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Summary of Scoping Comments – San Fernando Valley East-West Transit Corridor EIS/EIR
DEIS/DEIR
Reference Author/Date Comment

Written Correspondence
Inside Title Sheet State of California

Governor’s Office of Planning and Research
State Clearinghouse
(05/16/00)

Assigns  SCH #1995101050 to the EIR.

Section 4-1 Southern California Association of
Governments
(05/18/00)

Requests that the EIS/EIR address the consistency of the proposed project with applicable
policies in the Regional Comprehensive Plan and Guide and the Regional Transportation
Plan.

Section 4-14 State of California
Native American Heritage Commission
(05/22/00)

Recommends actions to assess potential effects of the proposed project on archaeological
resources.

Section 4-3
Section 4-4
Section 4-7
Section 4-9

Carol Stott
(06/02/00)

Opposes the proposed project and cites concerns related to:  effects on neighborhoods,
ridership modeling, proximity to existing bus routes, safety of children and pedestrians,
noise, air pollution, schools, and bike paths.

Proposes multiple east-west express bus routes as an alternative to the proposed project.
Section 4-4 City of Los Angeles

Department of Recreation and Parks
(06/12/00)

Requests that the EIS/EIR address potential effects of the proposed project on adjacent
parks.

Section 2-2 City of Burbank
(06/12/00)

Prefers proposed project alternative which would include a bike path along the busway.

Chapter 3
Section 4-7
Section 4-9

Laini Wolfson
(06/14/00)

Objects to a bus line in the railroad right-of-way because of potential effects on adjacent
neighborhoods (e.g., noise and odor), and because there would be no demand for service.

Prefers either a bike path along the right-of-way, or buses along Ventura Boulevard with
timed intersection signals.

Chapter 2 Bryan Allen
(06/14/00)

Provides information regarding guided busway technology.

Chapter 2 Bryan Allen
(06/15/00)

Provides information regarding guided busway technology.
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Chapter 6 California Transportation Commission
(06/21/00)

Requests an assessment of the estimated capital cost to construct each alternative, as well
as the cost of operating and maintaining each alternative.

Requests an assessment of MTA’s ability to operate and fund the existing rail/bus system.

Requests an assessment of possible street widening to accommodate bus parking at the
Warner Cen
ter Transit Hub.

Requests an assessment of including grade separations at four or five major arterials.

Requests an assessment of delivery of the proposed project by MTA or LADOT.
Chapter 2 City of Los Angeles

Department of Transportation
(06/22/00)

Requests that the project description describe: (1) the characteristics of a Minimum
Operable Segment, (2) the use of surface of streets, (3) the use of the busway by
emergency and other non-transit vehicles, and (4) the differences in running times between
the Burbank-Chandler SP ROW alignment and the Lankershim/Oxnard optional alignment.

Requests that the transportation analysis address issues related to: study intersections,
traffic count data, traffic modeling, traffic impact analysis, intersection signalization, busway
crossings, signal priority, traffic flow, traffic safety, left turns, grade separations, Warner
Center Transit Hub location, ridership for the Lankershim/Oxnard optional alignment, park-
and-ride facilities, parking, pedestrian circulation and safety, and bikeways.

Provides information related to the Transportation Element of the General Plan.

Requests that new traffic counts be conducted after deployment of the Ventura Boulevard
Rapid Bus.

Chapter 2 City of Los Angeles
Community Redevelopment Agency
(06/23/00)

Requests that information be provided on other transportation system alternatives that have
been previously considered for the proposed project corridor.

Requests that the proposed project be coordinated with redevelopment activities in the
vicinity of the North Hollywood Metro Red Line station.
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Chapter 2 Rev. Robert T. McDill
(06/28/00)

Supports the proposed project.

Suggests that a station be provided at Victory Boulevard and Winnetka Avenue in order to
serve both Pierce College and the West Valley Occupational Center.

