Group B — Public Agencies

Comment Letter B1

Bordet il S A JUL 09 2001
PPN £ 5. P SCANNED
July 3, 2001 IR RNC
Office of the Chief
Operations Bronch
M. Kevin Michel

Los Angeles County Metropoliton Transit Authority (MTA}
One Gateway Plozo, 22nd Floor

MS.99.22.5

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Dear Mr. Michel:

The Corps hos reviewed your document, San Fernanado Valley East-West
Transit Corridor DEIS/DEIR, Volume 1 and Volume 2 (May 2001). The Corps has
he following requests:

1). A 4(f) consuliation per p. 4-288, *Constructive Use, (3)".

2). A noise survey aleng the Sepulvedo Flood Control Basin-SPRR corridor
inlerface in the vicinily of the Los Angeles River (LAR).

3). A defailed Right-of-Woy map (1 inch : 50 1, or less) showing the MTA
ROW {fee property) ond the Corps’ fee property clong the entire Sepulveda Flood
Conlrol Basin [FCB) segment to discuss real estate issues such as consiruction

access, road crossings, ond the existing bikeway. Our maps lack this level of
detail.

Although the MTA plans to keep the buswoy enfirely on its property, 2.5
miles of the busway abuls/posses through the Sepuiveda Flood Control Basin
which necassitates more meelings with the Corps as your project progresses. 1t
appears thol the Corps lacks rood easements for 4 - 5 ronds which cross MTA's
ROW. We request thal MTA kesp all these crossings open while wa discuss this
situotion with you.

The term "busway” in our following commaenis refers 1o all the clternatives,
MOS, BRT . . . stc:

|B1-1
|B1-2
B1-3

B1-4

Response to Letter B1

Comment B1-1

The MTA has met with representatives of the Army Corps on several
occasions in order to discuss the proposed project, including potential
Section 4(f) issues. MTA will continue to be available to meet with the
Army Corps, as required.

Comment B1-2

As listed in Tables 4-44 and 4-45 of the Draft EIS/EIR, a total of 33 long-
term (24-hour) and 15 short-term measurements were performed at various
locations in order to accurately characterize the ambient noise conditions
along the project alignment. These measurements were then used to
identify potential noise impacts and develop appropriate mitigation. In
addition, two noise measurements were conducted in the Sepulveda Flood
Control Basin in October 2001. Please also see the responses to Comments
B1-30 and B1-32 regarding noise impacts within the Sepulveda Flood
Control Basin.

Comment B1-3

MTA is currently preparing right-of-way drawings at a 1:100 scale, which
will be appropriate for locating property lines. The Army Corps will be
provided with copies of these drawings when they are available.

Comment B1-4

MTA is continuing to meet with Army Corps representatives to coordinate
regarding easements and access. See response to Comment B1-5.

San Fernando Valley
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Tha Carps will nsed to hold furlher discussions with the MTA before we can grom
constryclion access easements to the MTA. Please coli the Corps’ POC for your project,
Kafie Porks, 213,452.3399 {fax 4195) o arrange further meetings. Please conlinue
discussing your MTA Les Angeles River buswoy bridge sub-project with Ted Masigat of

our Operations Branch stafi.
Sincersly,
&‘l%f’&] j ﬁgul/;&

. GEORGE L. BEAMS, PE.,
{Chief, Construdiion-

QOperations Division
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Cammants:
poge ot
523 No refererce

5.28 “Vigual impacth would be minimal*
Toble 52

camment

The Carps neads 1o retain four {4) esisting o
grods public rood-vehicle oocmas paints whi
wross MTA'S ROW ard connect our lesad
peoparly to public roods. First Hoskelt Avenue,
{south of Victary} which conmacts to park
focitities. Your mop shows Hoskell swinging
«0t, ending ot the 405 Froewdy. The other
e are tha “Nationol Guard Rood™ (berween
Haskel and Woodley} and “Bislensen Park
Road™ (between Woodiey and Bolboa). The
DEIS/DEIR does not cddruss Thesa crossings.
‘e probably nesd lo reiin an existing "road”
16 our pareel south of the LAR, west of the
SPRR ROW via youe ROW at White Ock Ave.
Qur currani agriculture lesaee Gocaves his
leased land via this route.
The Sepulveda FCB sngment is genemily mors
j-ognicuitural thon the indec of the
corridor. Tha buswoy will dagrode the vitual
quakty along the torridor by replacing a kow
profile, obondoned, single irack milread with '@
100-foot poved butwoy {read) with signat kghty,

walls, noise, ilumination, e . . .

B1-5

B1-8

Comment B1-5

The MTA has met with the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, the City of Los
Angeles Department of Recreation and Parks, and the military facilities
within the Sepulveda Flood Control Basin to discuss crossings of the MTA
ROW. The comment by the Army Corps mentions four at-grade crossings
of the MTA ROW. The disposition of these will be as follows:

Haskell Avenue — Currently, the extension of Haskell Avenue south of the
MTA ROW is used only by the City of Los Angeles Department of
Sanitation to gain access to a truck washing facility within the Tillman
Water Reclamation Plant. This access is made available on a day-to-day
basis. The City has confirmed that they do not need this access, and MTA
will revoke it as construction begins.

Air National Guard — The MTA has met with the Air National Guard and
the Army Corps to determine an appropriate access to the Air National
Guard facility from Victory Boulevard. The current main access to the
National Guard facility (crossing the MTA ROW from Victory Boulevard),
will become a secondary access for use only during emergencies, and will
be controlled with a stop sign and a gate. Access to the facility is available
from Woodley Avenue via an entry that does not cross the MTA ROW.
Further coordination will take place as the design of the projects progresses.

Bielensen Park Road — MTA has met with the City of Los Angeles
Department of Recreation and Parks, the user of the Bielensen Park Road.
This road is actually an informal path across the MTA ROW used
infrequently by the City to gain access to the bike path along Victory
Boulevard. Based on discussions with the City and the Army Corps, the
MTA will close this informal access. Access to the bike path is readily
available from Victory Boulevard, and will not adversely affect City
operations.

San Fernando Valley
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5-78
Table 52

5.35
Table $2

s-47

113

113

~Some moture Irees would be removed”

Section 4(f} Evaluation:

The Corps and MTA's propartios abul along the
2.5-mile Sepulvedo FCB ssgment. The Comps
wishes 10 retoin many of its drees, especiclly
natives, an it property adiocend o MTAs ROW,
MTA noled thal many trens were of the wdge of
it ROW {p, 4.135].

ﬂnbumymoyruulllnw

*"Would nct result in the direct,
ol protectad public porks and recresation oreas .

y vie

*Once an FEIS/FEIR has been prapored, il will be uveed by

facerol ogercies 10 make o number of discrelionary

decisions regarding the project:
USACE . Approve permiks for wotsr crossings”™

Goolks and Objactives of the San Fermnando Valley
Eost-Wes) Trarait Corndor:

#4. "Minimize noise impocis”

Goals ard Obiectives of the Son Farnando Vailsy
East-Weat Transil Corvidor:

#5. “Avoid creoting physicol barriers™

‘use” of pork londs
bacauss  MTA  has informolly  giscossed
constnuction ocoess coross/on Corps lond for the
Los Angales River segment which may involvs
park lond. It is not pessible of this ima o tiate
whather Af) “use(s}” o3 listed on p 4.288 will
occr. Whom doet the MTA plan 1o consuk
ragarding potential 4(f) “use” for Sepulveda
FCBY

HATA has intermolly mentioned they nesd o
Corps Right of Eniry (ROE] permit 1o come anlo
our properdy in the Sepuivedo FCB for
conshuckon occess which will be oddressad in o
seporcie NEPA document.

Proposed project will establith o new nolse
source in the Sepubredn FCB whers nona
wisted since 1992

Will reinforce the segregation of 115-acres
from ihe reat of the Sepuiveda Basin. Wilt the
115.acre parcel communicote with the rest of
the bowin?

B1.7

B1-8

B1-9

|B1-10

B81-11

Access from White Oak Avenue to the Agricultural Fields ~ Currently, the
farmer leasing the Army Corps property south of the Los Angeles River
between White Oak Avenue and Balboa Boulevard uses the MTA ROW to
access the fields. However, no legal access agreement of easement has been
granted by MTA for this purpose. Access to the agricultural field within the
MTA ROW will no longer be possible once the BRT project is constructed
and the operator of the agricultural use will need to coordinate with the
Army Corps for alternative access arrangements.

Comment B1-6

The busway would not significantly degrade the visual quality of the
Sepulveda Basin. The busway, like the existing railroad track, would
generally have a low profile. Because no new bicycle/pedestrian facility
would be constructed adjacent to the busway through the Basin, no lighting
is planned along the MTA ROW (except at stations). The only new vertical
elements other than at stations would be new landscaping and, through the
S-curve segment of the MTA ROW between Balboa Boulevard and White
Oak Avenue, a new fence would be installed on the east side of the right-of-
way to match the existing fence on the west side. Walls would not be
constructed through the Sepulveda Basin other than where the MTA ROW
runs adjacent to the Navy/Marine Corps Reserve Center (an existing facility
within the Basin that includes a wall for security purposes).

At the two proposed station locations at Woodley Avenue and Balboa
Boulevard, vertical elements such as canopies, ticket machines, and lighting
would be introduced. However, these station locations would not introduce
substantial new lighting, since they would be located along existing major
lighted and signalized arterial streets with neighboring land uses such as
four-story office buildings, military facilities, and an existing park-and-ride
lot.

Comment B1-7

MTA plans to re-landscape the existing right-of-way, but does not intend to
remove or replace existing trees or other landscaping outside of its right-of-
way. There may, however, be isolated instances in which existing
landscaping outside the right-of-way could be affected by the close
proximity of construction activity, although this is not anticipated.
Continued coordination with the Army Corps will take place as the project

San Fernando Valley
East-West Transit Corridor
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moves forward into the design/build process to ensure that trees within the
Corps jurisdiction are identified and protected, to the extent possible.

Comment B1-8

As noted in the response to Comment B1-1, MTA staff has met with
representatives of the Army Corps to discuss the proposed project
subsequent to the circulation of the Draft EIR/EIS. Based upon the current
design of the BRT project within the Sepulveda Basin, there is no required
use of Army Corps land that is protected by Section 4(f). Under
consideration is a potential land exchange, at two locations in the Sepulveda
Basin, involving land owned by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers and
MTA. In both cases there would be no net loss of property in the basin and
no parkland, in use for either active or passive park uses, would be lost.

Comment B1-9

Continuing discussions will be undertaken with the Army Corps to resolve
this, and any other permitting requirements that may need to be addressed.
It is still expected however, that a NEPA EIS should be sufficient for this

purpose.
Comment B1-10

The comment is correct in stating that the proposed project would constitute
a new noise source, both within the Sepulveda Flood Control Basin and
along the entire alignment. Noise-sensitive receptors were identified
pursuant to FTA Guidance along the portion of the project alignment within
the Sepulveda Flood Control Basin (please also see response to Comment
B1-32). '

As discussed in Section 4-9 of the Final EIS/EIR, mitigation measures are
recommended to minimize noise impacts associated with project operations.
Therefore, the comment is not at variance with Goal #4 (Minimizing Noise
Impacts) of the stated goals and objectives of the San Fernando Valley East-
West Transit Corridor.

Comment B1-11

The proposed project would be located entirely within an existing corridor
that has been historically used for transportation purposes. It would not

interfere with the network of other roadways, bicycle paths, and pedestrian
trails already in the Sepulveda Basin.

Comment B1-12

The text of the Final EIS/EIR has been modified in response to the
comment.

Comment B1-13

In the Sepulveda Basin between White Oak Avenue and Balboa Boulevard,
the bike path would not parallel the busway in close proximity but would
generally utilize existing bike paths within the Sepuiveda Basin constructed
by the City of Los Angeles Department of Recreation and Parks. Heading
east from White Oak Avenue, cyclists would use an existing bike path
paralleling Oxnard Street to its end, east of Louise Avenue. Here, the bike
path enters the Sepulveda Basin Recreation Area and runs parallel to the
Los Angeles River. A short segment of the bike path would be constructed
adjacent to soccer fields just west of Balboa Boulevard. Cyclists would
cross under Balboa Boulevard on the existing bike path parallel to the Los
Angeles River. Cyclists would then use the existing bike path on the east
side of Balboa Boulevard and cross the busway at a signalized intersection
just south of Victory Boulevard. The crossing will be designed in
accordance with design criteria developed by the City of Los Angeles
Department of Transportation (LADOT) and MTA. Cyclists would
continue east along an existing bike path on the south side of Victory
Boulevard.

There are numerous access points to the bike path between White Oak
Avenue and Balboa Boulevard. Cyclists can gain access to the bike path
from Oxnard Street between White Oak Avenue and Louise Avenue.
Within the Sepulveda Basin, between Louise Avenue and Balboa
Boulevard, cyclists can reach the bike path from existing recreational
facilities.

San Fernando Valley
East-West Transit Corridor
'TEXES EIS/EIR
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There are also numerous access points to the existing bike path along
Balboa Boulevard. In general, by using largely existing bicycle facilities
through the Sepulveda Basin, cyclists will have much greater ability to get

-2 “In the Wew Valley 1he olignmani continyes clang the Text implios :ho! the anfire SPRR clignmort is B1-12 X .
P e o e e B o Ao o o e Hvavgh e bty oot ant on and off the bike path than if the path paralleled the busway through the
the pacimeler. Basin. Using these existing facilities will reduce the footprint of new
2.8 “The wide righl-of.way would ko be maintained and Batwaon Bolboa Bhed. ond White Ook Averns  |B1-13 . “ig s . . p
mldbca’::inbh o ccommodate foure - have il prople o the bikewoy crous e construction within the right-of-way as it passes through the Sepulveda
bikeways buswoy? Whare are the polantic) bikewoy R . . . A g p
- accens poiris on this seg Basin, reducing the width of the bridge crossing the Los Angeles River.
2:38 ;A\llmmae:s:gs,immm lmz'o';ﬁngmnped: Asaunln.idhdmm' 4~;§r§uir\m will be |B1-14
ide lots , . . wl ba signalired oy port is project” signalized o3 onp, - -
33 &;ﬁhmﬂmm&ymhwﬂinl\cw&ﬁm&h gﬁo:‘q::h:f:.h:d::ycm%bﬂhmh B1-15 comment B1 14
iy of Loa Angeles” ity orps has jurisdicion
e o e oo Please see the response to Comment B1-5.
“study cormidor” is the some o that rrferred. ko
o - R ‘:‘"’ “""""h "':; e o oo 8 1B1.16 The Army Corps of Engineers will have one designated crossing of the
“Nagotiate wit roperty owners 1o ol 3ing o orps properly availoble - .
o parion et " oot paring due o porstle Roodin. | BRT right-of-way between Sepulveda Boulevard and Woodley Avenue.
Lo e o o e R o Do T e ok mmene 5 Sepuvocn 2, | 81717 This crossing, Hudgens Way, will be equipped with a stop sign for the north
of Whis Oak Avmmie.® N e Sopuiodo 28 ot o 1981) and south movements and an active “bus coming” icon sign that will flash
ey 1 21 el when a bus is approaching. The crossing will not be equipped with a traffic

signal. Since this crossing gate will only be used for emergency situations
(using a locked gate, at the discretion of the Army Corps of Engineers), the
crossing will be controlled by a stop sign for the north-south movements
(without an active sign). Adequate sight distance will be provided at the
Army Corps of Engineers access road intersection with the busway.

