ten fold.{'We have both Middle schools and
elementary schools in this area. The increase in traffic would cause many safety issues J L
with childrén around the schools.

Parking is another issue. Since there will be no parking, people going to the Light Rail or
corning to the businesses would now have to park elsewhere, ultimately our

neighborhood. Our current streets are in poor shape now and would not be able to ¢
withstand additional parking, let alone where would the residents park.

As a result of these issues and others, the value of our homes would decline. Residents .j -
move into this area not only because of its ambiance, but also because of the value of the

landy There are many residents who have lived here for 25 years or more, We have one

neighbor who has lived in their house for 50 years and another who is a third generation

owner of the house, Her grandmother was the first owner. These elderly people would 3

suffer financially from the loss of value. When my husband and I bought this house we

loved it and the neighborhood so much, God willing, we planned on retiring in it. Ifa

light Rail were to be added, we would be forced to take a financial loss and possibly have

10 move.

diversion of the Light Rail through the Westside Village. Thank you ou for your time. One

We strongly urge you to take these factors into consideration and NOT PASS the ] 9
of many concerned homeowners.

. Keith Smith

e
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From: Mid-City Westside
Sent: Monday, June 11, 200} 10:10 AM

To: ‘larzry smigh'
Subject: RE: approval of expo light-rail line
Mr. Smith: :

Thank you for your comment on the Mid-City/Westside DEIS/EIR.
We have logged yvour comment into the record.

We are geheduled to go before the MTA Board on June 28, 2001. ‘The DEIS and a
summary of the comments received will be presented. At that time a locally
preferred alternative will be selected.

Sincerely,
Mid-City/Westside Project Team

we-—=Original Mesgage-mm--

From: larry smith [mailto:lorenzoucpladhatmail.com)

Sent: Monday, June 11, 2001 10:10 AM

To: MidCltyWestsidedmta . net; Secondbistrict@bos.co.la.ca. us;
FifthDigtrictebos.co.la.ca.ua; don@bos.co.la.ca.us; molinagbos.co.la.ca.us;
zZevébos.co.la.ca.ug; Rriordanémayor.ci.la.ca.us; bernspon@cll.ci.la.ea.us;
Jlagaspigacl .com; jwaldengmayor.lacity.org; fasanajrépcmagic.net;
Eroberte@cityoflancasterca.org; BedPro@acl.com; pam-oconnor@santa-motica.ory;
friendsdexpo@acl . com

Subject: approval of expo light-rail lipe

L sAC

dear mta supervisors:
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i am emailing you to let you know thar i completely support the construction of kh)
the expasition iight-rail line that would run £rom downtown to santa monical 1
the westside ig without a commubter train line and this would add a very valuable Y3

and necessary conpectlion te the existing train/subway lines in the ciry..) our T
traffie ig only going to get worse and we all know it. more freeways and

busses alone are neot the angwer. los angeles is so overdue for this mode of *—jjg
trapsportation and it is sorely needed. please vote ves to build the expogition

line!

larry smith, 160 n. martel avenue, los angeles 50036

Get your FREE download of MSN Explorer atr http://explorer.msn.com
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Loz Angeles County Metropnlltan Tmmpurtnﬂon Authority ' us Iﬁep-artnwm of TranSportation -
Mid- City/Westside Transit Comidér - , Federal Transit Administration
Draft Enwronmumal Impau smmnmmn ' - _ :

- COMME NTS

F )u use this page to submit your comuments about the Draft Environmental Impact Statement/Report (DEIS/EIR) on lha
Mid-City/Westside Transit Corridur You may dizcuss any aspect of the project in which you are insterestes. .

Juhé‘s_), 2001

We would like a Project Consideration for BRT or LRT on Olympic Bivd.
1) Direct route from Santa Montca to downtown LA,
2) Wide street, and straight route, S
3) Ridership high and travel time shorter | I
4) Will NOT disrupt families and bugine
5) Travels through'a denset foreiginunaoial :
3) Requires less construction; a.nd’shoulél_itio cust eﬂ“wuve

We DO NOT support your alternatives 2and 3. ] <
)] Expos:hc is N():I‘ a Mg}l density area, and does not support nderslup—:] 3

2) ) mld s:qgu bumnom with narrow streets. ']
’ don, A _}.tmﬂic rioige Would be horrendous. When completed the resultsj o

4) Shfqtytb omchld:m : _:él}léhy bﬁld be m*eactmmay high risk, along with an infiltration dj ¢
crime that-will follow With trensients i the area.
. 5) Traffic is a problein NOW, and will be 10 fold with Parking Lots and Stations. The area now 'J 7
/ serves as an overflow when the freeways are stopped or jammed.
6) Pollution and noise would become a prohibitive problem, We now have (2) airports, (2) freeways,
car and bus traffic pollution. Adding to that would be the BRT or LRT with parking lots, homns,
whistles, car alarms and additional traffic and poliution.
7) If this is supposed to be rapid transit, Exposition comidor would be anything but fast, having to J &
slow to 35 MPH in residential areas and at intersections.

_ Alternative 1 Is the only choice of your alternatives. Already has proven ‘J o
ridership to major destinations.

Ronald H, Smith & Carol A. Smilh
2555 Tiden Ave.
t.os Angetes, CA 50064
Phone: (310) 4793563 .
E-Mail: rsmith2@higscreen. mea com

MTA, ATTN: David Mieger, One Gateway Plaza, Mail Stop 59-22.5, Los Angeles, CA 90012
(310} 366-6443 Fax-(213) 922-3060 E.Mail: MidCiyWestsidpg@nia.net
i R 7,
CC: Yonne Burke (Supv. Hall of Adm.) ) ,
Zev Yatoskwski (Supv. Hal of Adm.) ‘ "
Richard Riardan (Mayor) -
Wost of Weetwood HOA, |
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‘ N
M Los Angedas County Metropokitan T ransportation Authority \1.S. Dapartment of Transporiation
Mid- City/Wastaico Transit Corvidor . Fadersi Tranafl Administration

) . COMMENTS

Mwmmbmmmmmmmmwmﬁlmmw
MMWMMTMM Ywmﬁmmwmummhm;mum Lorigns

r,"‘

K’ "'1
]H TR A

Them Is a pmmmuumup on WIlshIm. le f'Mlthlm Rapld Bu& can not mep | “
up with the demabd

It travels. thmugh .actlvlm centers that service the people of Lus Angeleﬁ and 1

'

.

twough nelghbomoods ”I’he detoui‘fon Expo proved
)'l:hat: qoing through Commen:lal Zones and ot neighborhoods increases

A

the ridership.

-b--l'
Until Expo ROW’s detour travels through more commerdal than residential | ?'M
areas it should not be developed. e

kY

5

—_—
5

The Wilshire Rapid Bus and Expo ROW parallel each other in Santa Monica.

If you develop Expo ROW Santa Monica will have to rapid fines to it and
venice none.

Voo

Mitigating the negative impact Expo ROW will have on residential
neighborhoods will be too costly. Money can better be used on Wiishire.

Develop the route that services more people.

{f nacossary, ploasg soMinyg your comments on the rvisise side of this paper.)

To rmceive information regending e Mid-Chy/Westside Transit Corridor DEIS/EIR, pdeass complate the information below.

Name_FARTHUR SN VDER,. AR, PhonefFax__ ¢ R [ - 415 -0 437
s 2BOY \WESTHeoDd R LVD

?nytmefZip LA Feogd- .

‘ Mail xheat by Friday, June 15, 2008 to;
MTA, ATTN: Dawd Misget, Oos Gavoway Flaza Mal Swon 99-22-5 Loe Angeles, CA 90012
/3101 265-6443 Fax; (2121 972-3060 E-Mak: MiaCinWestaida ®manet CONMMENTS
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Until Expo ROW's detour travels thﬂmgh more comnm-dal than mdentlal E {
areas It should not be demloped |

The Wiishire Rapid Bus and Expo Row pamllel each other In Sarm Monica. 6
If you develop Expo ROW Santa Monica will have to rapid lines to it and

Venice none.

Miﬁgatlng the negative impact Expo ROW will have on residential 7
*nelghborhoodswlllbetmmwy Money can betterbeusedonwnshlra.
Devalopmemutematmmsmorepeople. _ - . - 73’

lllmry mmmmmuwmum

M.._.__._m__.—__—-—m
Mmfmmm R, plense compleie the hhw
Nama vZ m.y/ __ PhonefF 3[4)55'75 “"/?Jﬁ‘ r"ﬂf‘

. umwm.m1s.m1w:
MTA. ATTN: Darvist Mingwe, One Groweay Plaza, Mall Swp 99-22-5, Los Angelos, CA $0012 ‘
OO0 3068443 Fax: (293 922-3060 €-Mal: WMGMEOMMENTS
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M S0

mm(}mﬂw Metropolitan Transportation Authority U.5. Department of Trangportation: ~-
Mid- City/Wastside Transit Corridor Federal Transil Administration
" Droft Environmental Impact StatemenVReport
) | COMMENTS

Plaase Use this page to submit your comments about the Draft Environmental impact Staternent/Raport (DEIS/EIR) on the
Mic-City/Wastaichs Transit Corricor. YwmymwmmmmopmhmmMywmmm

it

1 am a resident of the Westwood Garden Civic Organization and I DO NOT SUPPORT
ALT 2 1 SUPORTALT. 2

There is a proven ridership on Wilshire. The Wilshire Rapid Bus can not keep |
up with the demand. ~

It travels through activity centers that service the people of Los Angeles and 7 "

tourist. j

Exposition Blvd. does not do tizat.