Chapter 2 Rev. Robert T. McDill
(06/28/00)

Prefers that proposed project remain in the existing right-of-way along Chandler Boulevard
between Tujunga Avenue and Coldwater Canyon Avenue rather than be re-routed to
another street (e.g., Burbank Boulevard).

Section 4-4 Los Angeles Unified School District
(06/30/00)

Requests that mitigation measures outlined in the June 21, 1994 agreement between the
MTA and LAUSD be incorporated, where applicable, into the EIS/EIR.

Requests that the EIS/EIR consider potential air quality and noise effects at schools near
the proposed project  in accordance with LAUSD guidelines, and provide mitigation if
necessary.

Requests that the EIS/EIR consider potential traffic circulation effects at schools near the
proposed project.

Requests that certain mitigation measures related to school bus transportation be made
conditions of project approval.

Requests that certain mitigation measures related to pedestrian safety be made conditions
of project approval.

Requests that the EIS/EIR consider potential effects to the Lankershim Elementary School.
Chapter 2 City of Los Angeles

Bureau of Street Services
(07/19/00)

Requests that long-term maintenance need and responsibility for roadways and landscaping
be addressed, including potential effects on traffic and adjacent properties.

Requests that the proposed project incorporate a bike path in accordance with the City of
Los Angeles Bicycle Plan.

NA Bryan Allen
(no date)

Provides information regarding guided busway technology, “groupthink”, legal adequacy of
environmental impact reports, and government program management.

Chapter 2 Anonymous
(no date)

States that busway along the SP railroad right-of-way is opposed by citizens, organizations,
and institutions.

Requests that MTA comply with state law (SB 211) prohibiting certain surface transportation
uses in this area.
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Scoping Workshop Comments

Chapter 3
Section 4-1

Sean Bainbridge Suggests that a grade separation be provided at the Woodman Avenue – Oxnard Street
intersection.

Suggests that residential areas north of the Sepulveda Boulevard park and ride lot. be
protected by building a cul-de-sac.

Suggests that park and ride lots utilize restrictions on parking spaces closest to stations.

Requests that other transit modes (i.e., rail transit) not be disregarded.
Chapter 2 Estheranne Billings Represents the Encino Park Improvement Committee.

Prefers heavy rail transit with an elevated grade separation and station at  White Oak
Avenue.

Opposes locating the proposed project along Oxnard Street.
NA Steven L. Biloki Supports proposed project as means of reducing freeway traffic, decreasing air pollution,

and improving travel times.
Section 4-7
Section 4-9

Alex Bombino Requests that the environmental analysis consider noise, air, construction traffic, operational
traffic, and fiscal effects.

NA Alan Bronte No written comment provided.

Chapter 2 Patricia Carter States concern that proposed project emphasizes the use of automobiles.

Prefers a rail transit system in a grid.
Chapter 2 Phillip Carter States that the proposed project east-west corridor does not follow shopping or

transportation patterns in the West Valley.

Suggests a north-south corridor on Van Nuys Boulevard.

Requests that the proposed project include a bike path.
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Chapter 3
Chapter 6

Marsha and Len Cohen Requests that ridership projections be considered.

Suggests that a north-south corridor along Van Nuys Boulevard would better serve the area.

Supports bus rapid transit, but not at the expense of residential areas.

Prefers using the right-of-way for a bike path.
Chapter 2 Roger Cristensen Supports proposed project but prefers light rail transit.

Requests that the proposed project not be diverted to Oxnard Street.

States that the Chandler Boulevard community does not have the right to hold the rest of the
Valley hostage on transit issues.

Section 4-2 Mitch Danton States concern about effects on residential uses with leased property along the right-of-way.

Chapter 2 Jim Dawson Suggests that a station serving Pierce College be located at Mason Street and Victory
Boulevard.

Chapter 2 Roylee Fizer Prefers an elevated heavy rail extension from the North Hollywood Metro Red Line Station
to Warner Center.