Locating a signal at the intersection of the Corps of Engineers access road
with the busway could create a potentially hazardous situation in which a
motorist traveling north on the access road could travel through a green
signal indication and then be faced with an immediate stop controlled
intersection at a distance of 100 feet. For this reason, and the absence of
high traffic volumes at this location, a signal will not be installed.

Comment B1-15

The statement in Section 3-1.1.2 of the EIS/EIR that is cited in the comment
refers only to the location of the proposed project corridor within the City of
Los Angeles transportation and traffic system and is not intended to
describe any public or private property jurisdiction in the corridor study
area.

Comment B1-16

The project will not be using the property in question.

San Fernando Valley
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4-38

4-39

4.40

4.42

The Encino Torrona Community Plan, lost updoted 1398, sets
Tond e policy olong the SP ROW betwesn 1405 and Balbea
Boulsvard and clong the southern adge of the SP ROW
batween Balboa and Corbin Avenue.”

"The Plan ds mixed-use o P
Ironsit statiom*

odjocent to

The 10ning along andol n acwclr wﬂmhn@ with IM
planned land 13e d inthe C

Incorrect. The Corps’ Bosin Master
Plon and Kinnf ER/Sttement (1981) sah land
use policy for Corps® property along the 5P ROW
between the 405 Fraeway and the western sdgy
of the basin, near White Ook Avenue.

Corps property adiocent fo the {romit stations
should not be contidered in these land uss
discutsions.

Out property odjacent o m- comidor it
d Low Intensity and High

Plons obave. A:mdmb!ho(‘.adﬂhwhnlmgﬂ:ofma
5P ROW is z0ned “PF.”

"The localized lond usa onolysis ossesses how the proposed
project would clier the existing land use pattera and overall
devslopmant charadier of the siudy orsa . . . The polenticl
impact 0red is for this portion of the onalysis is appreximately
300 feat to sither side of the corridor ond within cne quarler
mile radivs of the proposed skrdions”

"Cily of Los Angates Communily Plans . . . and Specific Mlans,
o3 well 03 z0ning maps for each stofian area were conmited
fo determine the development polentiol undsr the existing
20ning within 0 one-guorier mile rodius of the aropaied
fransit getions. An advere impoct under MEPA would occur
# the potentiol for growth coused by the proposed projact .

Mnmmdmmﬁrddmbpmv\!mmh
mhm hat i inconsiastent with the intensity and mix of es
prescribed in the perinent General, Commuunity, and Spedific
Plons.” .

lnm;wy Recraalion. ki the buswoy compasibls
with our Sepulvada Moster Plan}

Agporently olterations i lond usa ore ossumed
since the documen) says “how,” not “H.* &
altering he existing land use potiem ond/or
davelopmeni charocter on Corpe land, including
porks, an Impact?

InmlmCorpslmdehMM
bus station sites. Are the higher developrvent
concerdrutions oroond sach siation compotible
with Corps’ Master Plan?

B1-18

B1-19

B1.2¢

B1-21

B81-22

Comment B1-17

The EIS/EIR has been revised to add the Sepulveda Flood Control Basin
(FCB) Master Plan as the land use policy document for the Sepulveda
Basin. The Generalized Land Use Map in the Master Plan (and shown in
the comment letter submitted by the Army Corps) illustrates how planned
land uses are distributed adjacent to the MTA ROW. South of the Los
Angeles River, Low-Intensity Recreation is planned west of the corridor
and High-Intensity Recreation is planned east of the corridor. North of the
Los Angeles River to Bull Creek, the corridor passes through an area of
planned High-Intensity Recreation, although just west of Balboa Boulevard
the corridor is separated from recreational uses by the existing Navy
installation. From Bull Creek to just west of Woodley Avenue, the planned
land use is Low-Intensity Recreation, although the corridor is separated
from existing recreational uses in this area by Los Angeles Department of
Recreation and Parks maintenance facilities in this area. From just west of
Woodley Avenue to I-405, the corridor is adjacent to Non-Recreational
uses, including military facilities and a water reclamation plant. Through
the Sepulveda Basin, the MTA ROW itself is shown as a Non-Recreational
use.

Comment B1-18

The Final EIS/EIR has been revised to state that the Sepulveda Flood
Control Basin (SFCB) Master Plan and Final EIR/Statement set land use
policy within the Sepulveda Flood Control Basin, owned by the Army
Corps of Engineers. In the Sepulveda Basin, the City’s land use
designations reflect the Army Corps’ land use designations contained in the
SFCB Master Plan. The City’s designation of “Open Space” corresponds to
the Corps’ land use designations of “Recreation — High Intensity Use” and
“Recreation — Low Intensity Use.” The City’s designation of “Public
Facilties” corresponds to the Corps’ land use designations of “Operations —
Service” and “Non-Recreational Uses.”

Comment B1-19

The objectives and policies regarding mixed-use development within the
Encino-Tarzana Community Plan would only apply to land where the
planned land use designations would allow this type of development. In the
Sepulveda Flood Control Basin Master Plan, land designated for

METRO
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recreational or military facility uses would not be available for mixed-use
development. The EIS/EIR has been revised to clarify that mixed-use
development could occur only where the planned land uses permit it.

Comment B1-20

The busway would be compatible with adjacent planned uses described in
the Sepuiveda Flood Control Basin Master Plan. The BRT Alternative
through the Basin would be comprised of a two-lane, 26-foot-wide, at-grade
busway. The remainder of the typically 100-foot right-of-way would be
landscaped with trees, shrubs, and groundcover. Landscaping within the
Sepulveda Basin would use native species and would be coordinated with
existing species within the Basin. As a two lane roadway, the busway
would be similar to other roadways passing through Sepulveda Basin
recreation areas. In addition, because the MTA ROW has historically been
used as a transportation corridor and is recognized as such in the Sepulveda
Flood Control Basin Master Plan, the BRT Alternative would not represent
a major change of land uses within the Basin. The BRT Alternative, which
has a station at Balboa Boulevard located adjacent to an existing parking
lot, would also increase access to the recreational uses within the Sepulveda
Basin, a beneficial effect for the planned land uses in the Basin.

Comment B1-21

The description of the methodology for the existing land use compatibility
test has been revised to state in Section 4-1.2 that “The localized land use
analysis assesses if and how the proposed project would alter the existing
land use pattern...” Furthermore, the existing land use pattern and
development character of Army Corps land would not be altered by the
BRT Alternative. As described above, the use of the MTA ROW as a
transportation corridor is a historic use of that right-of-way, a use that is
acknowledged in the Sepulveda Flood Control Basin Master Plan.

Comment B1-22

Higher development concentrations would not automatically occur within
station areas. Land use policy and zoning regulations would still dictate
what level of development could occur near stations. Two transit stations
would be constructed near Corps property, at Woodley Avenue and Balboa
Boulevard. Because the Sepulveda Flood Control Basin Master Plan sets
‘tand use policy for land south of Victory Boulevard at both Woodley and
Balboa, and this land is designated “Low Intensity Recreation” and “High

Intensity Recreation” in the Plan, development concentrations within the
Flood Control Basin would not likely change with the construction of the
transit station. A park-and-ride lot currently exists at the site of the
proposed Balboa Boulevard station and would be expanded as a part of the
BRT Alternative. No other development is planned on the either the Balboa
Boulevard or Woodley Avenue station sites.

North of Victory Boulevard, development would be limited by City of Los
Angeles land use and zoning designations, such as neighborhood
commercial facilities and two- to three-story apartments. Therefore, higher
development concentrations would not be likely to occur either within or
near Army Corps property.

Comment B1-23

The Final EIS/EIR has been revised to state that in the Sepulveda Basin,
recreation and agricultural uses are located immediately adjacent to the
MTA ROW.

Comment B1-24

The assessment of potential indirect effects on public park and recreation
areas depends in large part on the extent to which certain features or
attributes (e.g., noise-sensitive areas or important views) are considered
important contributing elements to the value of the resource (see 23 CFR
771.135(p)(4)). In the case of the soccer and baseball fields referenced in
the comment, it is unlikely that the users of these facilities would expect the
degree of serenity and quiet enjoyment that would be typical of the passive
use portions of the Sepulveda Basin, such as the Wildlife Reserve or the
Japanese Tea Garden. As the response to Comment B1-32 notes, the
ambient noise environment in the area of the ballfields is already affected
by traffic noise along Oxnard Street. More importantly, when these
facilities are in use, the noise levels greatly increase and are dominated by
the onsite recreational activities themselves. Given the relatively high noise
levels associated with baseball and soccer games, it is unlikely that noise
from BRT operations would adversely affect or interfere with these
activities themselves. With respect to potential visual effects in the ballfield
area, please see the responses to Comments B1-25 through B1-27.

San Fernando Valley
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457

4.708

4-157

4-158

4159

3

eRacideniial

land uses ore locohd mm-d«shly cdpzanl o the MTA rOW
and the propased BRT Alternative”™

“Athcugh several parks ard recrectionc! Focilifes woold be
tocoted odictent o o buswoy olignmanl, none would
supwiience odverse indirect impacts under NEPA,”

. 0 visual impoct would be corwidersd adverte under
NE'A . i the project rosulty in the les of
m\podum or subsianlia! londsiape malerials, particulorly
mature freen™

* ... Mot slaments would be at-grade and would ot
materiolly chanpe tha visual choracker of the area.”

“The impacts of bus headfights . . . will be minimal due to
planned londscope improvernents and fencas/wolk™

in tha Sepulveda FCB the MTA ROW is alw B1-23
immediately adjacnt to  recreation  ond
egricuitural land user.

The Corps hot o soccet arsa ond bunbullFB1-24
diomands adjecant 1o south side of the MTA
ROW, south of the LAR. The project will craote o
mdwlunonlyuncbandonodruded adsted
in the Sepulveda Batin, The noise, viauct rmpads,
and giore of a ew “road” Sohmlromupmi.
with bustes passing every fve [5) mimstes {0 bus

in aach direction every fen minutes] induding ot
night, s not odversed

Mare thon hall, 420 of 800, mature krees inthe | B4.05
ROW (52%} will be cemoved. s this odverse?
The peoject would remove 254 trees bulween
Haskell and Botboa, mostly along the drainage
channel.

Swe your discussion p. 4-300, paragroph 2: “The | B1-26
busway wouid ba on on slevoted berm, of feost
30 faet abovs the lvvel of the ploying fields.”
What ix the profile of ihe sxisting SPRR berm vs.
the new MTA berm necr the LARE s this ¢
changs in visvol charocter?

Sinks no sound woils ore piganed for the B1-27
Seputveda Batin how will vehide light be
minimizsd?

Comment B1-25

The 420 trees mentioned in the Draft EIS/EIR for potential removal refer to
the entire 14-mile right-of-way. In the Sepulveda Basin, if a bike path
and/or pedestrian path were constructed alongside the busway between
White Oak Avenue and Balboa Boulevard, approximately 50 non-native
trees (predominantly Washingtonia robusta) could potentially be removed.
However, because the design of the BRT Alternative has been modified to
climinate construction of a new bicycle/pedestrian path within the
Sepulveda Basin, fewer trees would be removed due to the busway. A new
fence will be constructed on the western property line of the MTA ROW in
this segment of the Sepulveda Basin. The project will include
approximately 4,000 new trees along the length of the right-of-way.

Comment B1-26

The elevated berm is an existing topographic feature that would be used for
the BRT project through the area of the Los Angeles River. The height of
the berm would not be substantially changed. Twenty-six feet of the 100-
foot-wide MTA ROW located on top of the existing berm would be paved,
which would modify but not substantially change the visual character of the
area.

Comment B1-27

No additional lighting is planned for the BRT Alternative through the
Sepulveda Basin. Additional landscaping would be planted along the edges
of the right-of-way to reduce the effects of vehicle lights. Regularly spaced
trees will be located along both sides of the busway and there will also be
groupings of shrubs along the corridor. A fence will be located on both
sides of the right-of-way that will also help to reduce glare from vehicle
lights. It is not anticipated that substantial use of the basin recreational
areas would occur during nighttime hours.

METRHRO
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4159

4-18)

4-204

4212

“Thers vall be limitad addilienat lighting plonned clong the

sight-of way bebvesn slofiont”

“#* *The propoted project would be compolibis with the
« . . the porkhiee

witting when chorecher of Viclory Bivd.
qualily of this porsion of the ROW , . .

*Areas thal ars further away from miot falfic tourcer,
such as the dicgonal in the Eost Valley, ond the crea north

of Topham Strest and Qxnard Strae, in the Wast Yolley are

redatively quiel,”
oo N

[uses

ise sansitve. iontl ond ogri
ars locoted in thix section.” Road froffic dearly domi

the noise lovel in his area.”

incles

Thara is nc lighting naw olong the SPRR wacks in
the Sepulvedo FCB. Thit i o new impodl.
Appotently these will be at-grods sireed lights
since they are not listed as a veriicol element 0a
p 4.158 0"

Urban ond park-like¥

Tha portion of the SPRR ROW near the LAR is
"relatively quiel.”

