Group A - Elected Officials

Response to Letter A1

The Congressman’s opposition to the Chandler Boulevard alignment is
Comment Letter At acknowledged for the record.
BoUsH

It should be noted that extensive public outreach efforts have been made in
the Chandler Boulevard project study area, and as a result, additional
enhancements have been added to this project. Perhaps the most notable of
these is the installation of special pedestrian crossing signals to be used on
T320 Ry Hevse Office Buldiny, weablegnSC ZAR1E (ae 2264408 days of religious observance. Other enhancements include low, see-through
fencing for pedestrian safety, 35 mile-per-hour speeds, and left turn lanes.

) Congressman
Howard L. Berman

California - 26% District

June 26, 2001
Statement by Congressman loward L. Berman
MTA Public Hearings on Enst-West Busway Routes

[ stand in sirong epposition o the MTA's proposed plan to create a high-speed bus
corridor along Chandler Boukevard and urge the MTA 10 adopt a more sensible alternative.

‘The costs of running the corridor along Chandler Boulevard -- financial and otherwise --
are great.  Soine ol these costs, such as the additional $39 miilion needed to construct a
dedicated busway an Chandler, are casy 1o quantify. Although the draft EIR also attempts to
quantify some of the qualitative cosly, sach as increased traffic congestion, noise, visual blight,
ctc, many of these costs are oo intangible to be fully represented by such a document,

The Chandler Corridor is located in & vibrant, heavily orthodox fewish, residential
communily in North Hollywood. For religious and community reasons, the people whe live in
this arca rely on walking more than almost any other community in LA. The proposed busway
would biseet pedestrian traftic and cause substantial hardship to many of those living in the
area,

As the Chandler Corridor is mostly single famity homies, | cannot imagine that the actual
busway will be nearly as beneficial as it would be i run along a strect with more sulti-Gamily
homes and businesses.  UNimately, the real benefits of a busway tor transit dependent people
will come frem o narth-south route which connects people I represent whao live in the Northeast
Villey to the North Hollywood sutneay,  This is where [ believe we should really be focusing
QUI ENCTZICS,

[t scems that a major argument in favor of the busway has to do with the MTA's
investment and ownership in (he Chandler right-of-way. This right-of-way was bought for the
purpose of ranning a fixed, non-subway, rail transit system, However, the State of California
has wiscly prohibited such a use.  The right-of-way was not purchased for a dedicated bus
route. Instalfing a bus route on this right-of-way witl not heip the MTA recover the money it
spent on the original purchase, however tenipting it might be 10 think otherwise. Spending

“tional money to attempt to pul 2 square peg into a round hole will anly compound the
pwolem; it's like the old saying goes, “don’t spend good money after bad.™
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Furthermore, if the MTA wants to make productive use of the right-of-way there are
plenty af good, tess costly alematives 10 a high speed busway. The median is beautifully
landscaped all the way to Ethel Boulevard, Why not simply spend some additional money

ling landscaping and other amenitics to beautify the existing Chandler Curridor?

It makes no sense to spend millions of additionat dollars 1o run high-speed buscs along a
route where they are neither wanted, nor needed. Los Angeles needs 10 be sensitive Lo the
needs of its unigue neighborhoods. Please make the right decision and do not convert Chandler
Boulevard into 3 high-speed busway corridor.

The 26* romgressional district serves the communities of
Arleto, City of San Fernando, Lake View Terrace, Mission Hilly, North Hills,
North diollywoad, Paceima, Pancrame Uity, Sepulveda, Sun Valley,
Sylmar, Valley Glen, Valley Viltage, and Ven Nuys,
sua
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Response to Letter A2

The Congressman’s opposition to the Chandler Boulevard alignment is

TeREssT Comment Letter A2 acknowledged for the record.

‘::E;J:"::... Congress of the United Htates  wemiimitsIn It should be noted that extensive public outreach efforts have been made in
e Rpouse of Representatives the Chandler Boulevard project study area, and as a result, additional
Wlashinglon, BC 20515-0529 enhancements have been added to this project. Perhaps the most notable of

e O, oo these is the installation of special pedestrian crossing signals to be used on

March 5, 2001 days of religious observance. Other enhancements include low, see-through

fencing for pedestrian safety, 35 mile-per-hour speeds, and left turn lanes.
Mr. Julian Burke

CEO

Merropolitan Transportation Authority
One Gateway Plaza

Los Angeles, California 90012-29%2

Dear Mr. Burke,

I am writing to express my concern about the MTA's propesed
Chandler Boulevard bus right-of-way. I have heard from & number
of my constituents in valley Villagas and North Hellywocd who are
strongly opposed to the proposed route.

As you know, a large and viral Orthodox Jawish community
lives near Chandler Boulevard. MHembers of this community
regularly cross Chandler on their way to and from their homes and
synagogues. This heavily-used pedestrian area will be
compromised if the proposal goes forward as planned. I am
specifically concerned about increased traffic, pedestrian
safecy, visual blight, and a division among the neighbors on
either side of Chandler Boulevard, I reguest that cthe MTA
examine alternative routes along this portion of the corridor
that would address these concerns,

Thank you for your assistance with this matter and [ look
forward co hearing from you.

Sipzeraly,

HENRY A. WAXMARN
Membar of Congress

HAW:1p
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Response to letter A3

Comment Letter A3 The Speaker’s endorsement of the Chandler alignment is acknowledged for
the record.