Section 4-9
Chapter 3

Charles Freedline Requests sound walls to keep bus noise out of residences.

Questions whether there is sufficient ridership demand in the westbound direction from the
North Hollywood and Universal City Metro Rail stations.

States that Oxnard Street, east of Lindley Avenue and west of Reseda Boulevard, is too
narrow.

Section 4-9
Section 4-13

Roslyn Freedline States concerns regarding noise and safety.

NA Peer Ghent Supports proposed project, particularly aesthetic improvements, parking, noise mitigation,
and safety measures.

Section 4-9 Allan Hassan Opposes proposed project.

States concern about vibration and effects on neighborhoods.
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Chapter 2 G. Hendrickson States that the Chandler Boulevard corridor has insufficient density to support a transit
system.

Prefers a link to Universal City, near existing commuter links.
Chapter 3 Marilyn Hencken Requests that effects on real estate values be considered.

Questions whether bus rapid transit is appropriate if there is not ridership demand and the
neighboring community does not support it.

Requests that MTA consider the needs and wants of communities in the proposed project
area.

Chapter 7 Ann Hoyt States displeasure with the scoping workshop.

Section 4-7
Section 4-9
Chapter 3

Brigitte Kirk Requests that noise, air pollution, parking, and traffic effects be considered.

Prefers rail transit or bike path.
Chapter 2 Ed Langley Suggests that north-south corridors along Lankershim Boulevard and/or Van Nuys

Boulevard would better serve the North Valley.

Prefers an east-west corridor along existing roadways (e.g., Oxnard Street).

States concern that a proposed station at the Burbank Boulevard – Fulton Avenue
intersection would adversely affect adjacent businesses due to relocation.

Section 4-7 Esther Levy Requests the CNG clean fuel uses be used instead of diesel buses.

Chapter 2 Astrid B. Logan Requests hub-based transfer points to major employment centers to the north (e.g., CSUN,
Northridge Hospital).

Requests more information regarding project design and schedule.
Section 4-9 Rev. Robert T. McDill Supports proposed project.

Suggests that sound barriers be included in residential areas.
Chapter 2 Roger Medanich Supports proposed project Burbank-Chandler corridor.

Requests information about possibility of converting a busway to a light rail system.
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Section 7-2
Chapter 2

Section 4-9
Section 4-6

L. Mellon States that scoping workshop should have included a presentation of the various plans, and
should have permitted comments in an open forum.

Questions whether alternative routes have been adequately studied.

Questions whether noise effects can be mitigated.

States that existing right-of-way along Chandler Boulevard “looks like a junk yard.”
Section 7-2 Sally Mellon States displeasure with scoping workshop.

Invites project development team to visit for lunch in order to understand how the proposed
project will destroy the neighborhood.

Chapter 2
Section 4-9

Bruce Monkman Suggests that light rail transit or a monorail system should be considered,

States concern about potential air pollution from buses.
Chapter 2 Carlos E. Noriega Requests that Lankershim Boulevard and Van Nuys Boulevard corridors be considered.

Section 4-3
Section 4-4
Chapter 2

Helene Nunez States that the community does not want to be disturbed by the proposed project.

States that the Jewish community deserves the right to walk to synagogue undisturbed.

Suggests that the proposed project be located along other routes (e.g., Oxnard Street,
Victory Boulevard, Sherman Way, or Roscoe Boulevard).

Chapter 2 David Ogue Requests that a closed driveway entrance from Erwin Street into Sepulveda Boulevard park
and ride lot be provided.

Section 4-6 Peggysue Ogue Requests additional landscaping and decorative fencing/walls at the Sepulveda Boulevard
park and ride lot.

Section 4-9
Chapter 2

Beth Perrin Expresses concerns about potential noise effects on rural ambiance in the Melody Acres
community.