“D* is Iated as the segment from Bolboa
Boulevard 1o the Son Diego Freewoy (p. 4-
212) ond from White Oak 1o the San Disgo
Freewoy (p. 4-211). Which is correct

Vit Qre non.noise Sentitive recreational et
vi. noise sangitive recrectional uses? Why not
perform noise surveys 83 close 3 posnble to
park landf Under Calirons guidelines “picnic
areot, racrection Greas, octive spors oreds,
ond parks . . . * are oll noise sensiive land
uses, eomgory "B.”

Road iraffic on Viciory Bivd, does nof yply
noste lavels ot aur potk units in the bosin, Per
FHWA, do the aHikc noise impacts substmatiolly
anceed the predicted noite levels without the
projectd

81-28

|B1-20

|B1-36
B1-31

81-32

B$-33

Comment B1-28
In the Sepulveda Basin, no additional lighting is planned between stations.
Comment B1-29

The character of the right-of-way and the surrounding area between Haskell
Avenue and White Oak Avenue is not homogenous. Through much of this
segment, the right-of-way acts as an “edge,” the division between the park-
like Sepulveda Basin and the urban surroundings of Victory Boulevard and
the remainder of the San Fernando Valley. The EIS/EIR states that the
project would be compatible with the existing urban character of Victory
Boulevard because it is a broad arterial street with both residential and
commercial development alongside. The busway also passes through the
Sepulveda Flood Control Basin between Haskell and White Oak Avenues.
Many portions of the Basin have “park-like qualities,” and the BRT
Alternative would be compatible through the preservation of existing trees
and the installation of new landscaping.

Comment B1-30

The text referenced in the comment provides a general description of the
overall noise conditions for those portions of the Full BRT Alternative that
are not located within close proximity to major traffic sources. Two noise
measurements were conducted in the Sepulveda Flood Control Basin in
October 2001. The measured sound levels of 56 to 57 dBA, L., were
typical of portions of the study area that are not located directly adjacent to
major traffic noise sources. Please also see the response to Comment B1-
32.

Comment B1-31

The EIS/EIR has been revised so that all references to Section “D” are
identified as Victory Boulevard from White Oak Avenue to the San Diego
Freeway.

Comment B1-32

A portion of the BRT, including both the Full BRT Alternative and the BRT
with Lankershim/Oxnard On-Street Alignment, traverses the Sepulveda
Flood Control Basin. Current uses within the Sepulveda Flood Control

METYRO
.

San Fernando Valley

East-West Transit Corridor

EIS/EIR

-

page 7-44



Group B — Public Agencies

Basin adjacent to the alignment include active recreational areas (i.e.,
baseball fields), agricultural lands, and the Los Angeles River Flood
Control Channel. The existing active recreational areas are located within
the western portion of the Sepulveda Flood Control Basin between the
proposed alignment, the Los Angeles River, and Oxnard Street. When the
baseball fields are not in use, noise levels in this area are relatively low and
are generally associated with traffic on nearby streets. However, when in
use, the noise levels greatly increase and are dominated by the onsite
recreational activities. To the east, the existing agricultural uses within the
Sepulveda Flood Control Basin are adjacent to Balboa Boulevard; therefore,
noise levels in this area are substantially higher due to vehicle traffic.

As stated in Section 4-9.2 of the Final EIS/EIR, the FTA Noise Impact
Criteria group noise sensitive land uses into the following three categories:

Category 1: Buildings or parks where quiet is an essential element of their
purpose.

Category 2: Residences and buildings where people normally sleep.

Category 3: Institutional land uses with primarily daytime and evening
uses.

In general, the FTA Guidance Manual does not consider baseball fields, or
other similar active recreational areas, as noise-sensitive receptors. Given
the relatively high noise levels associated with baseball games, it is unlikely
that noise from BRT operations would affect or interfere with these
activities. Additionally, portions of the proposed project are separated from
other adjacent recreational areas by berms. Therefore, noise impacts within
the Sepulveda Flood Control Basin are not anticipated.

Comment B1-33

As discussed in Response to Comment B1-32, the noise analysis was
performed in accordance with FTA Guidelines. As a result, noise impacts
were not identified at the park units (i.e., baseball fields) within the
Sepulveda Flood Contro! Basin adjacent to the project alignment. See also
responses to Comments B1-30 and B1-32.
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4247

4248

4.252

4-153

4.264

“As stated the . . . project inchudes reconstruchon of she
bridge crossing . . . over the Los Angeles River ond other

s the drainage chomnel (p. 4135} caverad under
Fish ond Gome Code sections 160016071
MTA indicoted in informal di L they

draineges. Thus construction would ot resut in modif
1o sireambeds within tha meaning of sections 1600 end 1607
of the Fish ond Game Code.

" ... the Sepyheeda Dam Recrection Arsa and Lake Bolboa
Park, ofl bordering the afignmant of the touth.”

“No esloblished nohve resident or migrotoey wifdiifa
corridors or native wildlike aursery sites ore pressnd on the
sife oF in it wiciniby™

* .. projec] operation would not be spacied fo rewultin any
divect impacts on wildlife species.”
“Secunity-reloled dasign features may include . . . public
annourcement (PA) systemy .. "

would fitl thiz channel.

The SPAR splits off o 115.acve parcel from the
cest of the Sepulveda Basin at she LAR. Here
the Sepulveda Dam Racrealion Area borden
both sides of the MTA ROW. The agricultunal
use west of the SPRR ROW is on infevim uie
unil the City of Lot Angstes wishes to develop
racraafion focdities,

See your discussion of the Sepubada Basin
Wildtifs Reserve on p. 4-298. The Corps’ 122.
vere designated widlife manogemenl ares
betwesn Woodley, Burbonk Bivd. and the 405
Freewoy suppars migealory waterfowd, ie.,
gnesa. This refuge lims within '4 mile of the
proposed butwey. It should be considersd os
@ partion of g wildlife comidor ginte it pravides
© stop ovar for migrakory birds,

Rood kils on the buswoy will indicats what larger
wikilife specios use the basin.

18 this anothar noise impoct?

B1-34

|B1-35

B81-36

|B1-37
|B1-38

Comment B1-34

There will be no net fill in the Los Angeles River; the current footings in the
streambed will be removed and replaced. The California Department of
Fish and Game will be officially notified of construction to occur across all
five drainages (including the Los Angeles River). The necessity of a
Streambed Alteration Agreement will be assessed at that time, however
since construction in the channels is minimal and the potential harm to fish
and wildlife populations is also minimal, it is unlikely that a Streambed
Alteration Agreement would be required.

Comment B1-35

The interim use of Army Corps-owned land within the flood control basin
for agricultural purposes has been the subject of some discussion in the
context of several specific land parcels that are adjacent to the proposed
BRT project. The Army Corps has identified several locations in which it
leases property to private agricultural users, with the provision that the
agricultural leases may or may not be renewed in favor of some other
(typically recreational) use. MTA is cognizant of this arrangement and
intends to work closely with both the Army Corps and potential recreational
users to ensure that the BRT project is compatible with both existing and
future land uses in the Sepulveda Basin. Continuing coordination will be
conducted through the remainder of the BRT project development.

Comment B1-36

The Sepulveda Basin serves as a stopover for migratory bird species.
Typical species include Canada Geese, Mallards, White Pelicans, and
Cormorants. Neither the construction nor the operating busway will
interfere with the ability of the birds to use the Basin in this manner. The
presence of fences will not interfere with any known wildlife corridor. As
the construction zone is one-half mile away from the Basin Wildlife
Preserve, construction noise and other indirect impacts will not be a factor.
An ornithologist will be present to locate and band active bird nests.
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4-301

4-304

4-304

44

4.315
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bd’ Feid complm. Possing butes would distract these using
the fields just o5 vehicles possing by on Oxnard Strast or
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bawins,
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d!h-cumdamnduanhupohdlobawwlly
compotible with its swrroundings .

“The proposed project would involve 1oma noise increases
along the corridor . . . 7

This s toa geosrol idering the
Imgmandvypuolpropnmnllnbuw will
poss through. The proposed projact will
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B1-42

B1-42

Comment B1-37

As the basin is isolated from large unfragmented areas, no wildlife species
larger than a coyote (such as deer and mountain lion) are expected to use the
basin. Coyote, raccoon, opossum, and other wildlife species that are present
in the basin are already well adapted to human uses and roadways in the
area. In addition, since the corridor will be fenced, it will protect wildlife
from entering the corridor. It should be noted that wildlife will still be able
to use the Los Angeles River to cross from one side of the corridor to the
other.

Comment B1-38

The public announcement (PA) system is a security feature and would not
be used on a regular basis. Furthermore, the PA system will be located near
the station platforms and will direct sound towards the platforms and away
from local residences. Therefore, the inclusion of a PA system at BRT
stations would not represent an additional noise impact.

Comment B1-39

Please see response to Comment B1-24.

Comment B1-40

Information provided by the National Park Service indicates that no
property acquired or developed with assistance under Section 6(f) would be
converted from its existing recreational use as result of the proposed
project.

Comment B1-41

Any housing development that may indirectly result from the proposed
project would be subject to all applicable plans, policies, and regulations,
including those which restrict human habitation in flood control basins.
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4.3 “The BRT ABlernative would not require any vsa of protected

saction 4{f} rmources *

4-321 "The BRT Aliemative would support and be conaistent with

local land use plans and palice.”

5.47 *Project construction wouid involve primarily non-native
landwcaping and rudert vegstation, thus no odverse direct or

indirect impacts under NEPA ., . would ocour.”
415 “.,. ridership & o hnction of lrovel time . .. *

MTA will temporarily come onlo/cross Cops] B1.44
properly. The MTA informally tequested vsing|

Cerps propedy for comiruciion ocoess whi

may or moy not invohe using 4(f) resources. We!

made o preliminoey site vitit with MTA at which|

wa discossed construction aconss.

h tha BRT comisterd with the land uu|31_45
designations in our Sepniveda Marsr Plan

Haw mony of the 420 Irees 1o be lost are IB1.46
natives?

The Corps’ unanticipeted roud crossings may | B1-47
reduce busway trovel speeds.

Comment B1-42

The statement cited in the Corps’ comment summarizes the overall impact
of the BRT Alternative. Section 4-6 of the EIS/EIR provides greater detail
on the Visual and Aesthetic conditions and impacts of the alternatives.
However, the proposed project would not significantly degrade the
viewshed along and across the corridor in the Sepulveda Basin. As
described in greater detail in Chapter 2 and Section 4-6, the BRT
Alternative will be constructed at-grade within an existing railroad right-of-
way. Existing trees will be preserved, where feasible, and new native trees
will be planted within the right-of-way, improving the appearance of the
corridor.

Comment B1-43

Please see the responses to Comments B1-30 and B1-32.

Comment B1-44

The MTA owns the right-of-way in fee as it passes through the Sepulveda
Basin. The MTA will coordinate with the Corps should access to Corps
property be required for construction. The MTA and the Corps have
already participated in a number of coordination meetings to facilitate the
project and to insure that the MTA understands and complies with
legislation, policies, permits, and requirements that are the responsibility of
the Corps.

Comment B1-45

The at-grade BRT Alternative in a historic transportation corridor would be
consistent with land use designations in the Sepulveda Flood Control Basin
Master Plan. The High-Intensity and Low-Intensity Recreation
designations in the Master Plan would not be adversely affected by the
construction of the BRT Alternative. The BRT Alternative will also
increase access to the recreational uses within the Sepulveda Basin, a
beneficial effect for the planned land uses in the Basin.
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The Corpa will need fo hoid further discussions with the MTA before we con gront 48
construction acosss easemenis fo the MTA. Please call the Corps’ POC for your peoject,
Kaotie Parks, 213.452.3399 {fax 4195} 1o ge further ings. Pleose i
discussing your MTA Lot Angeles River buswoy bridge sub-project with Ted Masigal of
our Operations Branch staff.

Sincerely,

GEORGE L. 8EAMS, P.E,,
Chief, Comtruction-
Operations Division

Comment B1-46

Section 4-6 of the EIS/EIR indicates that there are approximately 1,400
existing trees in the right-of-way between North Hollywood and Warner
Center. Less than 10 percent of these trees are native to California.
Existing native trees include Coast Live Oak, Sycamore, California Pepper,
Washingtonia filiferia, and Walnut. The construction of the BRT
Alternative could result in the loss of approximately 420 existing trees in
the 14-mile long corridor. However, only a few would be native. The final
design will determine if any isolated native trees are affected. Native trees
removed would be replaced by new native trees in the right-of-way. In fact,
approximately 4,000 trees, many of them native, would be planted within
the MTA ROW.

In the Sepulveda Basin, approximately 25 to 50 trees would be affected by
the busway. These trees are predominantly Washintonia robusta and are
not native.

Comment B1-47

Any additional road crossings over MTA ROW and serving Army Corps
property could possibly affect the travel speeds, however the overall run
time and delay are affected by the major signalized arterial intersections
along the alignment. It is expected that any additional road crossings over
MTA ROW and serving Army Corps property would have minimal peak
period traffic volumes and could be incorporated without significant
reductions to the overall busway travel speed.

Comment B1-48

The MTA began coordination with the Corps as the Draft EIS/EIR was
being prepared, which has continued during the preparation of the Final
EIS/EIR and Preliminary Engineering. MTA’s Third Party Coordination
section has been the primary contact with the Corps. The Corps has also
facilitated meetings with the military services, which also have facilities and
future plans within the Sepulveda Basin. Similarly, the Corps has
facilitated coordination with the City’s Department of Recreation and Parks,
who lease land from the Corps and also have facilities within the Basin.

San Fernando Valley
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s Comment Letter B2

QM H UNETED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY SCANNED

et REGION X IN RMC
78 Hawthorne Street

San Francisco, CA 94105-3901 JUL 12 200'

Judy 3, 2001

Frvin Poka

Federal ‘Fransil Administration
Metopolitan Office

208 Nortb Piguesaa Sireat, Sute 1444
108 Angeies, CA 90012

Dear Mr Poka:

‘The Environmentat Protection Agency (EPA) has reviewed the Dralt Environmental
Impact Statement (DEIS) for the San Fernanda Valley Fast-West Transit Corrittor, Los
Angeles County, Cahfornia (CEQ Number: 010171, ERP Number: FTA-KS4024-CA). Our
Teview is pursuant to the Nationa) Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), Council on Environmeniat
Quulity regulations (4G CFR Parts $500- 1508) and Section 309 of the Clean Air Act.