Tl.w option of providing weekend service on the Lankershim/Qxnard
alignment has been considered, as requested in the comment.

ROBERT M. HERTZBERG
SPEAKER OF THE ASSEMBLY

July 28, 2001

Mr. John Fasana, Chair

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transit Authority
{ Gateway Plaza

Los Angches, CA 90012

Re: San Femandn Vatley East-West Transit Comridor
Dear Chait Fasana and Board Membeets:

For the last aumber of years, 1, along with other San Femundo Valley represcniatives,
have boen working closely with your bourd snd staff to develop affordable and cffective
transportation options for our residents. Last yeas, with my support, the Logislature
approved snd the Governor signed AB2928 to provide simost $900 million spocifically
for county fransit projects, $250 millicn of which wes designated for the San F )
Valky.

Today, yoor board is being ssked W approve a Bus Rapid Transit (BRY) proposal for the
San Fenando Valley. I strongly urge you to support your siaff recommendation
endorsing the Chandler Boutevord option as the locelly preferred alternative, along
with the aption af potential weekend service on Oxnard Street

Our offices have spet extensive time with oppanents and belicve that mitigations,
inchading the weekend Oanard option, pedestrian overp and other proposal
§ Lo their while ing our tranwit goals.

The mobility crisis in the San Fernando Valley, us in the rest of Los Angeles, worsens
each day. Time is passing us by. AB2524 specifica that the funds must be used within
two yewrs o they will reverl snd can be used for other Izansportaiion projects. We cannot
afford 10 miss this npportunity, Approvel of the BRT is & step forward to the future,
Tinking the Valley to the regional i L

P
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Mr. John Fasana

Lot Angeles County Mctopolitan Transit Autherity
1 Gsteway Plaza

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Page2

The DRT will serve ot leust 25,000 passengers each day st a fraction of the cost of rail.
Ths recommended option has the highest ridership of all alternstives, sad it cleasty makes
the most sense. 1t will connect the North Hollywood subway sistion to Wamer Center,
serving lroportant institutions aloug tbe way 8t Los Angeles Valloy College, the Van
Nuys Goveroment Ceater, and Pierce College. Residents and commuters will benelfit
from o transit line dsat can be relied upou 1o move thee across the Valiey in 30 minutes
today, and for the [oresceable fusture.

Your board should nol be under any illusion that these funds can easily be used for other
trunsit technologies in the San Fernando Valley; the i ,,mABmlmeclﬁully
earmaarks the funds or the busway (Government Code Scction 1455640 (a)(38)). The
California Transponuation Commission has already boen pushing to make sure that this
praject gets delivered quickly and would eot look favorably upos & delay. As sisted
above, these finds are time-limited as well. You should alac be awarc that Assembly
Congitutional Amendment 4, which was just enacted by the Legislatuie on Monday, and
will come before Californla voters for sppreval in the next election, may make it more
difficult ia the future to carmark funding for specific projects such ss the BRT.

This may be the last chance in & gencration to improve public transit in the Valkcy, and it

Is an opportunity that must not be missed. The DRT is safer, fuster, cheaper and more

scliable than any practical alicoative available. If you approve the stafl ncommendaion

lndly it s conceivable that the busway could be operationsal by 2003, F ask that the
Board move forward and approve this projoct now,

Chn s

Robert M. Hertzberg.
Speaker of the Axsembly
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Response to Letter A4

The Mayor’s opposition to the Chandler Boulevard alignment is

acknowledged for the record.
JIM HAHN

It should be noted that extensive public outreach efforts have been made in
the Chandler Boulevard project study area, and as a result, additional
enhancements have been added to this project. Perhaps the most notable of
these is the installation of special pedestrian crossing signals to be used on
days of religious observance. Other enhancements include low, see-through
Statemsent by James K. Hahs Regarding the Chandier Transportaion Corridr fencing for pedestrian safety, 35 mile-per-hour speeds, and left turn lanes.

1 oppusc any transportation corridor being built along Chandler Boulevard Such a corridor
would have a detrimental impacl on the vibrant Orthodox Jewish community whose members
tive and worship in the area.

The curent MTA Busway proposs] has the same flaw as prios atlempits to use Chandier as 2
transit comrider - - namely it imposes an unfair burden on a community for whom walking is
lifeline. It is simply plable for the Onhoa. ity, with its many very old and very -
young, to have to cross Chandlez with high speed buset traversing the Boulevard.

The Onhodox community aeighbormg Chandler Boslevard bas built theiving community
institutions such as Shaarey Zedey Congregation, the Emek Hebrew Academy, 2nd Aish Ha
Tarah. Any transportation corridor slong Chandlet Boulevard would pose a sesious threat 1o
these imp aspects of ity hfe.

The Otthodox community in the Chandler Boulevard arca represents the bast of Los Angeles. As
Mayor, ] will be conmitied to assuring that the City is a partuer with the Orthodox comrmunity
sa that the commuinity ourishes in years to come. I will anly 2ppoint MTA Board Members
who will work to preserve the quality of iife in neighburhoods and who will respect commmurity
values. A transportation cortidor alang Chandler Bovlevard is simply the wrong project for this

ey
-

ames K. Hahn

Paid fac by Jim Habin for Mayor * 18353 Ventuwra Bivd, » Tarzans, CA 91356 « B18/705-6337 « BI&/703-6338 fax
N 90017
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