The Expo ROW goes through neighborhoods. The detour on Expo proved i
that gning; through Commercial Zones and not neighborhoods increases

‘‘‘‘‘

) until Expo ROW’s detour travels through more commercial than residential / i’
areas it should not be developed. ]

The Wilshire Rapid Bus and Expo ROW parallel each other in Santa Monica. |
1f you develop Expo ROW Santa Monica will have twe rapid lines to it and

Venice none.

Tl

L

Mitigating the negative impact Expo ROW will have on residential I
neighborhoods will be too costly. Money can better be used on Wilshire, [

" e

_,...j ¢

Develop the route that services more people.

(B npcessary, PhARE CONMLE YOUT COmmMents on the reverse side of this paper.)
To receive information regarding the Mid-City/Westside Transit Corridor DEIS/EIR, pleass completa the miormation beiow,

NMMM VD Phone/Fax
1dreas _cl S—gvl (W

W,smpﬁqwzﬂugd&mm(f : _

Mail shext by Friday, June 15, 2001 io:
MTA, ATTN: David Neeger, One Gabeway Plaza. Mail Siop 99.22.5, Los Angeles. CA 900132
{390} DEG-544D Fax: (2131 922-3060 E-Mai: MdCinwessids@manet CONMMENTS
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From: Mid-City WestSide

Sent: Thursday, June 07, 2001 B:43 AM
Tot "Jeff Solomon'

Subject: RE: Exposition Light Rail

Mz, Solomon:
Thank you for your comment on the Mid-Caity/Westside DEIS/RIR.

We have logged your comment into the record.

We are pcheduled to go beforse the MTA Board on June 28, 2001. The DEIS and a
summary of the comments received will be presented. At that time a locally
preferred alternative will be zelected.

Sincerely,

Mid-City/Westside Project Team

----- Original Mesgsage-~-~-
From: Jeff Solomon [mailto:sslomomjeff@earthlink.net]
fent: Friday, May 11, 2001 11:18 AM :'5*_:_'3 {,.

To: delarkel4d@acl . com
Subjent: Exposition Light Rail

Since Los Angeles is about twenty yvears behind on real mase _X \
transit, the Exposition light ra!l plan is desperately needed to make

this cizy live up to it's advertised "grea* gity” billling. .1 CARAGE e
count the number of skilled people 1 know who are plenning to leave L.A.lfL
because of the traffic congestion and Smog.'] Personzlly, T now come to j
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the Hestside conly when necessary and leave by 2 PM, forsgoing dinner and 3
) ghopping to miss the traffic.Pleage give me some hope for Los Angeles.
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MAY 3 1 2001

| . - SCANNED
Domenico & Marguerite Specchierla IN RMC
2527 Sonth Rentley Avenue
Los Angeles, CA 90064

Domst 1)
May 25, 2001

Mr. David Mieger

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transit Authority
One Gate Plaza

MS 99-22.5

Los Angeles, CA 90012

DC(!I Mr. Mit:gel‘,

We are writting this letter 10 express our feelings regarding your proposal to build a 260+
space parking lol on Exposition Boulevard between Sepulveda and Military, Our home

i3 located 5 houses south of Exposition and we will be directly affected by the decision.
made] There are many points to address but the one that touches us closest is the
DANGER that our grandchildren and the many other children that live in this
neighborhood will be put in due to the increase in traffic. Bicycle riding and playing in 2
the front yard is very common in this area and children running into the street happens.
Increased traffic puts many little lives at risk.

Another very real concern is the loss of our property’s value., This is sure to be the case.
Many of our nerghbors have payed very high prices in the prime westside location and
your proposed plan would gravely affect their investment.

w

the removal of plants that we homeowners paid for to make our nelghborhood more

Some other points that are of concern are polution, increased noise, decrease in privacy, j 5
beautiful and the increased foot traffic on our street.

We strongly oppose this decision and hope that our voice as the homeowners that will ) g
directly affected by the decision will be heard. A

Sincemly, _ b//é Ubﬁ
[ kel

Margucnw Specchierla
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Los Angales County Metropolitan Transportation Authority U.Si Departrnent of Transportation
Mid- CityWestside Transit Corridor . Fedaral Transit Administration
Draft Environmental impact Statement/Repo.

) COMMENTS | Roscr)

Please use this page to submit your comments about the Draft Environmental impact Statement/Report {DEIS/EIR) on the
Mid-City/Wasiside Translt Corridor. ﬁYlou may discuss any aspect of the project in which you are interested.

I am heavily apposed o the L,R._.j The noise, and the number of peopls coming though our neighborhood
would ruin the property value and the community on exposition. | do not want this to happen. 2

Fobin Spector
10953 Exposition Bivd,
LA CA 90087

(¥ necessary, please continue your comments on tha reverne skie of this papar.) ‘
To receive information regarding the Mid-City/Weasitside Trangit Corrddor DEIS/EIR, pledse complete the information balow,

Name Phone/Fax

“Adrass

o State/2p

M= shewt by Frithy, June 15, 2001 to:
MTA, ATTN: David Minger, One Gateway Pinza, Mall Siop 90-22.5, Los Angeles, GA 9olGONMIMENTS
{210) 366-8443 Faoc (213) 9223080 E-Mail: MidGityWesiside ©ma.nat Page 901



JUN 14 2005

Carnoline M. Spemeen SCANNED
10316 Hictking rfvensie IN RMC
Loa rtwgeles, Califomea F0084
(810} 755 oet? -ccsunflower@eapthlink. net
June 12, 2001
Mr. David Mieger, Project Manager o3 ¢
Mid City / Westside Transit Corridor -
Los Angeles County MTA
One Gateway Plaza
MBS 99-22-05

Los Angeles, Ca. 20012
Dear Mr. Mieger,
I am writing today to advise you of my views on the Proposed Wilshire BRT.

1 have studied the M1 A Mid-City / Westside Transit Corridor Study as it pertains to the
Wilshire BRT and weighed my views with imformation gleaned at the neighborhood
meeting at the Peterson Museurmn a few wecks ago. [ fee] that the studies made for this
proposal are valid for only parts of the Wilshire Blvd. corridor and not the entire length
of the proposed Wilshire BRT.

To explain: The studies state that automobile and other vehicles that are displaced by the
reduction of cast/west traffic lanes "wall find other routes”.

1. The area east of the City of Beverly Hills has many "other routes” available for
use. This area was appropriately studied for the proposed BRT route.

2. However, at a line running along the western edge of the City of Beverly Hills
several large obstructions prohibit the flow of traffic. These formidable
obstructions (i.¢. The Los Angeles Country Club, Century City, Rancho Park
Golf Course and the Beverly Hills High School) have been in place for many
years. Immediately north and to the south of those obstructions street design
prohibits an easy east/west flow of traffic.

With this in mind I ask you = Where is this east/west traffic to go?

Currently, Sunset Blvd has badly congested traffic starting at approximately 4 PM and
continuing until 7PM or later. With the morning rush hour just as bad. Santa Monica

Blvd., Olympic Blvd. and Pico Blvd. are currently congested but driveable. Construction

will begin very soon on the SMB'TP creating traffic chaos for a period of years.

Following completion the bridged SMB access to Beverly Hills will stow traffic to a

crawl. This leaves the Santa Monica Freeway available for long distance commutes, but

shorter comrnutes toward the Hollywood area will find terrible congestion on the only

routes available. J
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!
Meanwhile, as a former resident of the Miracle Mile area I know the afternative east/west ‘!
routcs avajlable. To name the best they are starting with Sunsct Blvd., Franklin Ave., i
Melrose Ave., Beverly Blvd,, Santa Monica Bivd., 3™ Street, 6™ Street Wilshire Blvd., ]
WSW&OMmmmM[%MMdWmM@mBMiMMmmwﬁm i

With this in mind I must advise you that I can not vete in favor of the reduction of 2 lanes 5
of traffic on Wiishire Blvd. needed to create any of the alternatives for the Wilshire BRT.
I vote for NO ACTION ON WILSHIRE BLVD. e/‘]

Therefare, 1 feel that the Exposition Blvd. route is the only altemative availabie at this
time for direct, above ground, subway type people moving vehicles. This is in keeping
with the Environmental Analysis - Traffic and Circulation -3-2-31 projection for the West
End of the study area showing the majority of growth in traffic is in the Exposition
Comidor and not the Wilshire Cotridot.

Thank you for your consiueration of my views.

Very truly yours, "7
M%m%'/%, e
Caroline M. Spencef”

CC: Zev Yaroslavsky, Michael Feucr, Michael Weiss, Yvonne Brathwaite Burke
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From: Mid-City WestSide

Sent: Tuesday, June 19, 2001 10:27 AM
To: ' spetdwebtv . nat.’

subjecr: RE: Rapid sxpansion

Thank you for your rcomment on the Mid-City/Westgide DEIS/EIR.

We have logged your comment into the record.