The praposed action is the development of a 14-mile Jong Buy Rapid Transit (BRT)
aystem, which would operate on an at-grade corridor beginning at (he existing Mewro Red Line
North Hollywood station and extend westwand slong the former Southern Pacific milroad dghe-
of-way to Warner Ceater. The BRT would operate in an exclusive busway and would include
thirteen stations and five new park-and-ride facilities. In addition 10 this Full BRT Alterative, the
DEIS evaluates a Lankershim/Oxnard On-Street Alignment Alicrastive, which substitutes an on-
séreet section for she exclusive busway along the eastern portion of the corridor. The DEIS also

-includes 2 No Action Altemative, Transponation Sysiem Manag {TSM) Al ive, and a
Mini Operable Seg (MOS) Al ive. The TSM Al ive would provide low-cost,
non-capital i miuuwc enhancemenis to the existing transit system, and the MOS vmu!d ioclude a
shorter t ¥ seps with L service along the rest of the conridor. The Jull BRT, the
Lankershim/Oxnard On-Stroet Alignment, and the MOS all include cnhanced cross-Valley bus
service, A Preferred Alternative has not been identified.

EPA is highly supportive of the San Femando Valley Bast-West Transit Corrider concept.
EPA encourages profects that reduce vehicle miles tcsveled (VMT) by providing communitics
with viable options to driving. This is parcicularly imp in heavily congested areas with
employment and activity centers conducive to supporting transit. EPA sppiauds both the project
poals to increase transit ridership and o roduce sir pollution and the 1os Angelu counly
Metropoliten Transportation Authority’s (MTA) i to use low emi ive
fucied teansit vehicles. We look forward 1o the suceessful implementation of this project.

There are many meritorious clements of this project, including the incorporation of the
planned City of Los Angeles bike path, attention (o station design and public an, utilization of s

B2-1

Response to Letter B2

Comment B2-1

The United States Environmental Protection Agency’s (USEPA’s) support
for the BRT project is acknowledged for the record.

Comment B2-2

The conformity analysis for the TSM Alternative has been included in the
Final EIS/EIR.

Comment B2-3

The revised pollutant emissions have been included in Table 4-28.
Additionally, a mitigation measure has been incorporated into the EIS/EIR
in Section 4-7.5.3c such that reactive organic gases (ROG) emissions for the
MOS would be reduced to levels that do not exceed the Federal Conformity
Criteria for bus operations. Commuter rail/diesel emissions that may occur
would be associated with Metrolink operations, for which operating
parameters and mitigation members are under the control of the Southern
California Regional Rail Authority. No modifications to current or already
planned Metrolink service are proposed as part of the BRT project.

Comment B2-4

The United States Environmental Protection Agency provides four
recommendations to be incorporated in the EIS/EIR. These
recommendations refer back to Comments B2-2 and B2-3. Please see the
responses to these comments. Information regarding a mitigation measure
to reduce bus-related ROG emissions has been incorporated into the
EIS/EIR. (See Section 4-7.5.3c.)
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Advanced Travelers” Information Systemn, and a commitment to recyeling construction materials,

Hawever, the document does net provide sufliicient infarmation. particularly with regard to air
quality impacts, the provision of Park and Ride facilines, and Environmenial Justice impacts.
We are pasticulurly concenied about the adequacy of the conformily detertunation for this
project, as well as g iale dences of Nutional Ambient Air Quality Standards during
construction. Based on these concemns, we have rated the document EC-2, Environmental
Concerns-nsufficient Information. Please sec the altxched Rating Factors for a deseription of
our raung system. Since « Preferred Altemative hus not been identified, shis rating applies to
each af the alternatives presented in the documenl.

Anachedisadetaibol st ad EBAS quo fations. for dbe Yipa-BIS . you hav: any
quentiomiplease-foel free 4o contact-mear-Nova Blazey, the prisary paison working on this
project, Nova Blazej can be seached at 415-744.2089 o blazej.nova@epa.gov.

Sincerely,

?I/;‘Tt(ca.. k?(é(/th, /7&’1/"3. 7)4"
Lisa B. Hanf, Manager
Vedera) Activities Office

Atachinents: Summary of CPA Rating, Delinitions
Detailed Comments

o« Kevin Michel, MTA

SUMMARY OF EPA RATING DEFINITIONS

This rating system was dcvcloped asa mr:am losmnmum EPA's kwe of concern with a :lmpnscd action
Thcmhng,sarca birats f Tphat for evahration of the ] impacts of the

proposat and i for evauats of the aik of 1he EIS
ENVIRGNMENTAL IMPACT OF TUE ACTION
Lo~ {IAck of Uh}ﬁiwnr)
The FPA rovicw lias not sdontiliod any g lmpans guiting sub ive changes t the
proposal. The review muay have disclosed for appl of nitig that could be

accomplished with e more than minat dm.npzs tothe Wsal

Wikt deonmcat G cens)
Tie EPA n:ucv. has identificd environmental lmpncts that rlwuld bc avmdcd in oidct © full} pmcc: the

wthep
rcasuics that can reduce ¥ie ennmnml.\! nnpnd EPA would fike to work with the kead apeacy 4o reduce
these inypacts.

EGY (Envihmmlll Objections)
'|he F.PA seview has wotifi m,mﬁeum A | impacts that must be avoided in onder 1o provide
Eor G i tay requite substantial chanpes to the preferred
ﬂwnw«mmofmmherwqm ive {including the no action al Ve Or 3 new

alternative) EPA intends 1o work with the kead agency o resuce tese impacts.

"EUT (Envirenmentally Unsatisfacteny)
The EPA review has identified adverse eavirommental imgrcts that are of sufficient magnitude that they are
isfactory from the siandpoint of public bealth or weifare or coviromnental quality, EPA intends to work
with the kend agency 10 reduce these impacts. 1 the potentially unsatistactory impacts are not corrected at the
Sinat EIS stage, this propossl will be recommendod for referral o the CEQ.

Catcgory 17 (Adequate)
U’Abdmﬂ:edmﬂﬂ.’hduqu*lylds"" the (s} of e prficrred aliemative and those
ol the projoct or action. Noﬁndua:ﬂmw&moﬂmmumy

hﬂﬂnmmynmbedﬂmofdmtyhg]ugweuuﬁm

*Category 2" (Insufficieni Information)
The draft EIS doss nor contais sufficient infarmation for EPA to fully assers environmenta! impacts that shookd
u-wummﬁnymumuuemmmmaammuymm

sliematives that are within the of ul l, in the draft EIS, whick could redoct the
mmmmorm.mmmwm jon, data, analyses. o discussion shoald
bé includoed in the final EIS,
“Category 3* (Inadequet)

EPA does not believe that the draft E2S adegy P iafly significant eonvi ] Joypacts of the
sction, ox the EPA revicwer has jdentifiod pow, iy svaibabic alicriatives that sre cutside of the spectrem
«mehummmmumwnmwmuwywt
environroental impacts. EPA believes that the idontified additional inft data, of

of suth & tugnituds that they should bave G pablic roview at a draft stage. Bl’Adosnotbebevcﬂﬂﬂmdnﬁ

mumhhmdnnmmmmmm.wmmuwumm
ilabh ina supplemontal or revisod draft B1S, On the basis of the potential significant

mmmmwmuamhmmum‘q

*From EPA Mamaal 1640, “Policy sad Proosderes for tae Revicw of Foders] Actiouns Impacting the Eaviconment,”
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US. EPA DETATLED COMMENTS
SAN FERNANBO VALLEY EAST-WEST TRANSIT CORRIDOR DEIS

AR

Operarion

EPA is concerned about she adeguacy of the conformity analysis included in the DEIS. The
document comectly cites Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) 40 Part 51, which states that &
conformity analysis would be requised should criteria poliutants emitted by the proposed project
exceed the amounts listad wn Table 4.22 when compared to futere ro project conditions {pd-
180). . Actording 10 Tables 4-24 and 4-27, hoth the MOS and the 'TSM altematives exceed the
Federal Conformity Crlteria for Rewctive Ozgatie Gases (ROG) by § ton por yeur when compared
1o the No Action Alternative. {The DEIS acknowledpes that the MOS Alternative excecds
Federal Confonmity Criteria for ROG, but doca nol scknowledge that the TSM Alicmative also
exceeds Federal Conformity Critesia for ROG.) Because of these excecdances, a confosmity
analysis is required.

In addition, Table 4-28 incomectly swares that the change in ROG cmissions ander the MOS
Allemative is zeso, whes, in fuct, the change is 11 tons per year (Tablc 4-27). Forther, under
Miligation Measures (p.4-195), the DEIS states that the increase in ROG emissions is mostly
generated by the increase in comaniter ratl VM and that mitigation mecasures arc not available
ta reduce ROG cmissions generated by © rail. This analysis and mitigation measure is
imuflicient 10 meet the purpose and intent of 40 CFR Part S1.

Reconunendations:

. Clearly state in the document that the TSM Alicrative exceeds the Federal Conformnity
Criera for Reactive Organic Gases (ROG) hy l ton per yw when compared o the No
Action Aliernative and that a conf y is is

. Arcnd Table 4-28 to include the corveet ROG emissions under the MOS aliernative,

. ‘The statement in the DEIS that the i in ROG emissions is masily g d by the
mcn:asc in commuter mil VMT is unclesr. It is not clear which “commuter rail VMT™ is

d. in dddition, the that mitigati are not available to reduce

ROG emi S by ter ruil is not sofficient (p.4-195). In the Final IS,
provide more information about the referenced “commuter mil”, and why mitigation’
CARUTTS mnybc linuled

. Provide app i to reduce ROG emissions sufficiently to bring
the MOS and TSM alwma(mvcs into compliance with CFR 40 Pant 51,

AR

construction activities for the Full BRT Alernative will resalt in the emission of particulaie

B2-2

B2-3

B2-4

Construction B2-5
The DEIS refers 1o the foct that, even with the impl ion of mi 1

EPA Comments: Son Fernando Ean-West Transi Corvidor Vof4
duly, 2001

Comment B2-5

The recommendations provided by the USEPA have been incorporated into
the EIS/EIR. A list of sensitive receptors adjoining the construction area for
each of the build afternatives has been included in the EIS/EIR. The
emissions calculations in the EIS/EIR assume that construction would occur
along the 14-mile corridor during a typical construction day. However, it is
anticipated that construction equipment would not be in operation during
the entire workday, but rather during only a portion of the workday.
Additionally, it is unlikely that the use of construction equipment would be
concentrated in a certain spot in the construction area for extended periods
of time. Instead, it is anticipated that construction equipment would be used
at different parts of the 14-mile construction site during the workday. Any
adverse air quality impacts associated with the use of construction
equipment would be short-term at sensitive receptor locations. Mitigation
measure AQ-C1 would reduce construction equipment emissions of PMj,.
It should be noted that a majority of the PM,, emissions are generated from
earthmoving activities, which would occur during the excavation/aggregate
base placement phase of construction. This time period will be limited in
duration. Implementation of mitigation measures AQ-C2 to AQ-C9 are
expected to substantially reduce emissions of PMy,, particularly during the
excavation/aggregate base placement phase of construction. All reasonable
efforts will be pursued to reduce PM;, emissions.

Comment B2-6

United States Environmental Protection Agency suggests that providing
3,000 new park-and-ride spaces could induce parking demand and increase
VMT. Most park-and-riders are choice riders, i.e. transit riders that are
diverted from the automobile and therefore would contribute to a reduction
in VMT, not an increase. Table 3-8 shows that the BRT system will reduce
overall system-wide VMT compared to the No Build alternative. By
providing sufficient park-and-ride spaces at the BRT stations, riders are
encouraged to take transit for a significant portion of their commute.
Providing adequate park-and-ride supply at urban and suburban transit
stations is essential to attracting new transit riders. Please see table 3-22 for
an explanation of the parking demand. Please also refer to the response to
Comment B2-9.
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matler kess Wt ten micions (PMID) in exceedance of the South Coust Air Quality Management 4
Distnict’s (SCAQMD) sigmiticance threshold ¢p 5-32). Recause the Sooth Coast Awr Basin is in
Ecrionus son-atlaitent for PMI0. all sieps shoukd be 1aken 1o reduce these emissions. The
comstrugtion penod will st two years and will impact residences and schools, potential koecations
of xensitive receprors. Jor these reasons, sieps showld be taken 1o reduce all air emissions from
project conalmuction

Reconpnendattons:

. In the Air Construction Impaces sechion (5.8 2 3(a)) include 2 clear statement (g, even
with Lhe implementation of mitiganon mwssares, M0 cinissions frm the constiuction
of healislL BRI Akcmaivamould ¢ xceed she significance threshold catshhsbed by the
SCAQMD. Also include s saet T st the Souh Coast Air Basia i8 in serioss non-
sltainmeni for PMIL0O.

. Identify sensitive reveplars within the construction arce.

. Muke a nor-nggotizble commitment 1o the aif quality mitigation measires, Iy ihe
mitigalion measuros [ixted, replace the word “should™ or with “shali.” For exmaple,
change “Construction comracts shonkit exphicitly stipulate that all diesel power equipment
should be properly wned and maintzined” 10 "Construction contracts shalf explicitly
stipulate that afl diescl power equipsient sftall be peapesly tuned and maintained.” Make
this change fromn *“should” 1o “shall” in the sentence, “Law sulfur fuel shell be used for
construction equipment™ ¢p.5-34).

. Provide details on bow the use of on-site diesct constnuction equipmenl wilt be
minimized, especially in arcas with sensitive roceptors, such as scheols and residences,

LARK AND RIDE

EPA is concemed about the proposal to provide 3.000 new park-and-ride spaces. Whike we
understand the operational importance of providing casy patron access to the transit facility, EPA
strongly encourages strategics (o reduce VMT. The new Oxnand/Van Nuys and
Oxnard/Sepatveda park-and-ride facilitics will together provide 2,260 new patking spaces,
including an excess of 345 parking spaces sbove the projected demand. The volumne of parking
proposcd, as well as the excess parking spaces, has the potemial 1o induce parking demand and
increase VMT.