Questions whether the proposed project will delay development of a bike path.
Chapter 6 Richard Raskoff Requests that a cost analysis for each alternative be prepared.
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Chapter 3
Section 4-7
Chapter 2

Robert L. Rodine Requests that traffic impacts be considered.

Prefers that CNG clean fuel buses be used.

Prefers a rail transit system in a trench, but also considers bus rapid transit with certain
improvements to be an excellent alternative.

Chapter 2 Rick Rofman Supports proposed project.

Requests information about Metro Rapid bus service and equipment.
Section 4-6
Chapter 2

B. Roseman Prefers that right-of-way be used as open space.

Suggests alternative routes along Sherman Way and Victory Boulevard to serve Northeast
Valley and Warner Center areas.

Chapter 2
Chapter 3

Section 4-13

Marsha Roseman Favors a north-south corridor.

States that the proposed project will destroy the neighborhood because of additional traffic,
inadequate on-street parking, and safety concerns.

Chapter 2 Ed Stans Supports proposed project.

Requests minimum walking distance at busway transfer to Metro Red Line.
Chapter 2 Eden Stewart Supports proposed project with depressed trench and grade-separated crossings.

Chapter 3
Chapter 6

John Jay Ulloth Questions whether the proposed project corridor can be adequately served by bus rapid
transit given population density in the area.

Requests that bus rapid transit not preclude light rail and heavy rail transit options.

Requests an analysis of the cumulative effect on the regional transportation system from
using bus rapid transit rather than rail transit along the proposed project corridor.

Chapter 3
Chapter 6

Section 4-3

Bryan Volk Questions whether the proposed project will be used by the community.

States that the proposed project should not be located in residential neighborhoods.
Section 4-13 Sheldon H. Walter Supports proposed project.

Requests that proposed project include safety measures such as pedestrian overcrossings
and fences.
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Section 4-7
Section 4-6

Sanford Wohlemuth Requests that buses be CNG clean fuel buses be uses instead of diesel buses.

Requests that trees be included between the busway and adjacent properties, and that the
trees be natives (e.g., oak, willow, cottonwood).

Chapter 3
Chapter 2

Section 4-6
Section 4-4

Casey Wynstok Questions whether people will take the bus from the West Valley to North Hollywood.

Prefers a commuter rail line.

States that green areas and a bike path are needed.
Chapter 2 Robert Zamboni Prefers that proposed project use existing right-of-way along Chandler Boulevard.

Requests that a station be provided at Chandler Boulevard and Whitsett Avenue.

Supports a bus rapid transit system until rail transit is available.
Section 4-12
Section 4-4
Chapter 2

Section 4-7
Section 4-6

Anonymous Requests that Sepulveda Basin Recreation Area not be bisected; use Victory Boulevard
instead.

Requests that secure bicycle parking be provided.

Requests that a bicycle path not permit pedestrians or in-line skaters.

Requests that a station be provided at White Oak Avenue.

Requests that potential impacts to migrating Canadian geese be considered.

Requests that CNG clean fuel buses be used.

Requests plenty of landscaping.
Chapter 3
Chapter 2

Anonymous Supports proposed project.

Requests that grade separations be considered at Van Nuys Boulevard and Sepulveda
Boulevard.

Requests that Van Nuys Boulevard station be located at Sylmar Avenue in order to improve
traffic circulation at the Van Nuys Government Center.

Chapter 4
Chapter 5

Section 7-2

Anonymous Requests that all project alternatives be considered equally.
Requests that community meetings be held in the East Valley, particularly in Orthodox
Jewish community areas.



Summary of Scoping Comments

page G-10

Summary of Scoping Comments – San Fernando Valley East-West Transit Corridor EIS/EIR
DEIS/DEIR
Reference Author/Date Comment

Chapter 2 Anonymous Requests that the effect of the state law mandating a subway system along the proposed
project right-of-way be clarified.

Section 4-6 Anonymous Requests graffiti resistant paint.