We are scheduled to go before the MTA Board op June 28, 2001. The DEIS and a
sumazry of the commentcs received will be presented. At that time a locally

preferred alternative will be selected.
Sivcerely,

Mid-City/Westeide Project Team

----- Original Message----~-

From: spet@webtv.net [mailto:spet@webtv.netl ,
Sent: Thuraday, June 14, 2001 B:01 PM S?E-T (-”
To: MidCityWestsidedgmta,net

Subject: Rapid expansion

As a regular user of Wilshire Rapid, I hope further improvements ot this ““\
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terrific service wil he md&) Any of the three altermatives would be
OK with me: choose the one that can be done eoonest. S'I'ha Exposition —
route would be hest as ls.ght: rail in my gpinion:  the Blue line is \

great ! f"“ﬁeaf Wi afﬁes far speedy development . ' +
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Sincerely,
Mid-city/Westside Project Team

----- Original Message-----

From: Napey L Steiner [(mailto:Nancy.Steinerdworldnet.att.net]

Sent: Sunday, June 03, 2001 B:;51 ¥M

To: MidCityWestsidedémba.net; Secondbistrict@bos.co.la.ca.us;
FifthDhistrictébos.co.la.ca.ug; dondbos.co.la.ca.ug; molina@bos.co.la.Cca,us; <
zevibos ., oo, la. ca.us; Rricrdand@mayor.cd . Lla.ca . u; bernson@cl?.oi.la, ca.us; PJ*M
1 lgaspidanl.com; jwalden@mayor.lacity.oryg: fasanajr@pemagic.net;
froberta@cityoflancasterca.org; BeAPro@aol.cem; pam-ocoonor@santa-monica.org;
friendndexpodacl . com

Subject : Expo Lipe

I'd like to express my support for the proposed Expo Line light rail network, ) |

which would yun from downtown to Santa Monica,.[%his is & WETI FTavelaed ares.
which could greatly benefit from an alternative mode of transportation. I
believe the Expo Line would help to alleviate L.A.'np ever-growing traffic

problem in am econonemically and ecolegically sound mantier, and urge you Lo 2
adopt the propaosal. j:]

Thank you for your consideration.

Nancy Steiner
2706 Castle Heights Place
Log Angeles, A 950034
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From: Mid-City WestSide

Sent : Tuesday, June 05, 2001 B8:57 AM
To: 'Nancy L Steiner'

Subject : RE; Expo Line

Me. Stelner:

Thank you for your comment on the Mid-City/Westeide DEIS/EIR.

We have logged your comment into the record.

We are echeduled to go before the MIA Board on June 28, 2001. The DEXS and a
pumnary ©Of the comments received will be presented. At that time a locally
preferred alternative will be selected.

COMMENTS
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2711 Coolidge Ave, Los Angeles, Callfornia, 90064

6 June 2001
Mr. David Mzeger, Project Manager
L.A. County MTA ‘ —-T- S
One Gateway Plaza, Mail Stop 99.22-5
Los Angeles, Ca 90012
Dear Mr. Mieger,

I gather from my North Westdale Neighborhood Association Newsletter that you
are the person 10 write to with my comments on the proposed Expo Line.

I have lived in this neighborhood for over thirty years and think it is about time
we get a light rail line out here. I work at Los Angles City College, so 1t is a long drive,
often in heavy traffic, to aiid from work. ) would love to be able to do it by rail, alkthough
by the time you get it up and running, I will probably be ready to retire.

What may be an even better use for me and my wife is to go downtown for
various events at the Music Center. We have subscriptions for the Ahmanson, the Taper,
and the Los Angeles Phitharmonic. " Since the opening of the Staples Cemer, the traffic
into downtown at might has gotten much worse. Being able to take the light rail line
downtown would be much better and certainly more relaxing.

I realize the Expo Line would figuratively be in my back yard, but that is what
would give it its value for me and many other westsiders. I hope you can persuade the

Not in My Back Yard people to see that it really is in their best interest to have the Expo
Line come out and connect us to what passes for civilization downtown,

Sincerely yours,

om Stempel

Ct)

COMMENTS
Page 908



Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authaority U.S. Department of Transportation
Mid- City/Westside Transit Cormidor Federal Transit Administration
Draft Environmental Impact Statement/Report

) - ~ COMMENTS Joss 1)

Please use this page to submit your comments about the Draft Environmental Impact Statement/Report (DEIS/EIR) on the
Mid-City/Westside Transit Comigor. You may discuss any aspect of the project in which you are interested.

1

| fulty support the construction of the entire Expo light rail line,i It is perhaps the best thing that could ever 5
happen 10 Los Angeies. There are no downsides whatsoever in my mind. it is gbsolutely the right thing to do
regardless of mmar the proposed route, and | am not the least bit concemed about any negatlve 3
impacts on the immediate neighborhood, because there aren't any. -

Josh Stephens
Los Angeles

(f necessary, please continue your commantis on the reverse side of this papar.)
To reealve information regarding the Mid-City/Wastside Tranait Corridor DEIS/EIR, please complote the information below.

Name . Phone/Fax__

Jdress

L byfState/Zip

Mall sheet by Fridey, Juna 15, 2007 to:
MTA, ATTN: David Miogor, One Gatewny Plaza, Mall Stop 99-224.5, Los Angeles, CA
{310) 686-6443 Fax: (213) 522-3060 E-Mall; MIJC RywWestyiie O nrta.net %Ilyla“ggtg(l;g



- W

SCANNED

| IN RMC
Board of Directors
Queensland Manor South Co-op, Inc.
11120 Quecnsiand St. H-63
Los Angeles, CA 90034
June 6, 2001 DAS S )

David Mieger, Project Manager

Los Angeles County

Metropolitan Transportation Authority
One Gateway Plaza  Mail Stop 99-22-5
Los Angeles, CA 900122952

Dear Members,

We represent the residential co-operative located on Sepulveds Blvd and
Queensland 5t. Our complex contains 96 units, of which about 20 front on
Sepulveda Blvd and about 4 others have a clear view of that street. . Our interest
in the impending Busway and/or Light Rail Transit is quite understandable, since
all of the 24 have bed or sleeping rooms facing on Sepulveda.And we are only one
of many apartment complexes so affected. At the present time already, frequently
the street outside our bedroom windows is quite unbearably impacted with traffic.
And the widening of the street will bring even more traffic closer to cur
bedrooms and sleeping areas. Sepulveda is already an alternate freeway (405)
route. While some of us are in favor of some sort of mass rapid transit, we do not
feel it should be diverted down Sepulveda. Especially when the MTA already owns
a perfectly good right-of-way along Exposition Blvd. through Cheviot Hills-
Rancho Park. I’m sure all of our residents would be fully in favor of the planned
hew construction if it were not in danger of impacting their lives so unfavorably.

There are other routes also that could be pursaed, such as Venice Bivd all
the way to the ocean with feeder routes to other high denstty areas. It should not

L s |

. ——— .

:
|

be necessary to destroy the peaceful enjoyment of residential property to obtain K o~

mass rapid transit, which is vather something that should be welcomed by the

commetcia| interests along its corridor. —

The Board of Queensland Manor South hopes that you will fake cur —
interests to heart and not make Sepulveda Blvd. any more of a sacrifice street than Co
it already is, by favoring the more prosperous Cheviot Hills~-Rancho Park are3 b
over their less affluent neigho% ]

COMMENTS
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M " Los Angeles County Metropolian Transportation Authorky U5 Department.of Transportaiion

)  COMMENTS

Ploase use this page 10 submit your comments about the Dralt Epv

ap sy

(M nixieasory, please continue your comments on the mwtu side of this papes.)

i atiq . d-Cly/Westeide Transit Corridor DEIS/EIR, please information below.
MName WY ‘-'...\ R A0 I Phone/fFax ﬁ & g““"" E &E\\&L\
= N

: et oo sheat by Friday, Juve 15, 2001 10 :
MTA, ATTN: Mieger, Qe Guarwway Plaza. Mall Stop 99-22-5, Lon Angeles,
F3T0) 3666441 Fac (2131 DZ2-2080 E-bhoit: Wumm%m MENTS
| Page 911




June 7, 2001

RoYS(H
David Mieger, Project Manager

Los Angeles Coamty MIA

One Gateway Plaza

Mail Stop 99-22-5

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Re: Exposition Light Rail
Dear Mr. Mieger:

Recently I was sent a copy of the Executive Summary of the

Draft Envirommental Impact ‘Statement/Envircornmental Impact Report,

(Draft EIS/EIR). 1 found this camposition very informative in its
delinearion of the proposed Wilshire and Exposition routes. Based |
upon this report population projecticons for both routes areé urgently

needed.

As implied, the current density along Wilshire Boulevard makes for
an expensive and camplex construction. Fortunately, the Exposition o
raure does not have this complexity.

As a matter of quality of life", it is percéived that an existing 1 2
standard should be maintained or enhanced; not diminished.

The report predicts a population growth of an additional 300,000

persons and 200,000 jobs that will be serviced within and from cut-

side of this area. Consequently, sutomobiles will incresse with ox q
without the addition of public transportation. Therefore, we do mot

need any loss of autcmobile traffic lanes or pedestrian walkways.

I believe thar the Exposition route should fully urilize the entire
railroad right-away. It would provide for a "'quick” cost effective
ADDITION for public transportation. .
in the report is to abandon the sition right-of-way at Robertson
Boulevard. Then detour west on Venice Boulevard to Sepulveda
Baudevard. Turn north on Sepulveda to rejoin Exposition for the

balance of the westward route to the City of Santa Monica. L

This is a serious flaw., It does not:- appear that anyone has sericusly
surveyed this deviation.