EPA is also concemed that the Oxnard/Van Nuys park-and-ride facility may have Enviconmental
Justice impacts, The OxnardVan Nuys station is Jocated ia an arca that is 70 per cent minority
with the second lowesl averzpe per capita income in the xudy area ($14,580) (p.4-83). The EIS
should discuss whether the community around the Oxnard/Van Nuys station is equally served by
the park-and-ride facility or whether the iy is bearing disproposti eavi 1]

impacts by park-and-ride users from outside the community.

EFA Caments; Son Fernande Eot-West Traniw Cocridor 24
July, 2001

B2-5
cont'd

B2-8

B2-7

Comment B2-7

The statement in the Draft EIS/EIR that is referenced in the comment was a
typographical error and has been deleted in the Final EIS/EIR. As Table 4-
8 indicates, the demographic characteristics of the Van Nuys/Oxnard station
area are generally consistent with both the Valley and the City, and are not
indicative of potential environmental justice concerns. In addition, no
comments related to environmental justice issues have been received from
members of the community in this station area.

Comment B2-8

The air quality analysis in Section 4-7.3.3 of the EIS/EIR provides an
analysis of the potential air quality impacts associated with the park-and-
ride facilities. CO concentrations were estimated based on lot capacity and
lot demand for each of the facilities. As shown in the analysis, the park-
and-ride facilities are not anticipated to violate the Federal CO standard.

Comment B2-9

The MTA considers the multi-modal linkages, both existing and planned, to
be one of the primary strengths of the project. As part of the project, the
service frequencies of the MTA's existing local north/south service will be
increased.

Generally, the BRT right-of-way is approximately 100 feet wide, of which
only 26 feet are required for the busway. In the space remaining,
approximately 15 feet have been reserved for bike and pedestrian paths,
which will provide additional means of access from adjacent neighborhoods
to each station.

The MTA’s Long Range Plan has identified Van Nuys Boulevard as one of
the near term corridors that will have north/south Metro Rapid Bus Services
added. This will provide express service along Van Nuys Boulevard that
will be time-competitive with the automobile.  The Governor's
Transportation Initiative has also earmarked $100 million additional dollars
to improving north/south transit in the San Fernando Valley, and the Van
Nuys corridor has been identified as one of the primary corridors that might
have improved transit service as a result. The MTA is currently in the
process of procuring a consultant to begin the Major Investment Study and
the Van Nuys corridor will be one of the alternatives looked at in the study.
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Reconumendarions:

. Provide a clear y of the methodology used 10 & total daily ridershiz
mode of access, ond the split between euto-based trips. Provide information that supports
the need for 3,000 new parking spaces.

. Discuss who the Oxnard/Van Nuys park-and-ride facility would serve, i.c., where do the
park and ridz riders originate. Discuss wheiher the minorily community in the
Oxnand/Ven Nuys station area is equally served by the park-and-ride facilities and include
this discussion in the Envieonmental Justice section.

. Include sn anslysis of the | ink for induced parking d d and ialed traffic IBZ-G 8
circulation and air quatity impacts, !

. Mrmiceies pad and gida fcilities to the greatesy extent possible. IB2-6

. Discussio grearrdetil the muhi-nredal aptions for finking to the proposed project. |B2-6

. Cousider using park-and-ride funds to isprove multi-modal options for linking (o the B2-9
proposed project. I

|B2-1 0

|82-6

B2-7

. Any park-and-ride facility that is provided shoutd include features 10 reduce non-point
source pollution from the parking facilitics, such as specific landscape designs and
technigues that will reduce stormwater rinoff and pravide oa-site treatment,

CUMULATIVE IMPACTS

The DEIS includes a section on Clnulative Impacts that reviews each of the study arcas
addressed in Chapler 4. such as Land Use and Development, Acquisitions and Displacetnents,
etc. The Cumulative Impacts section would be Improved by focusing instead on resources st risk
and assessing the cumulative impacts 1o those specific resources. Resources at risk for llus

B2-11

project would include air quality, water quality, [ ion, and, § {y
cohegion or resources, EPA would be glad 1o provide FTA and MTA with nddmonal gmdancc
on this topic.

VE P! 3

The DELS mentions that if cucalyplus trees are removed, trees of similar quality shatt be replaced B2-12
in the Chandler Boulevard median (5-28). Under Executive Order $3112, dated February 3,
1999, projects which accur on federal Jands or are fcdcraltyfunded must: tubject to the
availabitity of appropriati and within Admini; budgcetary limits, use relevant programs
and authorities fo: 1) prevent the Introduction of invasive species; if) detett and respond rapidly
10, and control, populauons of such species in & cost-cfiective and environmentally sound
manner; iii) meni species populalions socurately and relisbly; end iv) provide for
restoration of nati ve specics and habitat cond-uom in ecosysiems that have boen invaded ™

Recommendotion;
. In compliance with E.O. 13112, EPA highly ds that all landscaping and
replacement of metire trocs be done with native, drought-folerant planis and trees,

EPA Conumenty: Son Fernands Ean West Tramsil Coecidor Jof4
Tuty, 2004

There will be a kiss-and-ride drop-off area located at the stations.

It must be recognized that Valley residents are highly auto dependent and
will use cars to access park-and-ride lots. This is evidenced at the Red Line
station in North Hollywood, where the parking facilities have continually
needed to be expanded since opening day. This experience as well as
numerous comments throughout the public participation process resulted in
the conclusion that significant park-and-ride lot spaces will be needed to
satisfy MTA customers, including those in the Van Nuys area. While MTA
shares the goal that it would be preferable to have patrons access the BRT
via transit, bikes, and walking, it is necessary to recognize that many of
them will prefer or need to drive to the BRT stations.

Comment B2-10

The park-and-ride facilities will be designed so that there will be minimal
run-off onto adjacent properties. Best Management Practices will be
utilized at park and ride facilities. Please also see the response to Comment
BS8-8.

Comment B2-11

The cumulative effects analysis has been prepared in accordance with
applicable regulations (40 CFR 1508.7) and the Council on Environmental
Quality guidance (“Considering Cumulative Effects Under the National
Environmental Policy Act” [January 1997]). The MTA would welcome
additional guidance materials provided on this subject by the USEPA. In
order to provide additional focus on those resources at risk of cumulative
effects, the following conclusion has been added to the Final EIS/EIR:

4-16.2.4 Conclusion

Since all environmental effects will be sufficiently mitigated. the proposed
project will not contribute to adverse cumulative impacts. It is also

anticipated that monitoring plans and permitting requirements currently in
place will ensure that potential water quality and air quality effects will be
addressed. Therefore, there will be no cumulative impacts to the total
effects on any resource, ecosystem, or human community.

San Fernando Valley
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STORA ND MA S EAC A

The DE!S pmvndu litcke information on the acrivitics that will take place i in the BRT slonge and
maintenance facilities. There is also no discussion of how hazardous materials/chemicals used
on site will be stored and disposed. EPA strongly supp the impl ian of polluti

prevemtion practices in flect maintenance and hus developed specific pollution prevention
puidance.

Recommendations:

. Pravide greater detzil on the activitics tat will tuke place in the BRT storage and
maintenance facilities.

- Ontlion the reglatary i 1% for handling b

veasie in the iterage ond
maintenance faciiities, as well as the puliulluu preventian and industry housckecping
practices Ihat will be employed on site. Far more informalion on fleet maintenance
pellution prevention techniques, please see EPA’s web site at:
hitpffwww eps govirecion09/pdlautofleey).

The Resource Conservation & Recovery Act (RCRA) Scetion 6002 requires federal, state, locat
gencics, wad Ueir that use appropri ‘fodeml funds to purchasc PI‘AM@:M
yoled materials, including EPA-designated p R i md d
producis. In addition, EPA supports d ion and ials reuse in proj ce
" e d

Revonunendation:

4 Commit to materisls rouse, where appropriate and feasible, and include & to
the Buy-Recycled requirements. For further details, please scc EPA’s web site 1
hitpuffwww.cpa.govicop.

TEXT CLARIFICATION
The DEIS uses 1990 Census data. Since some 2000 Census data hiat boen released, it would be
ppropriate to include a garding why 1990 Census data is used.

Recommendation:
. If available, use 2000 Census data.

EPA Commenss: Sam Fernande East-West Fracait Corridor dof4
July, 2004

B2-13

|B2-t4

B2-15

Comment B2-12

The landscaping contract specifications will comply with E.O. 13112, The
goal is to achieve an attractive and easily maintained landscape using
drought-tolerant, mostly native species. Most of the vegetation will be
comprised of indigenous plants found in the inland foothills. Some non-
native (but non-invasive) species will be used that tolerate similar
conditions.

The areas near the stations and the park and ride lots will receive
supplemental irrigation and hence more ornamental type plants can be used.
These include, California Fan Palm, Madrone, Pasadena Oak, Manzanita,
and Willow species. See Appendix K for the landscape palette.

The majority of the landscaping will occur along the length of the corridor
between the stations. Plants will be used that can survive without
supplemental irrigation beyond the establishment period. Species will also
be grouped together to support pollinators and small fauna. In these areas,
expected species include California Sycamore, Coast Live Oak, California
Black Walnut, Black Sage and Buckwheat.

Comment B2-13

The proposed BRT project would not require additional bus storage or
maintenance facilities. As is noted in Section 2-2.6.1, existing MTA Bus
Divisions 8 and 15 are envisioned to house and maintain the additional
buses required for the BRT system. At both locations, adequate capacity is
available for this purpose. Existing hazardous materials handling and
pollution prevention procedures will be followed, as they are at present.

Comment B2-14

To the extent practicable and appropriate, MTA will use recycled materials
in the construction of the BRT project, and the design-build specifications
will be prepared to reflect that policy.

Comment B2-15

The comment is correct that 1990 U.S. Census data were used in the Draft
EIS/EIR, and that some portions of the 2000 U.S. Census have subsequently
become available. The Final EIS/EIR retains the 1990 U.S. Census data

San Fernando Valley
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because not all variables (e.g., those variables derived from 2000 Census
Summary File 3) and not all geographic levels (i.e., blocks and block
groups) have been released. At present, only the 1990 U.S. Census data
provide demographic information that is consistent across all variables and
all geographic levels.
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Comment Letter B3 Response to Letter B3
STATFE OF CSUITORNTY 22

2 ".‘ ql R . .
. e . . earinghouse processing of the document is noted for th .
Governor’s Office of Planning and Rescarch ('&”) g processing cument is n e record
State Clearinghouse o
a avis Stevy Nigsvn
NERANUK ARLITRTE
SCANNED
July 3, 2001
' IN RMC
J
Kevin Michel UL n 9 2001
Los Angetes County Metropolitan T jon Ambosity, FTA
One Gateway Plaza
MS99 228

Low Angeles. CA 9001 2-2052

Subject: San Fenmbo Valicy Bast- Weat Transit Conxdor
BCH# 1983101050

Deat Kevin Michel:

The State Clearinghonse submutied the shove named Join Dovumecnt fo selected state agencics o teview.
On she enclased Document Details Repott please note that the Clearinghouse hay listed the state agenwies
that reviewed your ducummnt. Thie review praied shsed on July 3, 2000, aad the camments froot U
rexpoming agency {ies} is {arc) enclosed, B dris communm package is ot in ceder, please solify the State
Cleannghouse sediately  Please refet 1o the projest's ien-digit State Clearingbouse number an fisture
COmESPORience 1o thy we Ay tesporsd pronptly.

Please note that Section 2t 104¢c) of the California Public Resources Code states thar:

"A zesporsibls or other prablic ageney shall aly inake subsandive comments regaiding theose
nctviies mvolved in 4 praject which are within un aeca o expertise of the agency ot which are
required th 3¢ carmed o1 or approved by the agency. These commems shal! be supported by
specific ducunwentation.”

These comments are forwanded fot use in preparing your final enve I . Should you need
inaee informanen or clarification of the enclosed comments, we recommyend that you comact the
commenling agency direaly

Thas letter acknowdedpes that you have complied with the State Clraritnghodse revies: pequremwnis Sor draft
environnienial documents, pussust to the Celifornia Eavisonmeatsi Quality Acv. Pleave cuntacy e Susie
Clearighouse at (416} £45.661 1 if you have any uestions seganding the cavironmental review progess.

Swuxerely,
Teny Roberts
Semnr Planner, State Clearimghonse

Enclosutes
ct: Resoutees Agency

Moo IR FRESLREI T RO EOV a8 NACHANT SO, C A IIKRNTA g3n2 - Mvge
Sl aqd EhEs 1R DIk AD IR RUNPRC LG K £ ARTRGHOUSEIFD

R
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Document Details Report
State Clearinghouse Data Bass

Document Detalls Roport
SCHE 1995101080
Project Titfe  San Famanto Valley East-West Transk Conidor 8tate Clearinghouse Data Base
Losd Agency Lot Angelus Counly
e J0 doat Date Recoived 0511872001 Start of Revicw 05(16/2001 End of Review 0THN2001

Descripfion  The proposed project would consist of Bees alematives Jor the San Famando Valey East-West
Transkt Corridor: 1) No Build Al e 2} Systom (TSM): snd
3) Bus Rapid Transit (BRT} The BRT hay oo £ the FUl BRT,
Lankershim/Omnard On-Sbeet and M Operatae Sag (MO8). The t4-ovelong

BRY wouid oparale on an at-grade comidor begining al the sxisting Mo Red Line Rotth Hollywood
Slation B eatond westward uiony tha lormer Southem Facific Burban Branch Raéroad comidor ko
Wamer Corer. A Solad of 13 safions (spaced approximately 1 mbe apsnt)} would be provided.
On-shrort Lus temind woukd be provided at the sastem and wostom onds of the corridor, with the
oxclusive busway portion of the coridor running from the vicinity of Eve North Hollywood termtinus of
tha Metro Red Line ot the east end lo Variol at the west end. In addilion (0 & Full SRT Aiemative, 8
Larkersim/Ounsrd On-stroed Alignmond i beleg asa ig! 1o the Chandior
Boulsvard portion of e £omoor,

Lead Agency Contact
Name  ¥ovin Michet
Agency 103 Angoles County Metapolitan Transportation Authorty, FTA
Phone  2135922.2854 Fax
ol
Address  One Gateway Plaza
MS 29 72.5
Chy Los Anguivs Stae CA  ZIp 90012-2052

Project Location
County Los Angcles
City  Los Angates, Ciy of

Region
Cross Streals  Wamer Conler o North Holywood Melrg Red Line Station
Parcel No. 403
Townatip Range Section Bass
Proximity to:

Highways  SRI7C. RITO, US 101
Airports  Van Ruys
Raltways  UPRR, Burbank Beanch
Wawrways  Los Aogoios River {phus obvers)
Schaols  Los Anguius USD, Los Angetas Community Colloge District,
Land Use  Varous

Froject insuey A ; A Csalty, Aech jo-Hislonic: Drainage/Absorpiion; Jobs; Fiscal
Impacls: Flood Plain/Floodng; ok Noise; Popuati vy Bolance; Public Servkas;
RacreaionParks; Schoolt/Univorsities; ToxicHazandous, Trafciircuinben; Walet Quality: Growth
fducing, Londuse, Cumulative Effocts

g Agency: D of C ion; D of Fish et Game, Reglon 5; Ofice ol
gencles  Higloric D of Parks and ion: Caltrans, Distdcl 7; Depastmsat o4
Hausing and Ci e i ol Hoatth Servicas; Staln Waer Rotources
Control Board, Clean Water Program; Regionsl Wtler Qusilty Control Bomd, Region 4; Calfornla
Enongy C ion; Nabve o Harilage Comemi Publc Utilias Commission; State Lands
Commission

Noly. Blanks in data fields rosull from insufficient informabon provided by load agancy.

