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Response to Letter A1 

Congressman 

Howard L. Berman 
Cdllomia - 26' Dbtricl 

nm n- om. mu*,, WP- oc 2eaia ma nws?s 
laam I- n w  u r s h  n ~ h  uoiws fna) ntaw 

Junc 26,LOOI 
Statenrent by Co~~gressirlan I loward L. Dermirn 

MTA Public I learings on 13nsi-West Busnay KC~U~CS 

I slaud in strong oppc~s~t~on to f l r  MrA's proposed plan to create n high-speed bus 
camdor along Chandler Iloulrvard and urge the MTA lo ndnpt a nlnrc scns~blc alternofive. 

'I'ilc i'cists of running [LC corridor along Chandler Bnalevard -- financial and ulhenvise -- 
arc gren. SOIIK. ol'lhc~e costs. such a ~ ,  the additional $39 niillion nW<led lo construct a 
kdicatcd busway an Chmdler, we easy to qwt~tiry. Although ~ h c  druR EIR also ancrnpu,ro 
quan~iry some of fhc qualiratirc cos~s, s ~ r h  iu increarcd lmflic congestion, noise, visual bligkf. 
ctc, mmy of lhcsc costsarc too inlangihlc lo bC rully represented by such s dorumnt. 

Thc Cllv~dler Corriclrrr 15 loca~cd in a vibrant, heavily orthodox Jewish, rrsidcntial 
atmmunily in North lIollyrocxl. For rcliglous nnrl cum~tlunity wasons, the poplr  wlla live in 
this arca rely on \vstkinp mare than altnosr :II~); nthw conimuni?y in I.A. Illc proposed buswily 
would bisect pcdc.stm11 tranic and caosc sulistai~tial hardstkip to marry of those lirirkg in thc 
m a .  

As the Chl~rllcr Corridor is  mtrs!ly single fmity honws. I cannot ilnaginc tha~ the actual 
busway aill he nrarly 3s beneficiet as it would ts il'ruii along a sfrect with more tnt~lti-Ljniily 
bnles 2nd businesxes. I.!ltilnntely. 111c rml kncfilx ofo busway for transit dcpc~dunt people 
will comc fmma north.muth ruufr: which ci~nnccts pcople I rrprcsetlt who live in the Norti~enst 
Valley to the Nonh llollywcxd subway. This i s  whcre 1 believe u c  should rwlly be fwr~sing 
our mergrux. 

[t scelns Ihs l  a major lrrgurrnnl in favor of lhc busway has to do with the AlTA's 
invedmcnt and ownership in the Chandler right-of-way. 'This right-of-way was buught for the 
p u r p ~ c v C ~ n n i n y  a lised, non-suhway, rail tra~rsil systcni. tfnwc\~cr. tile Slntc orCalilbmin 
has wixly prohibited such a usc. l'hc right-c>S-ray was no1 p~rrchascd for a dcdicatnl hus 
mule. lbstnllinga bus rullie on this right.otruay %,ill not hetp {lie hl'l'h ncovcr the nwney i t  
spcnt on the original pr~rchase. Ixrwcver tenrpting it might he lu think olhenvire. Spmding 

'iunal money lo attenipc lo pul a square peg into a round hole will crnly con~pound the 
~ ~ ~ . ~ o l c m :  it's likc tLc old saying goes, "don'f spcr~d gooJ rrmncy ~ n c r  had." 

The Congressman's opposition to the Chandler Boulevard alignment is 
acknowledged for the record. 

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

page 7-29 
San Fernando Valley 

East-Wast Transit Corridor 
ElSlElR 



Group A - Elected Officials 

Ftinfiermorc, if the M T A  wants to make productive use of the right-of-way there arc 
plenty ofgood, less custty aliema~ives to a high speed busway. The median is h u t i h l t y  
lzudwaped all the way to Ethel Boutevarcl. Why not sinrply spend some a d d i t i d  money 

ling landscaping and o t l ~ r  amenities lo beautify the misting C:b~dler Corridor? 

It  makn Im sense to spend rnillio~is ofadditional dollars to run higkspecd buses along a 
route where they an: neither walled, nor nceJed. t o r  Angeles needs to be sensitive Lo the 
n 4 r  of iLp unique i~eigl~borhilcxls. Plww nuke t l ~ r  right dccision and do not eonvmC%mdla 
Roulevard into a high-spd busway corridor. 
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Response to Letter A2 

@dl&inpon, BC 205154529 
HENRY A WAXMAN 
Ism 0 m 1 .  twrg.ry 

Mr. Juliw Burke 
CEO 
Metropelitan Transportation huthorlty 
One Gateway Plaza 
Lon Angeles. California 90012-29'12 

Dear Mr. 8utke. 

I am writing to express my concern about the K T I ' s  prcposmd 
Chandler Boulevard bus right-of-way. I have heard from a nuakr 
of by constituents in Valley Village and North Hollyrocd who are 
strongly opposed to the propored route. 

As you know. a large and vital Orchcdox Jewiah community 
lives nnar Chandler Boulevard. W n k r a  of this community 
regularly cross Chandler on their way LO and from their homes and 
synagogues. This heavily-umed pcdescrian area will ba 
cmpromiaed if the propo~al g o a m  forward as planned. I am 
sp*ciLically concerned about Increamed traftic. pedestrian 
satecy, visual blight, and a d i v f s i c n  a w n g  the neighbors on 
either side of Chandler Boulevard. I rcpuesc that the WTA 
examine alternative routes along thia portion of the corridor 
Lhac would address there concers. 

Thank you tor your assistance vith this matcer and I look 
forward co hearing Crm you. 