Has anyone considered the additional cost of this four (4) mile
detour. Or the traffic disruption on Venice and Sepulveda Boulevards
during construction, the resultant loss of existing automobile
traffic lanes on Venire and Sepulveda and what about the area needed
for boarding stations along this detour. This is a safety hazard. 1
In addition the Venice and Sepulveda Poulevards are currently serviced
by the MIA #33 bus and the Culver City #6 at approximately ten (10)
mirmte intervals. sl

Also to traverse Sepulveda Beulevard north to Exposition would
require the modification of two freeway bridges to maintain the

COMMENTS
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Page 2
David Mieger, Project Manager
Llos Angeles County MTA

current traffic standard, (see ref. A). To maintain the current

traffic and pedestrian right-of-way a very large amomt of private

property would need to be purchased along Sepulveda Doulevard fram o
Vehice Boulevard to Exposition. This widening of Sepulveda and the
placement of a rail line creates a potential safety hazard at Charnock;

there is the Chamock Elementary School at this corner, (ref. B).

This detor also seams to ignore the existing safety feature of two -
steel railroad bridges, i.e. one at Motor Avenue and one at National
Boulevard, (ref. B). You will rot have this degree of safety on |
Sepulveda or Venice Baulevards. Also there is a far greater density
of apartment dwellers/potential fares on this section of the Exposition b
route than on Sepulveda. _':‘]“
By publication this detour seems necessary "omly" to placate the
Cheviot Hills Homeowners Association's, "pot in our backyard”,
camplaint. Which they did in 1990, 1998 and again in 2000, It seams

like the, "affluent tai! is wagging the poor dog." _J

|

1t is approximately fourteen (14) wmiles from downtown Los Angeles

to the city of Santa Momica, The Cheviot Hills portion is only thyee
quarters of a mile (3/4) on the eastern perimeter of the Exposition

route. In addition this 3/4 wile stretch is fifty (30) feet below 1)
street level. Also at street level the nearest homes are eastward an
additional sixty-five (65) feet away from the rail line. (ref. C & D).

This physical condition in itself reduces noice, Additional noise

and pollution abatement could be achieved through state-of-art \
construction, e.g. electric power, welded rails, mono rail, rubber

wheels and nd ‘boarding stations within the Cheviot Hills 3/4 mile

border. 5 mile has a cost of construction. 1The four (4! mile \'3
- detoar will irnkcrease the equivalent comstruction cost at least 4 times.

>

The city will be asking millicns of taxpayers to subsidize the
additional cost of this detour just to placate a few who have expressed \et
concerns. Concerns that are mitigable.

To achieve the maximun benefit for the mjority of cur citizens we ’(g
must spend our tax dollars in the most efficient manner.

provides for minimal dismuption to adjacent areas during construction.
And there are many locations for ''park and ride" sites and rider
friendly shops. The Figueroa end serves downtown well. It also
gserves Culver City and their pew entertaimnment center effectively
where Exposition crosses Venice Boulevard without dismmption. It
also provides convenient access to all of the apartment complexes,
office buildings, manufacturing and camercial establishments along
the Exposition route into the City of Santa Monica.

Please reconsider and use all of the Exposition right-of-way. It ‘]
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Page 3
David Mieger, Project Manager
Los Angeles County MTA

strip park atmosphere, a city beautification.

\3

With a little imagination this entire route could provide a 17 mile :‘ 77
The citizens need this LRT, but make it cost effective. ]
Your indulgence is appreciared. |

Sircerely,

ce. f_Shind

e E. Steward
2624 Corinth Averue
Los es, CA 90064-3721
(310)479~8130

Attachments: Pictorials
RES/ds

COMMENTS
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Jume 15, 2001 » RoYS (=,

TO: David Mieger, Project Manager Los Angeles County MTA
One Gateway Plaza , Mail Stop 99-22-5, los Angeles, CA. 90012 SCANNED

Re: Exposition Light Rail ' IN RMC

Subj: ADDENDUM ---- TO Letter dated June 7, 2001 to David Mieger

from Royce Steward JUN 12 2001
Mr. Mieger,in my last correspondernce I tried to illustrate how erronecus, )
costly and disruptive the Venice/Sepulveda detour will be.
Attached are two copies of two cost items that I failed to enclude. The
cost of widening the bridge over the flood control channel that is just
north of Palms Boulvard .ami the additional engeneering cost to master the
incline north from Venice Blvd., i,e. from Regent Ave. to Charnock Road. \
This distance is .3 tenth of a wmile which rises to a height of approximately
150 feet, No where on the Exposition right of way does this type of

problem exist. .,-J

Frren & Lo et
Royce E. Steward---2624 Corinth Ave. lLos Angeles, GA. 90064-3721
( 310 ) 479-8130

e o B6 \ LEGEND
a,1 Sidewalk
4 P 4 oW c,h,F,G Traffic Lanes
2 5l ,.29I - 81875 F LRT Meridian




-

LEGEND:

7S}
7 B,H Parking Lanes
1 cie H
il L L_ __JF @ ¢,D,F,G Traffic Lanes
5 : |
slglg gl ' 18748} E LRT Meridian
] '
| 1
1 ”
86

NOTE: These dimensions have eliminated the existing landscaped parkway.

Also this 86 FT. width weuld be required fram Venice Blvd. north
to Exposition Blvd. Remember Sepulveda Blvd. already has bus

service~-~-MIA#33 and Culver Gity #6.
COMMENT
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CHARNOCK. Elem. School
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MOTOR AVE. WEST TO OVERLAND AVE. BELOW GRADE

OVERLAND AVE, EAST TO MOTOR AVE. BELOW GRADE AND 4 GOOD BRIDGE OVER MUTOR AVE.
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NORTHVALE ROAD EAST SIDE OF TRACKS 50 FEET ABOVE TRACK BED -
AND 65 FEET FROM LEFT TREE LINE TO HCMES.
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Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority U.5. Department of Transportation
Mid- City'Westside Transit Corridor Federal Transit Administration
Draft Environmental impact Statement/Report ‘

) | COMMENTS

Please use this page 1o submit your commaents about the Dratt Environmental impact stﬂlmmnmapoﬂ {DEIS/EIR) on the
Mid-Chy/Waestside Transh Corridor. Ywmmwmmmmmmwmmw |

Yoo, N
" -

L
. b

~ T am a resident of the Westwood Garden Civie Organization and I DO NOT SUPPORT |

ALT3 JSUFORTALT. 1 -

(RN
' o s
. A

d

. A —
There is a proven ridership on Wilshire. The Wilshire Rapid Bus can not keep / ‘},
up with the demand. ‘ -

It travels through activity centers that service the people of Los Angeles and 'J 7
tourist.

Exposition Blvd. does not do that.

tha‘t‘f‘.gbing,- through Commercial Zones and not neighborhaoods increases

The-éﬁcpo ROW goes through neighborhoods. The detour on Expo proved :} ¢ (
the ridership.

I Until Expo ROW's detour travels through more commercial than residential ;
areas it should not be developed. o

The Wilshire Rapid Bus and Expo ROW parallel each other in Santa Monica. ]

- If you develop Expo ROW Santa Monica will have two rapid lines to it and ¥
Venice none.
e
Mitigating the negative impact Expo ROW will have on residential - "7
neighborhoods will be too costly. Money can better be used on Wilshire, '
.
Develop the route that services more people. v
-

{If necessary, please continue your cormments on the reverse side of this paper.)

To receizmormation ragarding the Mid-City/Westside Transit Corridor DEIS/EIR, please compiete the information below.
Name A M Phone/Fax_{ 210 - ? '
" ridress é% /7
/.
- .

by que.
| yIState/Zip 3 A’tﬂr‘d M 2670 ( :/

Mail snaet by Friday, June 15, 20071 1o;
MTA. ATTN: David Meeger, One Gateway Piaza. Mait Suop 99-22-5, Los Angeies, Q12
(3101 166-5443 Fax: (213) 9223060 E-Mail: MioCivwessiie@ma.net CONMMENTS
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Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority " U.S. Department of Transportation
Mid- Cty'Westside Transit Comidor Federal Transit Administration
Draft Environmental impact Statement/Report ,

0 COMMENTS Jas )

Please use this page to submit your comments about the Diaft Environmental Impact Staternent/Report {DEIS/EIR) on the
Mig-City/Westside Transit Corridor. You may discuss any aspect of the project in which you are interested.

{

We are very in favor of the Expo Rail because it provides fast clean service from Santa Monica to downtown, | It :l
is essential to relieve the congestion on ".E’.} Ttie rall is vastly superior to the busway. 3 ]

Jim Stewart

Southem Califomia Coundil on Environment and Development
4439 Slauson Avenue

Culver City, CA 90230

{If npcnsaary, please conimus your comments on the reverse side of this paper.)
To recedve Information reganding the Mid-City/Westside Transit Corridor PEIS/EIR, please completa the information below.

Name Phong/Fax

Addrass

City/State/Zip

Ml shast by Friday, Juve 15, 2001
MTA, ATTH: David Miager, One Gatewsy Plaom, Mail Stop 99-22-5, Los Angeles,
(310) 366-6443 Fax {213) 9223060 E-Mal: Mwmumm%agﬁl MENTS
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M Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority S us: Depmunmoﬂmsmmm
Mid- City/Westaide Transit Corridor i - Federal Transh Administration.