Noter: Blanks 1 421 Dol 1eeuk from isuficient informstion provided by isad sgency.
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Response to Letter B4

Comment B4-1

STATS.QF CASman TIE 120U NCES ACEHCY — oy O Goiner

DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND GAME A preconstruction bird survey by a qualified biologist will be performed in
( @ the immediate vicinity of the project site. It is unlikely that any raptor nests

Fo learazs (/\0,0"41\0\ will be located on the project site, based on observations conducted to date.

\ . Should any sensitive species be identified, provisions will be made at that
A "y June 22, 2001 / RER:
814,

ECE]VED. time, including appropriately sized buffer zones. Appropriate restrictions
W g 5 a7 / will be specified in the design-build contract.
Mr. Kevin Michet

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transit Awthority 2«

1 Gateway Plaza, Mail Stop 99-2-5 (MTA) R

201 North Figuceoa Street, Sie 1460 e
Los Angelkes, Californin 90012

Dear Mr. Michet:
Dreft Eaviroamental Impact Reporl/Envi I Imvpact Stat t for

Sua Fermando Valicy Fast-West Transit Corridor
SCHN 1995101650, Los Angeles County

The Department of Fish and (:am: (l‘ riment) apy this

PP ity to
on the Draft Env (31 Repo i '} Impw\ (DE im.ﬁ)for the
above-referenced project, relative to i 10 biological The propesed project
invohves the consiruction of a 14-mile “nn 2 cmnndo V-Ilc-y L:s(-Wcs: Transit Comridor. Three
shematives including & No Project, Transp (TSB) and a Bus Rapid
Transit (DRT) System are discussed. The proposed project will pass through predominately
urbanized arcas of the San Fernande Valley and will also cross several drainages including the Los
Angees River,

'f“lwfoilowmg ond havo been prepared p tothel 's

{CEQA Section 15)86) and p to our suthosity as » Resy "'AgcmyumaC'CQA
Secﬁmlﬁﬂm\h-scasmasofﬁcmﬂmdpmjedlhleonwm!almmwom:
California Endungered Specics Act (Fish and Game Code Section 2050 ot soq) and Fish and
Game Code Section 1600 et soq.:

impacts (o Biological Resources

The DEIR/DELS acknowledges potential adverse impacts 10 nesting birds from disturbances io

non-native landscaping. The Department concurs with the propesals fn the EIR/EIS 10 avoid the

breeding bird scason and/or active nests following nesting surveys within the construction zones.

The Pep further 1s & S00-foot bufTer around all active raplor nests. The B4' 1
brecding season for some specics of raptoss such as rod-taikat howk, red-shouldered hawk and

areal-homed owl may commence as carly as Febeury 1. These species of raptoes will nest in

urbanized arcas with suflicient nest trees er structures and o should ulso be considered in any

preconstraction nesting bied suevey,
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Mr. Kevin Michel
Los Angeks County Mctropolitan Transit Authority

June 22, 2001
Page 2

Imppets to Drainages
The DEIS/DEIR acknowledges that the prop

pﬁwﬂlw-mﬂdnmamm

the Los Angeles River. As mitigation for potential ady
sisted on page NtoflbeDElSleRum'mmAwﬂoomythcunn l6000f|.be

Californin Fish and Game Code to ensure that

ion of corridor wgs over the Los

Angles River and other drainages do not violute 1hese laws.

L

The Dep does not consider simply the acknowledgmenl to comply with
lpp&lhhﬂlﬁunﬁn?shmdﬂumcdemwearbnmmmu
-deqmuumfor 10 these A Streambed Ak

\gs P t and the Lead Agency may be required for any
teration of drei inted with the proposed project,

The Dep "s i ofa bed alterati b considered 2
pm}anlhllsubpaloCEQA. Tohdmwmofthemthe
Department #s s responsible agency ander CEQA may consider the local |
jurisdiction’s (lead agency) document for the project. To minimize additional
MWWWWWCEQAMMMSMNMM{,
1he potentinl impects to any drainage or riparian and provide adk
mdmee,mkmmmrﬂorig-dnpoﬂngmmsbrmofﬂw
agreement. The DEIR/DEIS does 10t provide the level of detail at this time to
faciBitate the Dep ‘st ofa bed Maodification of the
propooedpm,cu bcnquedloawﬂmmhmstoamgs.m
mmn«vwn(m)mnwmwm

1n conclusion, the Departrient recommends thed the above concems be addressed in the
Finad EIR/ELS peior certification of this document.

Thank you for this opportunity to

on this proposed project. Qv regarding

this letter and further coordination on these issues should be directed to Mr. Scott Hasris,
Associate Wildiife Biologist st (818) 360-8140.

cc:  Morgsn Wehtje, Camaritlo - DFG
Retty Cowrtncy, Newhall - DFG
State Clearinghouse, Sacramento

SHarric:sh/st
Fik:Chron

B4-2

Comment B4-2

There are five water crossings along the proposed BRT at the following
locations: Caballero Creek, the Los Angeles River, Bull Creek, the Tujunga
Wash, and the Central Branch of the Tujunga Wash. Construction at all
drainage crossings will be limited. The most extensive is the replacement
of the bridge footings at the Los Angeles River. After the footings are
removed and replaced, the channel lining will be restored to the current
condition. This is the only site where construction will occur directly in a
drainage channel. At Caballero Creek the current box culvert will be
extended 20 feet to the north and 30 feet to the south. The bridge at Bull
Creek will be widened. At the Tujunga Wash the bridge will be raised. No
construction will take place on the culvert at the Central Branch of the
Tujunga Wash.

The Department of Fish and Game will be notified of this project prior to
construction. All five drainages are concrete lined. The construction will
not require diversion (temporary or permanent) of the flow of water at any
crossing.  Construction-related pollution reaching the water will be
managed by adherence to NPDES standards. Some vegetation is present
100 yards downstream of the Los Angeles River and 20 yards downstream
at Bull Creek. In both these areas no sensitive species were identified.
Temporary and permanent impacts to plant communities will be minimal at
most. For these reasons significant harm to wildlife populations is not
anticipated and the necessity of a Streambed Alteration Permit does not
appear likely.
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Responise to Letter B5

STATROF CALIPORNTA - BUSINESE. TIANS FORTATION AND HOUSING AGINCY GRAY DAVIS, (owtreor
—— —— Comment B5-1
T T NCEOR o0 As requested, MTA will coordinate with Caltrans regardi k
BT - As requested, garding any work on
oL 12 $97 6696 ATSS: b 647.669% JGRICEQA 4010580 altrans right-of-way.
FAX: QIR 776317 mﬁ'éﬁ“.'-fm Sen Fernando Valley
&E&%m Comment B5-2
)
g To the extent that such restriction can be imposed without undue constraint
Coumty of Lon Amgeles T on the construction schedule, construction-related truck trips will be limited
| oy Piazg o ety RECEIVED | ... to off-peak commute periods, as requested in the comment.
Los Angoles, CA 50012 JUL LY 7h0¢ 7-83~0f
{a7e
e STATECLEARINGHOUSE €
Thaak you for including the California D ol Ti X ! peview process

for the above mentioned roject, Based 00 the information reocived, vehlve the fdkm canmenis

Coordination with the California Department of Transportstion Office of Public Teansportation,
Rail, snd Sturmwater Coordination will be noodod in respect 10 orasier couperative sgroements
and fund transfer agreements. 85..1

Anyuwtmhepnfumdwi&n%ll@l-o{nywﬂ!uu!m?mmdmaﬂ?unl fam the
California Departnan of Transpartation. Trallkc M: Plans will be neoded 1o address
y construction telxted streot detours, lane closunes and parking fesirictions which may have an
impact on frcewny on/ofl raanps.

We recommend the! constrection related truck trips on Seate highways be Limited to off-peak
commude periods. l 85’2

I yot: have mny questionn regarding aur respanse, refer ko o internal SGRACEGA Record # ov070580, andd
Ploase do not heyitate to oontact me 2t (213) 897429,

Sincerety,
Origtnal Signed By Cur Shitgs

STEPHEN BUSWELL
HGR/CEQA Program Manager

cc: M. Scott Morgan, Stste Cloaringhoure
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STATF OF CALIYOQRNDA JULlBDZpr
Governor's Office of Planning and Researcﬁm AMC (

State Clearinghouse 4
Gray Daves Sieve Nosen
TANT R LA ACE

July 13, 2001

Kevin Michel

Los Angeles County Metropolin Tranaporttion Authority, FTA

One Gatewsy Plazs

M5 99223

Lo3 Angeles, CA %0012-2951

Sobject: San Fenaoda Valley Fast- West Tramsit Cornder
JCHI: 1995101050

Dear Kevin Miched,

“The enclased comement {3} on your Joint Ducurment was (wer) received by the Siate Clearinghouse afler the
end of the state review period, which closed on July 3, 2001, We are runnmhn; 1hese cominents 10 you
because iy provide information of raise issues that shoukd be add d ins yout sl epyi

docurent,

The Cabifornia Eavisanmenta] Qualily Act Lluu it ltqlmc Lead Agencics o sespond (o Jate conuneats.
However, we you i T these ashd | inlo your final environmental
document and 1o cmrda them priof 10 taking ﬁnll action oa the proposed project.

Please contact the State Clearinghouse a1 {316) 4450611 if yoa have any questions concoming the
envirommental eview process. 1€ you have o question regardiog the above-named project, phease refer ta
the ten-digit State Clearinghouse mumber {1995 101050} when contacting this office.

Sinccacly,

\44/-7,54%2.—

Senior Plannet, State Cleariaghouse

ATTH Y
c¢: Resources Agency

408 TEXTH STROET PaOv % soqd a6 BAMEN 1O, CANIFORNTA 258825044
R4S FAN DIA- 3750508 BRTOFLL OOV TE CRENGUOSE M

o
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Comment Letter B6

STATE OF CALIFORNUA~ BUNNESE, TRANSPORTATION, AND HOUSHR] AQENCY GRAY DARS,

DEPARTMENT QF IMNM’ORTATK)N
DESTRKT 1, 130 30, SPRING 3T,

LO ANGELES, €8 Sol1i3 bit

T 1133 hai e

2, @

/‘g"'

Mr. Ervia Pola

Federst Tramsli Adealuistration “;«t
Metrepolitan (Hitlce -4

201 Ne. Figueroa Strret B

Suite 1460 “3\
Las Aegeles, CA 90012 X

RE: San Feraando Valley Fast-West Teanst Corridor Draft Esvi

Dear Mr. Erviu Poka:

The Bisision of Envirosinents! Plaoaiag has compleied H” Review for the Drsht Exvirvamentsl

lmpact Statemest/'Eavironmeatsl lmpact Report of ibe propesed Sn thuh Valley Esst-West
Tramsit Corridor, We heve 1he Rollowing ond

. ARy cocroachments or casements hecessary for this preject ihat falls into Calirens’ right-of-
way seeds to be specificaliy descrided in order for Cattraxs ta conduct proper stedies.

s Specific areas of concers to Caltrans that are involved in this project Include: the project aress
surreundiog the intersections of the LA-405 and Victory Boutevard, the LA-170 and O1mard
Streel, sad the LA-178 sud Chandier Boulevard.

s Eocroack Permin or E will be required if Caheuns right-at-way Is infringed
upos.

» I impeovemrats to the existing Park snd Ride locatrd at Oxsard Stroet and the EA 10 ary
part of this preject, possibie encroackment or disturbance to Caltrams right-of-way may be
deeded. 1 cliber of these should occur, Turther cosrdination with this office Is sveded.

»  Profile Skeet No. 41 Drawisg No. C-117 (Described a Table 1-5: Traffic Coatrok Strategies
Along the San Fernands Valley Esst-West Transit) picrures the Haskell Avenws rond eatension
which wifl require coordlaxtios with Csltrans 10 determine irsfMe bapects oa the SR 403 south
on —ramp traffic kevels Wil s sigualized intermction be propesed? Also woukd there seed 1o be
2 modificd sigasi for the eccess rond to {he Park asd Ride? AN other intpucts that are 5 reselt
of Park and Ride sccess should be diacwmsed.

s Py 4282w $-19 Land Use Development Section: Ay slierations made to the ow/olf rsovps
associated with the proposed BRT Stntlens aext o the Parik and Ride lot on Oxnard and l..llul
Canyon Bivd. and SR 170 aeeds further coordinstion wick Caltrass. This lactudes sny ROW
alterations chas will afiest ibe Pack sud Ride as well

. 1o SR 405wy ing Tor stebili
engineers,

Weedds fo be appr by Caltrams

Biotory:

e Drainage systems are Jocated nesr Caltrans right of way a1 LA-485 and Victory Beulevard, LA~
17% awd Oxnurd Sirvet, snd LA- 070 28d Chandler Boalevard.

®  Stusitive warerways adjacent to Caliraas® righi-of-way in the praject sres Jucinde the
Sepubieda Dam Recreationsl Ares and the Central Branch of the Tujungs Wash Agueduct.