The Congressman's opposition to the Chandler Boulevard alignment is 
acknowledged for the record. 

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 notabIe of 
these is the installation of special pedestrian crossing signals to be used on 
days of religious observance. Other enhancements include low, see-through 
fencing for pedestrian safety, 35 mile-per-hour speeds, and left turn lanes. 
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Response to letter A3 

The Speaker's endorsement of the Chandler alignment is acknowledged for 
the record. 

The option of providing weekend service on the LankershimIOxnard 
alignment has been considered, as requested in the comment. 

ROBERT M. HERTZBERG 
QPEMER DP THE ASSEMBLY 

Mr. Johe F- 
Lm @des C n ~ l y  Mmrnlilam Tm&t A u M *  
I O * m y  P h  
larAngkl ,C* 96012 

Re: Sm F c d n  Vdlcy Pml.U'n( l 'mrl  Conidor 

DcarChrh F m e n d  Rowd Manbrrc 

Fcr the lrsl oumk 01 y a m ,  I, along uih o h  %an FFcmraJo Vdky nprrrenhtiveb 
ht\r brrn workins d w l y  wuah y o u  bwrd Md sutTlo develop afhrdddo ud clfeaivt 
mqmr!sica o p t i o ~  la aur r u k k & .  Lurl ym. nilh my ~ ~ p o r L  l b ~  M d a  
qpad d Ihc Oovmu*. m g d  A82911 w pmvide rtmoslJ900 millia qae l f ldy  
Tor munly hatit projau, US0 million of which was Jrdpafd for the Sm F a n w b  
v a y .  

Today. yuw b e d  u kin# prkcd IU appmve r Rur wd T m i r  (RRQ p+ for the 
Sea Femankr Valley. I skougly u q c p r  r o ~ } w u r r ~ m ~ ~ m  
r n l n r h p t h e  Cikc.Plcr Boulnvllopfbn u thvbnl lgprr /mr l r - ,W 
wlrh t h ~ ~ ~ n ~ p n e n t k I v r a M r & ~  DxltulSlrH 

Ou & i s  have qxn o l l t r u i v t  lime with opponrntt md bclicvf thl mitigatbm, 
iaduling h e  h e r d  O d  oprim eedcs\riut orapassa nnd uUia pmpouls, 
rorpmJ IO Brt mnccm whsk me&# av mil uds. 

Tho ntobily uiai in chr? S1. F d  Vtiky, u in he rut of Lor hngder, wmrcm 
crb day. Ymc is pssiqur by. MI2928 ylceifm l ha~  lhc Fund. rnwtbe udur i lh in  
1w.u yeprr of thy will ravrrl ad cso be used r01 *hn - d o n  pjeds. We umot 
afford $0 miss dtir #w. rSpoval of lhs RRT is a )rp fomxd lo lofbe ~UUR. 
link@ tla Vdky m Ulc re#iorul trcusprtllica n c w k .  
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Ihs DRT dl1 m a  U ~ 2 S . 0 0 0  pmmsn ueh day w a firtlon of rbc ant ofnil. 
lh~ h r d r d  npcioo lu8 (hs b i W  ridmhh, of dl d v m . l r ~  u d  il ckarly & 

e y ,  md fin tbe t o r d i e  fuiw. 

. - , . . . ,. . . . . 
~ ~ ~ l ~ m ~ ~ ~ b u . ~ m d i h p n h i ~ l l & ~ r r t b r ~ i r  
wuicelsnr dtIivacd auickk md mvuld not bok farmbllv wm d e b .  As ruled 
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Response to Letter A4 

I oppu. my rrvlaponabvn wmdor being built dong C W l u  lbulsvvd Smh e UX&F 

would hvc a dsuirnenral impact ar tln \l%ibruu  hio ox Iewisb community whore nrrnhn 
live nd worahip in Ib a m .  

The merit MTA Buswr) p m p d  hu Be urn flaw M prior Ylenptr to u n  Chondlcr ~r a 
u w i t  wmdor - . I W I I ~ ~ ~  it imwm m vnlw brnden on a cwnmmity fa whom walking is a 
lifcliw. It is simply u~ncceptablr la the Onhod4r wnnnai%y. ity.vith i a  numy vey  old aod "cry 
~MIII& to have to cmsr Chinrlla wtb hi* speed btua tl-rva'rhg dr Boulervd. 

The Qr~hodoJ commuaity nci&bnn& h d l c r  BonlwUd baa bui11 I)uivingcumunity 
irmitulims SWIL XS ~ t l ~ ~ e y  Z~dekCWpWm, th bmk H c b ~  Audemy. a d  Aish Ha 
Torah. Any umrp l t l ion  cunidor llonaChurdln Boulevard would pose a s u i w  thrca~ lo 
Ihcx imprtatH aspects of canmunlty Irft. 

lk G-&odox ~ t n m u n i l y  in tk Chadltr Boulevurf am r c p m t s  ihe k t  o f h  Angcb. h 
Maw, l will be coninilaed to siurjng tkn tbs City ic P p ~ ~ l n  with the -X wmmunify 
m that me ummtmity flourishes in  yejn to wic. I w~l l  onlyapoint MTA Bwd Membm 
u i ~ o  w l l  work to p r w c  Ih quality of lire in ncighkat~~& and who -111 ragcxico~ulfiiy 
valuer. A uanspomtlon curridor abng Clwda W e v u d  is  mrnply !he wmng project far this . 
A 

h i d  (=by J ln  llrbnrorbWor' t155J-Bhd. .~CA9t3%5611WmSd331 ltVMJ43?llu 
rn m i 7  

The Mayor's opposition to the Chandler Boulevard alignment is 
acknowledged for the record. 

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