D cOMMENTs

mmmmmtuamummmwm Draft Environmental WSWW(DEISIEIH)mMa
WMTWW Vwmmwmmmmhmmmmm

‘|.

1 am a resident of the Westwood Garden Civic Organization and I DO NOT SUPPORT \
ALT 3 1 SUPORTALT. 1 .

There is a proven ridership on Wilshire. The wilshire Rapid Bus can not keep 2
up with the dermand.

1t travels through activity centers that service the people of Los Ang&les and
tourist. 3

Exposition Blvd. does not do that.

that ' going through Cornmercial Zones and not neighborhoods increases

The Expo ROW goes through neighbbrhoods The detour on Expo proved ]‘ (
the ridershlp

) Until Expo ROW's detour traveis through more commercial than residénti‘él" ]§
areas it should not be developed.

If you develop Expo ROW Santa Monica will have two rapid lines to it and

The Wilshire Rapid Bus and Expo ROW parailel each other in Santa Monica. :’ (9
Venice none.

Mitigating the negative impact Expo ROW will have on residential !
neighborhoods will be too costly, Money can better be used on Wilshire.

Develop the route that services more people.

(¥ necessary, pleare continue your conwrents on the reverse side of this paper.)

To receive imformation regarding e Mid-Chy/Westside Transit Corridor DEIS/EIR, please complets the information below.

Nammﬁ?e——r Phur;afFax_&l 0 47246617 7
* idress 10 & | N

ciysuezp_ LA CA 0069 ” £ e 2

Mail shaat by Fridey, June 15, 2007 to:

MYA, ATTN: David Mieger; One Gatwery Plaza. Mal Swop 39-22-5. Lok Angeies.
[310 366-6443 Fanc 1213) 922-3060 E-Mail: MidCitvWorstside Bmita.net 6WMENTS
: Page 922
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‘ Mid- CltyiWestsice Transit Corridor | Federal Transt Administration

) ‘ COMMENTS

Pleass use this page to submit your comments about the Draft Environmental INMMWMH(DEIm)mma
WMMTMHM Ywmmwmmmmmmmmm

1 am a resident of the Westwood Garden Civic Organization and I ng_msungm
ALT 3 ISUPORTALT. 1

There Is a proven ridership on Wilshire, The Wilshlm Rapid Bus*t:an’hut'l&éfe'b‘ -T 2
up with the demand. - | ' Y

It travels through activity centem that service the people of Los Angeles and
tourist.

B

Exposatlon Blvd. does not do that.

The Expo ROW goes. through neighborhoods. The detour on Expo proved ¢

that going: through Commércial Zones and mtmianbamm increases [

the ndershlp C &

) Until Expo ROW's détour travels through more.commercial than residential j g*
areas it should not be developed.

If you develop Expo ROW Santa Monica wilt have two rapid lines to it and

The Wilshire Rapid Bus and Expo ROW parallel each other in Santa Monica. :) G
Veanice none.

Mitigating the negative impact Expo ROW will have on residential
neighborhoods will be too costly. Money can better be used on Wilshire. - 7
Develop the route that services more people. 'J 5’

(It necessary, planss conlinue your commants on the revense side of this paper.)
To rut:mu inimnuﬂnj regarding the Mid-City/Westzide Tnmalt Cnl'ﬂdnl' DE.!&IEJR. plansa complete the information

Name_ [ TV ST Foe T~
“adress__ {OF 1O ASHA It/ AVE :
}-:itws{atefz;p LA, CA  FGoolY ] % ‘ ,,/

MaH shent try Friday, Jurve 15, 2001 W
MTA, ATTN: Bt Misger, One Galeway Plara, Mait Swp 95-22-8. Los Angeles. CA 50012
(3100 2666443 Fax: (2131 022-3060 E-Mai: MidCitvWasttide @mia.net COMMENTS
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. Los Angsilas County Metropotitan Transportation Authority 1.5, Departmeant of Transporation
N M- City'W astie Transit Corridor Federal Transh Administratn
Draft Erviconmental impact Stalsrmeni/Report

COMMENTS | SUsC)

Please Uae this page 1o submit your comments about the Dratt Environmental impact Sialement/Report (DEIS/EIR) on the
hid-CRy'Wastsido Trenait Corridor. You may discuss any asnoct of the project in which you sre interesied,

I wish to ask the MTA Board of Directors to consider the
ALTERNATIVE 1 Project. \

neighborhood. We already have TOO MUCH TRAFFIC

AND NOISFE for our ammﬂﬂding is going up_ * -2

for County Offices on Sépulveda and Pico and this will

also generate much more traffic.{ We already live between 2 :( M

Please do not consider the Alt 3, which goes through my | W .

major freeways the 10 and 210 and get enough pollution.

Using Wilshire BRT you get the exposure to most of the 3 IS
major business centers of the city.

{0 nacensary, Disuse conlinue your conwnents on th revense Side of this paper.)
To racsive information regarding the Mid-City/Westside Transit Couridos O EIS/EIR, plsase compists the infarmation below.

N . S. S i f—-— _ Phona/Fax 2othr 310-473-4688

Sox Swaxrty ‘J
Acdoress 2950 vilden dne. LA, A, 90064
CiyStele/Tip

MR whvaet by Friduy, Jurse 18, D001 bo:
NITA, ATTH: Darvid Misgaer, One Qutiwsry Place, Mol Sip 99-22-%, Lok Angiiey, CA S0012
900 06 GAKY Faar $213) 23050 E-Mait: MdCHvWeriside By
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-
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o

*Mid-City/Westside Project Team
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»we danl want ANY itratisportition on Exposition!, th:dumnpmmiihatl.beb-] ‘
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-

>
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May 200}

David Mieger, Project Manager
Los Angeles County MTA

One Gateway Plaza

Mall Stop 99-22-5

Los Angeles, Califomia 20012

In re: Draf Environmental Impact Staternent, Mid-City/Westside Transit Corrldor

Dear Mr, Mieger:

I am 2 member of the West Los Angeles Japanese American Citizens League Auxliary. Our j |
organization has been active in this community for over 40 years, '

The issue of the proposed Exposition Light Rail Segment in the Sepulveda/Pico/Expasition area ,-"
is of great concermn o me. This area is remendously impacted with heavy traffic and this i
alternative to the proposed project will create more baffic delays, nolse, vibration, safety | =
problems, and destroy the residential/pedestrian/community orentation of this area. .

This Alternative 3 will also cost 51.0 billion (Wilshire Bus Rapid Transit plus Exposition Light
Ralf Transit) vs. $654 miilion for Alternative 2 {Wilshire BRT plus Exposition BRT)-- aimost o~
twice as much!

I urge LA County MTA to drop Altemative 3 (Wilshire BRT + Expo LRT) from the proposed
project.

Sincerely,

g

£d 2od WL THE My PIESREE Epcao‘;v'dmgiiﬁgg



(VRS AR N ARV A

SCANNED
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h June }, 2001

T

L.A. County MTA
1 Gateway Plaza
Mailgtop 99-22-5
Los Angéles CA 90012

i David Mieger
Dear Mr. Mieger, .
Pleage rethink your plans for the LRS to be routed ““\

on Venice/Sepulveda Boulevards! As it is, Sepulveda
is one ot the most Congested streefs on Che wesatside. A

The .people in the Westside Village area have been working
extremely hard and bave been successful in making oux
area more attractive and cohesive than ever. (Tree
plantings, local police division, very active Neighbor-
hood Watch, attention to unkempt yarde, etc.) Having 2
the LRS tunning on Sepulveda would be disastrous €6
what we have all worked so hard to accomplish.

huer

4
g

Ginger T

—

I have no ohjectlion to the LRS, but vour traffic
engineers should consider Esposition Boulevard, which -}
is convenient to westsiders, and already has the track B
provisions. Jt,was active years ago and not disruptive
to anyone.

PLEASE raanna1déxmxnuxmﬂen1gﬂ15gpulxaﬂamniuansinnluw__{;]!%v
: $5én¢e§glprrwﬂr“"‘”“7

Ginger Tau
3306 Veteran
Los Angeles CAI0UIL
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Thank youw for your comment on the Mid-City/Westside DEIS/EIR.
We have logged your comment ince the record.

We are scheduled to go before the MTA Board on June 28, 2001. The DEIS and a
summary of the commenta received will be presented. At that time a locally
preferred alternative will be welected.

Sincerely,
Mid-~City/Weatpnide Project Team

————— Original Message-----

From: Linua Lawrepnce [mailta:]l lawrence tdyahoo.com]

Sent: Monday, June 04, 2001 6:22 PM

To: MidCityWestside®mta net; SecondDistrictébos.co.la.ca.us;
Fifthpistrictébos.co.la.ca.us; dongbos.co.la.ca.us; \~h1~ ( l)
molinaghos.co.la.ca.ug; Tevibos.co.la.cd.us; Rriordandmayor.ci.la.ca.us;
bernson®cl?.ci.la.ca.us; jlgaspi@acl.com; jwaldendmayor.lacity.org

Co: 1_lawrence téyabog.com

Subject: Please move forward with light rail on Exposition Blvd to Santa

Monica

Dear MTA boardmembers,
We strongly urge you to move forward with lighe yail il \
on Expoeition Blvd,

This line is relatively easy and low eost to build

gince the MTA already

holds title to the right of way, an old railroad line

and could tap federal 2
and atate funds already committed to the Weatside.