+  Best Menugemeat Pricsices (BMP°) should 5c implemented regarding water qusiity asd sny
debris resuiting from the proposed praject.

1 B6-1
I B6-2

l B6-3

B6-4

| B6-5
| B8-6

] B6-7
| 86-8

| B0

Response to Letter B6

Comment B6-1

MTA owns a large portion of ROW under the 1-405 overcrossing between
abutments. Proposed BRT and bikeway construction will be confined
within MTA ROW limits. Therefore, no encroachment in Caltrans ROW is
anticipated for construction of the BRT.

Comment B6-2

In the EIS/EIR the areas of concern mentioned in this comment have been
addressed extensively from a traffic and transportation standpoint. The
traffic analysis included the assessment of operating conditions at 1-405
northbound ramp/Victory Boulevard, Haskell Avenue/Victory Boulevard
(directly adjacent to 1-405), SR-170 northbound ramps/Oxnard Street,
Laure! Canyon Boulevard/Oxnard Street {(adjacent to SR-170),
Lankershim Boulevard/Chandler Boulevard (adjacent to SR-170). In
addition, drawings along the alignment at these areas of concern are
included and illustrate the relationship of the project elements with the
above state facilities.

Comment B6-3

The existing signal at Haskell Avenue will be modified to accommodate the
entrance to the park and ride facility. This intersection has been studied in
detail in the EIS/EIR (intersection #20 in Appendix I: Supplemental Traffic
Data). It was shown that this intersection would be significantly affected
under the BRT Alternative, and therefore the recommended mitigation
measure at this location is modification and re-timing of this signal.

Comment B6-4

The BRT project will not alter current conditions that affect the park-and-
ride lot located at Oxnard Street and Laurel Canyon Boulevard.

Comment B6-5

Alternate designs are being prepared as part of preliminary engineering in
coordination with Caltrans.

San Fernando Valley

East-West Transit Corridor
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& IFencranchment permin are mecemary, further coordinstion with specific phans iy necessary In
order for (kix office tn Betier sddress these biological levwes.

wral .
4+ There knodi ise of the historic

and eligibitity of the rail right-of-way. Seisg
that the rsll Noe hox been estsblished since the turm of the centary, historic snalysis should be
compitied for (he Hae simee N &5 compleiely contalaed within the preject’s Area of Polestiad
Effect.

« 1 the rall rightaf ~way hes been deicrmined pos-siigible for the National Ragistry, this
detereninntion shondd be stabed in the text to suppert the aswerthon that there are no needed

es for cultaral
o If 3n saslysis sod deicrmination Bave wot been completed for the rafl right-ofway, b
recommended (bat this review be compleied for this peoject.

Hacardous Waste:

o Page $10.A seclion d. Materials the
waste in the soll in aud surromnding the project area.

s Page 4-10.12, Figars 4-10.8, incicates that there bs sn ares of known hazardeus wrste spith seor
13 Hollywood freewny and Oznard St

«  ifihere bs excavation or 3ol disturbance e Caltrans® right-sE-way, MTA sust teordinste with
Cakrans’” Hazardows Waste Unit.

o Ifencronchment permils src wecessary, s luitinl 3k ssearment by Cattraus Stail will be
mecessary. A site specific descripiion and a geacrsl description of what concares there wight be
In the project fostpriat pertalning ¢ kazardews waste sre sceded ts vomplete this site specific
faspection.

i1 bs enr yuggestinn that further coondination with the Divisiow of Environmentsl Flunnisg accer
when this project is movs specifically i out in ternss of what part of Caltrans’ right-ol-way will be
involved. 1t sho veggested that conrdiantion i aeeded with the OfMice of Environmental
Eagincering Feasibliity Studies with respects {s their 101 Corridor Stady.

Hels for

Ifway plaas for this preject change, sur staff sbawld he satified for pesaible reavessment of cur
and you have say questions regardiag this review, picase contact
wysell st (203) 897-0686 or Amy Pectler st {213) 897-5081.

Singerely, 2\
1) . F

Aziz Elattar
Senjor Ewviroumests! Plaoser
Divisios of Environmental Pisuning

B8-10

Comment B6-6

Coordination will be undertaken with Caltrans regarding the physical
relationship of the BRT project to the 1-405 overcrossing.

Comment B6-7

The drainage systems noted in the comment have been called out on the
engineering drawings. Only limited construction will occur at the drainage
crossings. The central branch of the Tujunga Wash drainage is not
considered a sensitive waterway, as it is concrete lined and lacks vegetation.
During construction of the BRT, the culvert at the Central Branch of the
Tujunga Wash will not be altered as a result of construction of the busway
and no construction will occur in the channel.

There are two waterways that drain into the Sepulveda Dam Recreational
Area, the Los Angeles River and Bull Creek. Much of the bridge at the Los
Angeles River will be replaced, however, the only work in the channel will
include the removal and replacement of the footings. No net fill will be
added to the channel. At this location there is a riparian habitat, consisting
mostly of non-native species, approximately 100 yards downstream of the
project. At Bull Creek the current bridge will be widened but no
construction will occur directly in the channel. Vegetation is present
approximately 20 yards downstream of this site. Again, no sensitive or
listed species were found in this area. The central branch of the Tujunga
Wash drainage is not considered a sensitive waterway, as it is concrete lined
and lacks vegetation. Direct impacts to the associated riparian areas are not
expected, however indirect impacts, such as runoff could occur. As such, at
all water crossings Best Management Practices (BMP’s) will be
implemented to meet water quality standards. Construction of the BRT will
comply with Section 1600 of the California Fish and Game Code and
Section 404 of the Clean Water Act.

Comment B6-8

The central branch of the Tujunga Wash drainage is not considered a
sensitive waterway, as it is concrete lined and lacks vegetation.

San Fernando Valley
East-West Transit Corridor
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Comment B6-9

The discussion of the historic analysis of the rail right-of-way is presented
in Section 4-14.2 of the EIS/EIR under the sub heading SP_Burbank-
Chatsworth Branch Rail Line. As indicated in that section, the historic
analysis was completed for the line by a qualified railroad historian.

The text containing the determination that the rail right-of-way is ineligible
for the National Register reads as follows: *“The Burbank-Chatsworth
Branch as a railroad line does not meet any of the National Register
criteria.” The analysis and determination for the rail right-of-way are
summarized in the above referenced section of the EIS/EIR. Greater detail
is provided in the Request for Determination of Eligibility and Effects
Report, prepared as a supporting technical document for the EIS/EIR.

Comment B6-10

An affirmative investigation of hazardous materials has been initiated
through an MTA environmental specialty subcontractor. Appropriate
additional mitigation measures, if necessary, will be made part of the
construction specifications. An Initial Site Assessment will not be
necessary because there will be no excavation occurring within Caltrans
right-of-way.

San Fernando Valley
East-West Transit Corridor
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Comment Letter B7

ALLAN . LAWRENCE, Choweun STAN D8 CA SORMIA cave

CRAPPYE Gt EMA, Wt O ::;non
£, WELEEY

RS

]

Ak s

D) 45
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION

e @
July 30, 2001 Bt T ians m\
ity

Mr, Jalian Burke

Chief Executive Officer

Los Angeles County Metropolitan
Transportntion Authority

One Gateway Plaza

Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952

SENATOA KEYIN VAIAAY. s Offwin.
MMM VAM K30 OUTRA, B2 CWcie

PORERT L FEMER, §20r8n Onactcs

Dear Mr. Burke:

The Commission, at ity July 11-12, 200F mecting, discussed the Los Angeles Coumy
Mctropolitas  Transportation  Authority’s (MTA) Dmft  Environmental  Impact
Statement/Report {EIS/EIR) for the San Fernando Valley Fast-West Bus Rapid Transit
{BRT) Corridor. As a funding pnmtr the Com:msucn appreciates MTA's willingness
to date the Commi hodule and include the Commission's
comments afer the formal commenl pemd for lhc Deaft EIS/EIR. As a responsible
agency, te C ission has (he following

. MTA should consider, if revenues permit, grade seperations along the proposed
full Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) line at l.ppmptwe lnlnsecuom 1o ensure that BRT B7-1
can /i its age speeds, d dways and avoid waffic
congestion.

. The MTA Board should ensure !hal the anticipsted 3153.2 vml!um opcmtmn

shorttall is ied by i g the Y B d by its B7_2
Coxt Reduction Team 1o d;mumc the dhonfal),

i you have my questi ding the € ission’s
Chung, Commmmn Deputy Dumor a1 916-654-4245,

please <all Robert

Sincerely,

@@me‘gauw

ALLEN LAWRENCE
Chairman

©: Commissioners
Jemes de Ia Loza, MTA
David Yale, MTA

Response to Letter B7

Comment B7-1

Through analysis of intersection operations and determination of significant
impacts, it was found that given the implementation of recommended
mitigation measures, corridor intersections would operate at acceptable
levels without the need for any grade separations along the right-of-way.
Discussions with LADOT have confirmed that an at-grade busway can be
implemented without grade separations along this corridor.

Comment B7-2

The MTA is committed to implementing agency cost reduction strategies
for operation and construction previously identified; significant progress
has been made to date. More specifically related to the project under
consideration, the MTA is committed to prudently using public resources in
the design and operation of the proposed busway. Value engineering has
been included as part of the preliminary engineering effort, and numerous
opportunities to reduce costs have been identified. Value engineering will
be continued through the final design and construction process. The MTA
also plans to construct the project via a design/build process, which should
also help to cut costs and risk to the agency.

San Fernando Valley
East-West Transit Corridor
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ASSOCIATION of
GOVERNMENTS

Main Office
818 West Serveeth Streel
121k Fieof
Loy Argeles, § xhfsania

Comment Letter B8

June 25, 2001

Mr Kavin Michet
Project Manager
Los Angeses County

One G'aleway Plaza
M5 99-22.3
Los Angefes, CA 90012

RE. Comments on the Oraft

mpact Draft
Envirenmental impact Report for the San Femando Valley Enkast
Transkt Corridor . SCAG No. | 20040258

e Duar Mr. Michet:
Vtirgash b Thank you for subwnifting the Drofl i Wnpact St ! Draft
T rsbon Environmental inpact Report for the San Femandn Vatiey EastWest Transit
Cormidorio SCAG for review and As i for regionall
significant projects, SCAG reviews the consistency of local p‘nns prejects, and
bt S pmgrams wilh reglonal plans. This activly is based on SCAG's (esponsibilities ns &
o b Wi S ¢ p 0] P It Slale and ledaal laws ant regulations,
g W Beriad. kon Rigrbs
- olfntong bl Guidance provided by thess feviews is Intanded to assist local agencies and projoct
- e

sponsors o take aclions mm contritite 10 the attainment of regional goals and

pobcies 1 you have any G i ihe attached ploase contac me
@ (213) 235-1867. Thank you.

Pyl byt
Dol it By Do R Py

Vil

Intergovernmemal Review

Group B - Public Agencies

Juna 28, 2001
Mr. Kevin Michel
Pagel
COMMENTS ON THE
DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT /
DRAFY ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT
FOR THE
SAN FERNANDO VALLEY
EAST/ WEST TRANSIT CORRIDOR
SCAG NO.) 20010256
PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The proposed Project considers the development of a bus rapid transit {BRT) system
from the Warner Transit Center Hub and extending westward to the North Hollywood
Metro Rediine Station. The proposed Project consists of a 14.mils busway system, A
total of 13 stations are proposed along this route. Altematives under consideration
inchudo 8 No Project Aternative, a Mmimum Operable Segment Altornative, and a
T ration Syst Ma tive. The San Femando Valley EastWest
Tmnsn Corridor is Included in the Southern California Association of Gi its 1998
and 2001 Regional Transpostation Plans.

INTRODUCTION TO SCAG REVIEW PROCESS

The document that provides the primary reference for SCAG's project review aclivity is
the Regional Comprehensive Plan and Guide (RCPG). The RCPG chapters fa%t inbo
thres categorias: core, ancillary, and bridge. The Growth Managemant {adopted June
1994), Regional Transportation Plan {adopted Apri 2001), Air Quality (adopted Cctober
1905), Hazardous Waste Manag ted N ber 1964), and Water Quality
{adopted Januaty 1985) chaplers aonsutu!e the core chapters. These core chaplers
respond dicectly (o fedaral and state planning ceqmtemms Tha core chaplers constitute
the base on which local ¢ ensure tency of their plans with applicable
regional plans under CEQA. The Air Quelly and Growth Management chaplers contain
both core and ancitiary poiicies, which are ditferentialed in the comment portion of this
Ietter. The Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) constitules the region's Transportation
Plan. The RTP policies are incorporated into the RCPG.

Ancillary chaplers are those on the Economy, Housing, Human Resources and Services,
Finance, Open Space and Conservation, Waler Resources, Energy, and Integrated Solid
Waste Management. These chaplers address important issues facing the region and may
reflact other regional plans. Ancillary chapters, however, do not contain actions of
policias required of local government. Hence, they are enfirely advisory and establish no
new mandates or policies for the region.

San Fernando Valley

East-West Transit Corridor
N EIS/EIR

page 7-68



Group B - Public Agencies

June 25, 2001
W, Kevin Michel
Poge d

Bridge chapters include the Strategy and implementation chaplers, functioning as links
between the Core and Ancillary chapters of the RCPG.
Each of the applicable policies relaled o the proposed project ere idsntfied by number

and reproduced below in ialics followed by SCAG staff comments regarding the
consistency of the Project with those policies.

GENERAL SCAG STAFF COMMENTS

1. The Draft EIS/EIR includes many db i of compliance with SCAG's RCPG
policies, growth forecasts and the Regional Transportation Plan. The Drat EIS/EIR
addrosses the relationship of the proposad project 1o licable regional plans as
required by Section 15125 {d] of Gu:dslhes for implemnlallon of the Cafifomnia
Environmenlal Quakly Act.

2, During tha time this Draft EIS/EIR for the proposed Project was being prepared,
SCAG adopled the 2001 RTP (April 2001). References made to the 1998 RTP
should be updated and/or changed to reflect tha 2001 RTP in the Final EIS/EIR for the
proposed Project.