Moreover, Westside hag the highest poulation 1.5
million and employment

densicy of any Southern Califernian area. Signifecant
growth in both

population and jobs are projected for the next 20 <
years, while no signifeant

expansion of existing freeway and street pDetworks is
planned. o

Moreover, while the capital costs for a busway may be

elightly lower than

that of light rail, a busway will have much higher

operating costs, will Lf
bave leas capacity (90 in an articulated bus v/s 450

in a 3 car light rail crain)

and will not attract as wmch ridership.

All these factg are highlighted in the MTA EIR report 5
on the Expo corridor.

We commte o a replar basis to Santa Monica and are
forced to drive '
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beacuse no reasopnable transportation alternative _}
existe Erom Unicn station.

Please move forward with this worthy projeat. vou will T
be providing a great
service to the people by going ahead with light rail "1
and can he proud of the

your accomplishments when this corridor is built and
will prove to he a

resounditly success . FMJ

Thanking you.
Youxs sinceraly,

Linus & Shannon Tauro
1321 Veranw Place
Irvine, CA 92612,
{(945) BS4-6624.

Do You Yahoo!?
Get personalized email addresses from Yahoo! Mail - cnly %535
a year! htrp://personal.mail.yahoeo.com/
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From: Mid-City WestSide
Sent: Tuesday, June 05, 2001 9:00 AM

“To: 'Linus Lawrence' :
Bubject: RE: Pleape move forward with light rail on Exposition Blvd to Santa
Monica : '

Mr. and Mre. Tauro:
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‘ ‘ Los Angeles County anpmmemum Authority U.$. Department of Transportation

Mid- Cliy'Westsido Transh Corridor Federal Transit Administration
Draft Exyvironenental impact Sanmnpm :
) ' - COMMENTS -

Plave use this 10 submit your comments about the Draft Environmental tmpact Statemaenmt/Flaport (DEIS/EIR) on the
me You may dicuss any aspect of the groject in which you am monested, ‘

-

. I am a resident of the West of Westwood HOA and I support Alt. 1.

Buses are more ﬂexable Rail IS ﬂxed Buses can deviate from the lme to
~ avoid sensitive areas such as schools and homes rail cannot. 1

There Is a proven ridership on Wilshlre The Wilshire Rapid Bus can not keep
up with the demand. 2

It travels throulgh activity centers that service the people of Los Angeles and
tourist.

4

Thé Expo ROW goes through neighborhoods. The detour on Expo proved J {,

Exposition Blvd. does not do that.

_ that going through Commercial Zones and pot neighborhoods increases
the ridership.

b
o Untll Expo ROW’s detour travels through. more commercnal than residentnal :) G

I SRR

T Namenfl)l ZaND S L W“W’@

areas it should not be developed.

The Wlishire Rapid Bus and Expo ROW parallel each other in Santa Monica.

If you develop Expo ROW Santa Monica will have two rapid lines to it and }
Venice none, -

Mitigating the negative impact Expo ROW will have on residential
,_ nelghborhoods wil} be too cnstly Money can better be used on WIIshlre 5’

Develop the route that services more people

(M neceasary, plaase continue your comments on the evesk st of this paper.)

MWMTMMWMW& badow.

g Jlmzﬁ Fxﬂaéz‘hbn bl .

ooy ) B M %7)64

Mut sheat by Friday, Juns 16, 2008 W
" MTA, ATTH: Ouvid Miner, One Gasvmy Plaxa, Mail Stop 99-22-5, Los Angwes, GA 90012
13900 385-5440 Fiox: (2133 922.3060 E-Mait: siaCieWestide ®vie.mC OINIMENTS |
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West Or Westwood HOA
" POB 64496
. Los Angeles,_,p CA 90064

June 10, 2001

Mr. David Melger

Los Angeles County Metmpolitan Transportation Authority
One Gateway Plaza wwrw et + 1-B00-- Toyots
MS-99-22-5 '

Los Angeles, CA 90012

RE; Mid City/Westside Transit DEIS/DEIR
Dear Mr. Meiger:

1 am writing on behalf of the members of West of Westwood HOA, representlng
approximataly 1000 households in Rancho Park, encompassing both sides =7 the
Exposition ROW between Kelton and Sepu!veda Blvd. and south of the ROW
between Sepulveda and Sawtelle.

back to us with their views. All responses (except one ranter) were in support of

We recently explained the alternatives to our members and asked them to respond] va
Altm-native 1.

. ""me Exposition ROW:has no:current; DMW PR Ak die

% .ROW:was used-as a transit: linei The dey ,Hgl_fp,ﬁ

acttvtty centers and not thmugh i-ésl [:8re
| ROW. When'the line was built 50%%

\l) 5’

,,,,,

A The huge success of the Rapid Bus on Wilﬁﬁlrg,
) it moves them faster. The: wusl-;ihm Ilné‘ ,”mf “‘
% . Downtown Los Angeles; bassiiig through ey Wils ire
v e, M %m ow Ao | W % b’iﬁt@ra
_‘residmm qf,].os Ange.ls as well: as#tu m, Al i - O
- achivity centers needed ¥o attract Hdgrship! TAEREtVE. ""’""la have a nega
,,,almpa onschools, residents and dlsmaae . Iri&sw along the ROW. Ttis too
costly to bulld, maintain and properly mitigate There are many homes 50’ from the

&

PR

" _h?""bv:ﬂnmI l; i i?j 5 ,y;,» C '

:nbn*sepulveda wilh have\h hegative il m‘ﬂ\ T AL ,.u Hors who'will hearithe ] 7
'_ _ bells and horn and feel the vibration. | Elevatitig the  LF P
© will'créate an adverse Visual impact. mmu"‘ I.r:'“:.‘, f \ ,i crease tramc at A

already “F" level intersections. | Unattended pari ng Deé a magnet for c_nme,] (o
which will ﬁlter lnto the neighborhood. '
o S T e
| | e COMMENTS
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We supported a bus that remained on Venice Bivd, where there is more activity
centers during the last study. If Alt. 2 remained on Sawtelle to Olympic, traveled
west until it intersected with the ROW at the Santa Monica border it would have
increased both the ridership and support. A bus can go off and on the ROW \\
avoiding sensitive areas such as schools and homes. If there is a problem on the
ROW a LRT is stopped until it is cleared. A bus can go around it. A rail line is fixed.
A bus can be rerouted to meet public transit demands,

A
Alternative 1 has a proven ridership. Put our limited resources where the ridershi;;j ‘Z
is proven,

Thank you for your think and consideration in this matter. j 13

Sincerely,

Terri Tippit, President
West of Wesiwood HOA

cc:  US Senator Diane Feinstein
US Senator Barbara Boxer
Congresswoman Diane Watson
Congressman Henry Waxman
State Senator Shiela Kuehl
State Senate Kevin Murray
State Assemblyman Paul Koretz
State Assemblyman Herb Wesson
Supervisor Yvonne Burke
Supervisor Zev Yarolsavsky
Mayor-elect James Hahn
Concilwoman Ruth Galanter
Councilwoman Ciindy Miscikowski
Councilman-elect Jack Weiss
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Los Angeles County Metropalitan Transportation Authority .5, Department of Transportatian

Y Mid- City/Westside Transit Comdor Federal Transit Administration
Draft Environmental impact Stalement/Report
T COMMENTS TTAOQ)

Plaase use this page o subimit your comments abowt the Draft Environmental Impact StatsmentvRepon (DEIS/EIR) on the
Mid-City/Westside Transh Corridor. You may discuss any aspect of the project in which you are interested.

e

e
%
¥
F

} (¥ nacessaty, plesse continue YOUr comments on the reversa side of this paper.)
Ta recaive information regarding the Mid-CRy/Westsids Transh Corridor DEIS/EIR, please complete the information below.

m“TErr*i“ mePLT** Phone/Eax (?0‘#‘?4‘*? BL L,
ndaress___ 109673 IR 212 6
ciystezip_ LA v Gooed

Waill styout by Friday, June 15, 2001 1o: COMMENTS

MTA, ATTN: David Misger. One Gatoway Pinza, Mail Sop 89-22.5, Los Angeles, CA 90Page 935
(310) 366-6443 Faoe: 1213) 922-3060 E-Mak: MioCiyWeside @i, not



Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authortty U.8. Department of Transportation
Mid- Cly/Wesiside Transit Corridor Federal Transit Administration
Draft Environmental Impact Statement/Report -

) COMMENTS | T T )

‘Ploagse use this page to submit your comments about the Draft Environmental Impact Statement/Report (DEIS/EIR) on the
Mic-City/Westside Transit Corridor. You may discuss any aspect of the project in which you are interested.

It is amazing that people who live near the detour (national/Sepulveda) want rail but not near them. i rail is \
such a great idea why do people oppose it near them?

Torr Tippit

‘ {If necessary, ploase continue your commernts on the reverse side of this paper,)
Ta recedve information regarding the Mid-City/Westside Trangit Corridor DEIS/EIR, please complete the information below.

Name: Phona/Fax

Address

City/State/Zip

Mail Rhest by Frichey, Jurss 15, 2001 to:
MYA, ATTN: David Misper, One Gateway Plaza, Ml Stop 99-22-5, Los Angeles, GA
{310) I66-5043 Fauc (213) S22-3060 E-Madt: MISCHyYVestaichs € riba.nel WM MENTS
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We have logged your comment into the record.

We are scheduled to go before the MTA Board on June 28, 2001. The DETS and &
summary of the commenteé received will be presented. At that time a logally
preferred alternative will be selected.

Sinverely,
Mid-City/westside Project Team

~~~~~ Original Messgage-----
From: Terri Tippit [mailto:tmtippit@earvhlink. mer]

Ay
Sent: Thursday, June 14, 2001 11:35 AM ' T —-[-f \
To: midecitywestgidedmta.net k«Eg,/
Subject: Mid-Civty/ Westside Trangit Corridor

Dear Mr. Meiger:
I am writing on behalf of the West of Wesatwood HOA, ::1 \

We have faxed you a 100 or more letters, several pages of petitions and emalls
supporting Alternative 1. I know there are many others who are doing the same. 2

Given 3 alternatives we choge alternative 1 because we do not feel there iz a \ 3
proven ridership as there has been on Wilshire. [ Even though 1 B around
cur neighborheod it goes in front of homes east and west of us.” Ve knew the - - 4}
cogt to properly mitigate those residents i very high.

Yy

If there is to be transportation on Exposition we would support a BRT.

Please read the attached letter for more detail reasons why we support

e 1,
5

Pleane feel free to contact me with any guestions.

Sincerely,

Terri Tippit, Prasident
Heot of Westwood BOA
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From: Mid-City WestSide
Sent: Tuesday, June 19, 200) 10:25 AM

Tos ‘Terri Tippit'
Subject: RE: Mid-City/ Westside Transit Corridoy
Ms., Tippit:

Thank you for your comment on the Mid-City/Westside DEIS/EIR.
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From: Mid-gity WeetSide

Sent: Tuesday, June 05, 2001 B:58 AM
To: ‘Eric Tooley'

Subject: RE: Expo Line

Mr. Tooley:

Thank you for your comment on the Mid City/Westeide DEIS/EIR.
We have logged your comment into the record.

We are scheduled to go before the MTA Board on June 28, 2001. The DEIS and a
summayy of the comments received will be presented. At that time a locally
preferred alternative will be Belected,

Sincerely,
Mid-fity/Westside Project Team

wwwww Original Message-----

From: Eric Tooley [(mailto:ericéfirebalimarketing.com]j

Sent: Monday, June 04, 20601 B:46 RAM

To: MidCityWestsideamta. net; SecondDigtrictébos.co.la.ca.us;
PifthDistrictabos. co.la. ca.ug; don@bog.co.la.ca.us; N
molinagbos.co.la.ca.us; zevebos.co,la.ca.ug; Rriordan@mayor.ci.la.ca.us; Eiur (‘ J
berngon@cilz.ci.la.ca.us; jlgaspigacl.com; jwaldene@mayor.lacity.ory;
fapanajrvépemagic.nes; froberts@cityoflancasterca.org; BeAlro@acl .com;
pam-oconaor@aanta-monica.org; friendsd4expodacl . com

Bubject: Expo Line

Hello,

I am writing to express my support for the Expo transit line in the form aém] \

a light rail line .y T currencly live I8 EH€ Bilverlake area and work .'u:i"’ﬁ!’]."«‘,1

Becqunde. The commute is good {(Virgil to Wilshire to the 110 to the 106 to
Main St.) in the morning bont at night it is bad. T have to take surface
streets home. One day a week, to relieve my commute stress, I take the

subway to the blue line to the green line. On the weekends I do not like to |
drive s8¢ I also use the subway to get around if I can. I would like to -
someday soon take clagges at the S5anta Monica Community Ccllege extensions P
and otherwise be able to go to the Westside - but the traffic is ac very ba%,_j
that I will not do it.

I strongly support the creation of the Expo line down exposition blvd. You ‘ 33
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would be connecting downtown, USC, Culver City, West LA and Santa Monica -’_]
one of the densest areas in the navion.

Also I believe that more cars are needed on the Blue and Green lines. They |/
can get really crowded. “+

Wile a bus line in this area would be cheaper to build, buses are noisier,
ugly, and unpleapantc compared to the new clean and very gquiet light rail 5;
systems. In addicion, pecple like trains more and are more willing to use

them,
—
Thank you for your time. ’J ,Q

Eric Tooley
Las Angeles resident
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¥From: Mid-City WestSide

Sent: Monday, June 11, 2001 8:41 AM
To: 'Topangarik@ac] . com’

Subject: RE: idighr Rail

Thank you for your comment on the Mid-Civy/Westside DEIS/EIR.

We bhave logged your comment into the record,

We are scheduled to go before the MTA Board on June 28, 2001. The DEIS and a
summary of the comments received will be presentad. At that time a locally
preferred alternative will be selected.

Sincerely,
Mid-City/Westside Project Team

~~~~~ Original Mespage--—--

From: Topangarik@acol.com [mailto:Topangarik@acl.com)

Sant: Sunday, June 10, 2001 7:38 M

Tor: MidCityWestsidedmta .net; Secondbistricta@bos.co.la.ca.us;
FifthDigtrict@®beos.co.la.ca.us; don®bos.co.la.ca.us; molina@bos.co.la.ca.us;
zeviboe.co.la.ca.ug; Rriordandgmayor.ci.la.ca.us; berpsoo®cll.ci.la.ca.us;
Jlgappigaol.com; jwaldendmayor.lacity,ory; fasanajrgpomegic.pet;
froberte@cityoflancasterca.org; BeAPro@acl.com; pam-oconnor@santa-monica. ory;
Friended Expo@acl . com

Subject: light Rail TLPA (..\3

A lot of cities are sorry they sver did away with street-cars. Now they .
are putting in "Light Rail” which is better than busses. So should LA
every-whers,
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From: Mid-City WestSide
9ent; Monday, June 11, 2001 11:0% AM

TO : 'Catherinetracy@acl . com!'
subject : RE: (nc subject)
Ms. Tracy:

Thapnk you for your comment on the Mid-City/Westside DEIS/ETR.

We have logged youyr comment into the record.

We are scheduled to go before the MITA Board on June 28, 2001, The DEIS and a
summary of the comments received will be presented. At that time a locally
preferred alcernative will be selected.

Sincerely,

Mid-City/Westside Project Team
~~~~~~ Qriginal Meggage-----
From: Catherinetracywaol.com [mailto:Catherinetracy@acl.com]
Sent: Monday, June 11, 2001 11:10 AM .
To: MidCityWestside@mba, net; SecondDistrictdbos.co.la.ca.us; (L Mr (ﬂﬁ)
FifenDiatrict@bos.ao.la.ca.us; donédbos.co.la.ca.uas;
molinaghos . co.la.ca.us; zevabos.co.la.ca.us; Rriordanemayor.ci.la.ca.us;
bernsongel2.ci.la.¢a.us; Jlgaspi®aocl.com; jwalden@mayor.lacity.org;
fasanajr@pemagic,net; frobertsdcityoflancasterca.ory; BeAProgaol.com;
pam-oconnor@ganta-monica.ory; FriendsdExpo@acl . ¢om
Subject: (no subject)

Fo—
I am very concerned that the MTA support the development of a light rail from \
downtown, following the Exposition Park tracks inte Santa Moalca and :
terminating at the beach. This lignt rail would support the growing i I
e-commerce in Santa Monica, and afford quick and easy access from the ]
wegtside to downtown. :

Catherine Traey
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Thank you for your comment on the Mid-City/Westside DEIS/EIR.
We have logged your comment into the record.

We are scheduled to go pefore the MTA Board on June 28, 200i. The DEIS and a
gurmmary of the cowments received will be presented. At that time a locally
preferred alternative will ke selected.

Sincerely.

Mid-Cicy/Westside Project Team

mmmmm Original Mesgage--=---
Prom: Erik Travis [mailto:etravigla@mediaone.net] —T -
Sent: Sunday, May 27, 2001 4:07 DM Ei EL (\ )

Te: MidClityWestside@mta.net
Subject: Alt 3 Support

Erik
Travig

3219
Overland Ave

Lo

Anceleg, CA 20034

David Mieger, Project Manager

Loz Angeles County MTH

One Gateway Plaza, Mall Stop 99-22-5
Los Angeles, A 20012

I am writing to give the MTA wmy comments re: the current Westside
Alternatives‘ I have raviewed all the optimns and support Alternativa 3,

Dear Mr, Mieger: «mmq
)
f

ROW all my life aand hope teo see LRT developed on it ag scon as possible.
Thank you,

Sincerely,

Erik Travis

B

i
18 e Expo LRT project that has my interest, since I have resided near nhe ! 5
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From: Mid-City WestSide

Sernt: Tuesday, May 29, 2001 $:04 AM
To: 'Brik Trawvis'

Subject: RE: Alt 3 Supworc

Mr. Travis:
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From: Mid-city WestSide
Sent: Monday, June 11, 2001 2:36 AM

To: ‘Lisa Travis'
Subject: RE: proposed MTA traip route through East Culver Cicy

Me. Ta. Travis:
Thank you for your comment on the Mid-City/Westside DEIS/EIR.
We have logged your comment into the record.

We are scheduled to go before the MTA Board on June 28, 2001, The DEIS and &
summary of the comments received will be presented. At that time a locally
preferred alternative will be selested.

Sincerely,

Mid.City/Hestside Project Team

mmmmm Original Message----- ]

From: Lisa Travis [mallto:travis@peych.ucla.wedu]

Sent: Monday, June 11, 2001 9:44 AM

To: david@fold-a-geoal.com; ad747&@lafn.org; carolgec@acl.com; ‘
steve@stevenrose . com; ewolkowlitzdérdblawcorp.com L 1 T C ‘ )
Ce: midoitywestside@mta.net

sfubject; proposed MTA traln route through EBast Qulver Cicy

Dear Coundcil Members,

I am writing to voice my very strong opposition toe MIA's propopa) Lo

rur a train route through East Culver City along or near Nationa] [
Blvd.\"THE BALELy risks Lo OUr CAIlOTEn, DoiR® POLIULTEm;paoper s
damage, and drop in property values would be unacceptable, and hardly 2
worth any meadqre copveniences the route would provide.

Pleaze do everything you can to stop the constructicn of thie most Mh?‘?
unneceseary and undesirable trainm route. —
Thank you,

Lisa L. Travis
Culver City Residenrc
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From: Mid-City WestSide
Sent: Monday, June 11, 2001 9:48 AM

To: 'Lisa Travis'
Subject : RE: proposed MTA route through East Culver City

Mg. Travis:
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AL0-47G-R1EY Pec

o L O EYP lerri Tippit

.y h

Wid- ClwWestnice Trand Cormidor Federal Transit Administrstion

. lM‘ Low Angeies Sourty Mevopoiten Transportation Autharity U.5. Deparimeni of Transportation
) Sralt Exwirorsrgrial Impact Ststernant/Report

COMMENTS GIT(z2)

Plouss tue this pege 10 submit your commants abaut the Drat Ervironmsnis) impact Statorernt/Report (DEISELR) on the
Mid-Chy/Waentsice Transit Corricos. You reay discusa sny sspect of Sw project In which you are inleresied.

"

I am a resident of the West of Westwood HOA and I support AR 1. j |

Buses are more flexible. Rail is fixed. Buses can deviate from the line to ]
avold sensitive areas such as schools and homeg rall cannot. 2

There is a proven ridership on Wiishire. The Wiilshire Rapid Bus can not keep ] 3
up with the demand.

It traveis through activity centers that service the people of Los Angeles and
tourist. C\.

Exposition Blvd. does not do that.

The Expo ROW goes through neighborhoods. The detour on Expo proved S
that going through Commerclal Zones and pot neighborhvoods increases
the ridership.

Untll Expo ROW's detour travels through more commercial than residential ;
areas it should not be developed,

The Wilshire Rapid Bus and Expo ROW parallel each other in Santa Monica.
If you develop Expo ROW Santa Monica will have two rapid fines to it and 7
Venice none, :

Mitigating the negative impact Expo ROW will have on resldential
neighborhoods wilt be too costly. Money can better be used on Wilshire. ?

Develop the route that services more peaple. ‘j 1

mw.mmwrmmmmm”um”)
To recelve ntormation moaniing the Tl Corviior DERTEIR, plasss compisie the lnformnation hekow.
Narne prorarax_ Bl 4] &6 B%E
sososa_2. 3% Wl Bitwatfior

Cyrstawzio__ L~ A fovly.
Mo Al by Friey, Jane 15, 2009 to:

WMTA ATTN: Bnvid voager. (ine Guaweary Pasn, Mol Sasy 99-22-9, Los Angaies, CA 90012
{301 JeS00A3 FRC 11T 8220060 E-Mad: MidCiviWextcice @ wis vt
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From: Mid-City WestSide
Sent: Priday, June 08, 2001 8:19 AM

To: 'David Keyes!'
Bubject: RE: MTA Train
Ms. Tunberg:

Thank you for your comment on the Mid-City/Westside DEIS/EIR.
We have logged your comment inte the record.

We are scheduled to go before the MTA Board on June 28, 2001. The DEIS and a
gummary of the comments received will be presented, At that time a locally
preferred alternative will be gelected.

Sincerely,
Mid-Civy/Weptside Project Team

----- Driginal Measage-----

From: David EKeyes ([mailteo:keysbergépachell.pet]

Eent: Thursday, June 07, 2001 B:37 PM

To: MidCityWestside@mta.net -t \}
Subject: WTA Train \—.h ('

Dear Mr. Mieger:

I have been made aware of the MTA's Dlan to put a commmter train thiough MWM7
vur neighborhosd, for a oumber of obvious reasons, we do pot want such a |
train running through our nice quiet neighborhood.

Sincerely,
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Laura Tunberqg
Property owner

3021 Sentney Ave
culver City, CA 9502232
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From: Mid-City Westgide

Sent: Tuesday, June 15, 2001 10:21 AM
To: 'Kate Turning'

Sybject: RE: Culver City

Mz . Turning:

Thank you for your comment on the Mid-Civy/Westside DEIS/EIR.

We have logged your comment into the record,

wWe are scheduled to go before the MTA Board on June 28, 2001. The DEIS and a
sumpary of the comments received will be prezented. At that time a locally

preferred alternmative will be selected.

gSincerely,

Mid-City/Westside Project Team

----- OQriginal Message-----
Prom: Kate Turning [mailto:turningpix@earth]ink.net] k:'TFLJ 3

Sent: Wednesday, June 13, 2001 10:45 AM
To: MidCityWegraidedmta . net
Subject: Culver City

Dear David- As MTA Project manager I am writing to ask you to reconsider 3

the placement of the MTA route through National Blvd in culver City. As a i ;
parent and a homeowner in this neighborhood I am extremely apposed to thlsw”MJ
prajgctTThe gudlity of life in these nelghborhoods will be divermsly sfect ag Y ow
well "ad danger to the many children at the schools and parks] ~Please vots tl
to find an alternative route, thank you. Xate ing 2

IS, — e S| Ll AL TP " JPRISRIT UL . g

COMMENTS
Page 951



ST

Prom:; Mid-City WeetsSide
Sent: Tuesday, June 19, 2001 10:22 AM

To: 'SCTCPAMAAn] . com’
Subject RE: We need Bast West Rapid Transit Down Exposition

Thank you for your comment on the Mid-City/Westside DEIS/EIR.
We have logged your comment into the record.

We are gcheduled to go before the MTA Board on June 28, 2001, The DEIS and a
summary ©f the comments received will be presented. At that time a locally
prefarred alternative will be selected.

Sincerely,
Mid-City/wWesteide Project Team

~~~~~ Qriginal Message-----

From: SCTCRA&a0l.com [mailto:SCTORPAGacl.eom)

Sent: Wednesday, June 13, 2001 2:10 PM

To: MidCityWestsideemta.net; Secondhistrict@bos,co.la.ca.us;
rifrhpistrict@bos,.ro.la.ca.vs; dondhos.co.la.ca.us;

molinagbos .co.la.ca.uk; 2evibos.co,.la.ca.us; Rriordan@mayor.ci.la.ca.us;
berpeon@cl?.ci.la.ca.us; Jlgaspiwaol.com; jwaldendmayor.lacity.org;
fapanajrépemagic.net; froberte@eityoflancasterca.org; BehPro@acl.com;
pam-oconnor@santa-monica.org; Friends4Bxpow@acl . com

Subject: We need East West Rapid Translt Down Expositien |
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e
Dig §' down, create berme and provide s fixed rail rapid {x ; 1
Expostion.} We need rapid transit east west and then conneeting noreh sout}:ﬂw
on. the westside up the Sepulveda Fass connecting to Chandlex ;1,;_11& Gtave

Twining, Chairman H11ls*de Federation
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m Los Angelas County Metropolitan Tramponntion A.uihoﬂty' L.5. Department of Transportation

Mid- City/Weatskie. Transit Corridor.., Federal Transt Adminisiration

Draft Environmental *lfnpant‘SMmuWRapm |
COMMENTS

)

Please usa this page o sutmﬂtymu mnmmtu ahmtt li"_n Draft Environmental impact Smtammpoﬂ {DEISIEIH} on thu
Mnj-clty}'wmhhTmmemm ol rpay i ,vaupam‘of thn pm}ociu'lwmt:h)ruum hmmsmd.

.....

Mr. David Midgér

We are strongly- opposed to any transpnnatmn on ngulvada Blvd “‘f\_t;d] |
“Exposmon Row [ THE G Iy thing We. ¢ will su support is the 2 .Dike path = om 2
tson'k tzuiwai‘db to Scpulvcda Boulevard . | )

(N rmecoessary, pleass contingg your tomments on the revearse sice of this papor,)
To receive information regarding the Mid-City/Westzide Trasit Corndor DEISIEIR, please complete the information beb

Name ,Kr’"!;nn M@ff’f Phone/Fax___ 3/0 77 7~ L=

Address__ -5 0./ Cetner” AMV’F
los Rnoerss 4 LA Ao,

Mall siwot by Friday, June 15, 2001 to:
MT.I\, ATTH; Daviet Meager, Ona Gawway Plata, Mad Stop §9-22-5, Los Angelss, CA 90012

2100 3G6-6440 Fax: 12130 222-3080 E-Mart; MidCitvWeastaoe @mia. ﬂCOMMENTs
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City/State/Zip