3. The Draft EIS/EIR includes discussions on the 1998 RTP in regards to the proposed
Project. The 1888 RTP, on pages 117 through 1-20, includes a discussion on
Transit Coridors and the foflowing actions for areas not currently served by bus,
commuter rail or urban rail:

« Construct exclusive transit corridors to minimize travel time and achieve tha
ridership...

» Perform Major Investment Studies on lransit corridors,
This information should be updated to reflect the 2001 RTP

4. The Draft EIS/EIR on page 4-31 includes a discussion and kst of SCAG's RCPG
and RTP policies and goafs that focus on the need Io coordinale land use and
transportation demand within the region, The discussion does nat provide a
determination on whether the proposed Project is consistent with or supportive of
the listed policies and goals. it would be helpful if the Final EIS/EIR would provide a
discussion and address the manner in which the Project is supportive of or delracts
from the achievement of these policies.

88-1

B8-2

B88-3

B8-4

Response to Letter B8

Comment B8-1

The comment is acknowledged.

Comment B8-2

The Final EIS/EIR has been revised to indicate the more recent Regional
Transportation Plan (RTP), adopted in April 2001.

Comment B8-3
The Final EIS has been revised to reflect the 2001 RTP statements.

Comment B8-4

Section 4-1.3.2 ¢ describes how the BRT Alternative would be consistent
with the SCAG policies listed in Section 4-1.1.3 a and b. The section of the
EIS/EIR has been expanded and describes in greater detail how the BRT
would be consistent with SCAG policies.

San Fernando Valley

East-West Transit Corridor
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Comment B8-5

Please see the response to Comment B8-4,
Juee 25, 2001
Page s
5. The Final EIS/EIR should sddress the relationships (consistency with cors polic

and support of ancillary policies) to SCAG's Regi CmehemmleandGude B8-5
and discuss any inconsistencies batween the proposed project and  applicable
regional plans,

CONSISTENCY WITH REGIONAL COMPREHENSIVE PLAN AND GUIDE POLICIES

The Growth Management Chapter (GMC) of the Regional Comprehensive Plan and
Guids contains a number of policies that are particularly applicable to the San Fernando
Valley East/West Transit Corridor Project.

3.01 The population, housing, and jobs forecasts, which are adopled by SCAG's
Regional Council and that reflect Jocal plans and policies, shafi be used by SCAG
in gl phases of implementation and ravicw.

SCAG stalf comments. The Draft EIS/EIR includes many references to SCAG's
Population, Household and Employment forecasls. Page 1-5 and Section 4.3
(Bemographics and Neighborhoods) includes a discussion on regional population
end demographic projections and utilizes SCAG's growth forecast projections.
See SCAG Staff comment #2. Information should be updated 1o refiect the 2001
RTP. The Project is consistent with this core RCPG policy.

303 The timing, financing. and location of publc focilties, ufiity systems, and
fransportalion systems shalt be used by SCAG to impieinent the region's growth
policies.

SCAG staff commenis: The Draft EIS/EIR in Chapler 5 (Consiruction impacts) 8
short discussion on construction phasing and timing. The propesed Project will be
constructad over a period of 24 months, depending on the altermative chosen, ina
senes of activities and tasks. The proposed construction sequence is outined in
Figure 5-1, Estimated Construction Sequence. The Pmoject is consistent with this
cere RCPG poficy.

The Reglonal Transportation Plan {RTP) also has poficies pertinent 1o this proposed
project.  This chapter finks the goal of sustaining mobility with the goals of fostering
econoimic development, eabancing the environment, reducing energy consumption,
promoting transportation-friendly developmenl pattem: and encouraging falr and
equitable access to residents affected by socio-8¢ phic and

limiations. Among the relevant policies of this chapter are the following:

San Fernando Valley page 7-70

East-West Transit Corridor
IS EIS/EIR




Group B - Public Agencies

June 25, 2001
M. Kevin Michel
Pages

4.01  Transportalion investmenls shal de besed on SCAG's adopted Regional
performance Indicalors.

SCAG staff comments. The Draft EiS/EIR considers the Transportation
Investments based on SCAG's adopted Regional Performance Indicators. In
addition, Project Goals and Objectives outlined in Chapter 1 {Purpose and Need)
support the Regional Performance Indicators. The Project is consistent with this
cora RTP policy.

4.02 Transportalion investments shall mitigate envi tal impacts o an {abk
Javel,

SCAG staff comments. The Dral EIS/EIR identifies environmental impacts and
detalls the measures mitigate these impacis. Executive Summary pages S-22
through S-43 provide a summary of environmental impacts and recommended
mitigation measuras. The Project is cangistent with this core RTP policy.

403 Major investment Stuties end other studies of regional irensportation facififes
sholl inclidk ideration of freight L

SCAG staff comments. The Draft EIS/EIR on page 1-18 acknowdedges the
release of a Major Investment Sludy (MIS) for the San Fernando Valiey EastVest
Comidor.  The MIS idenlified and evaluated a number of transit comdor
allernalives that could provide for the future mobility needs of San Fernande
Valley. The MTA Board considered the MIS in February 2000. The Project is

supportive of this core RTP policy.
4.04 Transportation Control Mi s shall be a pronty.

SCAG staff comments. The Draft EIS/EIR does not include a discussion tha
priority of Transportation Control Measures. 1t woukd be heipful if the Final
EIS/EIR would provide a di ton and add the in which the Project
is supportive or delracts from the achievement of this poficy. Based on the
informalion provided in the Draft EISEIR, we are unable 1o determina if the
Project is consistent with this core RTP policy.

4.16 Maintaining and operaling the existing lransportation sy wifl be a prionty over
expanding capacily.
SCAG staff comments. The Draft EISEIR, in the Executive Summary and
Chapter 1 (Purpose and Need) discusses the need for the transit corridor and

B8-6

Comment B8-6

The BRT project supports various Transportation Control Measures by
providing an overall improvement to regional mobility. These
improvements are quantified and listed in Table 3-8 “Comparison of
Countywide Transportation Indicators” and discussed in Section 3-2.1
“Impacts of Future Growth”. As shown in this table, the BRT project
results in an approximately 1.26 percent increase in daily countywide transit
trips, which translates into a 0.04 percent increase in transit mode share, a
0.04 percent decrease in daily countywide vehicle trips, and a 0.11 decrease
in vehicle miles of travel. Therefore, the BRT project is consistent with this
core RTP policy.
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proposed improvements, which will maintain and operale the existing
transportation system. The Project is supportive or this core RTP policy.

GMC POLICIES RELATED TO THE RCPG GOAL TO IMPROYE THE REGIONAL
STANDARD OF LIVING

The Growth Management goals to develop urban forms that enable individuals o spend
less income on housing cost, that minimize public and private devalopment costs, and
that enable firms to be more compelitive, strengthen the regional sirategic goal to
stimulate the regional economy. The evaluation of the proposed project in refation to the
following policies would be intended to gulde efforts toward achievement of such goals
and does not infer regional interference with local land use powers.

3.05 Encourage pait of urban development and land use, which reduce costs on
infrastructure construction and malke befter use of existing facilities.

SCAG staft comments. The Draft EIS/EIR In Chapler 3 (Transponation Setting
impacts and Mitigation) acknowledges that the proposed Project wilt maximize the
use of existing infrastructure and imp, fi ciure deficiencies o meet the
needs of the proposed Project. Mitigation measures recommended in Chapter 3
would help to make better use of existing (tansportation faclities. The Projact is
supportive of this ancillary RCPG policy.

3.08 Encourage subregions lo define aen X gy o maintain the
vifality of the subregion, mcludmgthadovobmremandussolmmkebng
programs, end other sconomic incentives, which { of
goals and poiicies.

SCAG stafl commants. The Draft EIS/EIR considers and addresses the sconomic
aspecis of the proposed project in Chapter 6 (Purpose and Need and Financial
Cornparison of Altemnativas). The Project is supportive of this anciiary RCPG
policy.

3.09 Support local jurisdictions’ efforts 1o minimize the cast of infrastructure and public
service deiivery, and efforts 1o seek new sources of funding for development and
the provision of services.

s o

SCAG stafl comments. See SCAG staff comments on policy 3.05. The Draft
SEIS / Draft SEIR in Chapter 3 (Transporiation Setting Impacts and Mitigation)
identifies infrastructure and service delivery facilies to serve the Project,

Imp nents reflect y ext n of existing faciities or the construction

Jure 25, 2001
Mr. Kavin Michel
Page 7

of new facilities, where none currently exist. Infrastructure should be designed to
minimize cost to the maximum exient. In addition, Chapter 6 {Purpose and Need
and Financial Comparison of Alternatives) includes a discussion on capital and
operating costs. The Projact Is supportive of this ancillasy RCPG poficy.

3.16  Support ioval jurisdictions’ actions (o minimize red tape and expedile the permiting
process o maintairt economic vitalily and competitiveness,

SCAG staff comments. The Draft EIR/EIR only addresses subjects that may have
envionmantal impacts. It is written in a concise manner, where all possible
impacis are mitigated this will halp minimize red tape, and help malntain economic
vitafity and competitiveness. In addition, the Draft EIS/EIR, in Chapler 1 (Purpose
ard Need) includes project goals and objectives that will also help 1o minimize red
tepe, and help to maintain economic vitality and compelitiveress. The Project is
supportive of this ancillary RCPG poticy.

GMC POLICIES RELATED TO THE RCPG GOAL TO IMPROVE THE REGIONAL
QUALITY OF LIFE

The Growih Management goals fo aifain mobiity and clean air goals and to develop
urban forms that enhance quality of Jife, that accommodate a divarsity of ke styles, that
preserve open space and natural resources, and that are aesthetically plessing and
preserve tha characler of communities, enhance the regicnal sirategic goal of maintaining
the regionat quality of life. The evaluation of the proposed project in relation o the
following policles would bs intended to provide direction for plan implementation, and
does not allude o regional mandales.

312 & 1} g or proposed local jurisdicti aimed at designing
'anduseswhdrenooumgeﬂwuseo!transdmdﬂmsmd«mtbeneedfw
roadway expansion, reduce the number of auto frips and vehicle miles traveled,
and create cpportuntties for residents fo walk and bike.

SCAG stafl comments, The Draht EIS/EIR acknowledges in Section 4-1 (Land Use
and Development), potential Iand use impacts of any filure development and
outiines mitigation to these impacls. The Los Angeles General
Plan Framework includes urban design and transportation policies that support
and encourage opportunities for residents 1o walk and bike. In addition, the Draft
EIS/EIR acknowledges this policy on page 4-31. The Project is supportive of this
anciiary RCPG policy.

313 Ei 156 focs! jurisdictions' plans that imaximize the use of existing wbanized
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3.14

215

3.16

318

arpas accassible to transit through infill and redevsiopment.

SCAG_staff comments. The Dmft EISEIR in Section 41 (Land Use and
Development} address the subjact of compatibility with locat plans and policies,
that maximize the use of exsting ubanized amas accessible through infill and
redevelopmeant. In addition, the Draft EIS/EIR acknowledges this policy on page 4-
31. The Projectis supportive of this anciliary RCPG policy.

Support local plans to increase density of fulure davelopment located at siralegic
points slong the regional commuter rad, fransit systems, and activity canters.

SCAG slaff comments The Draft EISEIR addresses the polential for transit
suppomvs iand uses along major idors and or d transit
sarvices in Section 3.5 (Land Use ! Neighborhoods). The Los Angeles General
Plan Framework includes land use, urban design and transportation policies that
support and encourage opportunities for development along trans systems and
activity centers. In addition, the Draft EIS/EIR acknowtedges this policy on page 4-
31. The Project is supportive of this ancillary RCPG policy.

Support locad junsdichions’ stralegios (o ostablish mixed-use clusters and other
transit-oriented developments around lransit stations and along transi comdors.

SCAG staff comments. See SCAG stafl comments on poicy 3.13 and 3.14. The
Project is supportive of this ancillary RCPG policy.

Encourage devalopments in and around activily cenlers, transportation comkiors,
underulilized Infrastructure  systems, and arses needing recycling and
redevelopment.

SCAG staff comments. See SCAG staff comments on palicy 3.13, 3.14 and 3.15.
The Prosect is supportive of this ancilary RCPG policy

Encourage planned development in locations least iikely to cause environmental
impacf,

SCAG sialf comments. The Project is proposed in & mannes, which will minimize
environmemtal impacts. Mitigation measwes included in the Draft EIS/EIR are
recommended 10 address identified environmental impacts. The City of Los
Angeles and the Loz Angeles County Metropolitan Transit Authority should
carefully consider the adequacy of these measures. The Project is supportive of
this ancillary RCPG policy.

June 26, 2001
Mr. Kevin Michel
Poge 9

320 Support the protection of vilal resources such as wellands, groundwater recharge
areas, woodlends, production fands, and land containing unique and endangered
plants and snimals.

SCAG staff comments. The Draft EIS/EIR in Section 4-11 {Biclogicat Resources)
thecusses ihe Projects’ impact on biological resourcas The Drah E|SIEIR
recommends one mitigation to to
downstream on the Los Angeles River. The Project s suppoﬂive of this aneillary
RCPG policy.

321 B ge the impl fation of n oimed at the preservation and
protection of fod and ded cuifurel and archasologicel sites.

SCAG ataff comments. The Draft EIS/EIR in Section 4-14 {Cultural Resources)
identifles a number of impacts on cultural FeSOLICeS. Mitigation measures included
in this Section 5-14 are D o archaeological and
historic resources. The Project i supportive of this anciltary RCPG policy,

3.22 Discourage development, or encournge the use of speciel design requi is, in
areas with sieep slopes, high fire, flood, and saismic hazards.

SCAG staff comments. The Draft EIS/EIR in Section 4-10 (Geotechnical

erations) kientibes potential impacts refated to geologic hazards. Mitigation
measures included In this section, and Section 5-10, are recommended to addresa
identified impacts through the implementation of building codes, spacial sludies,
standards end apecific requirements and/or project design. The Project is
supportive of this ancillary RCPG poficy.

323 & ga mitigation that reduce noise in cerlain locations, measuwres
afmsdatpmservarion of biological and scological respurces, measures that would
reduco exposure fo seismic hazards, minknize earthquake damage, and o

p emergency respense and Y plans.

SCAG staft comments. The Draft EIS/EIR in Seclion 4-9 (Noise and Vibration)
identifies polential impacts relsled to operations, parking and construction nouse
Mitigation measures included in this section, and Section 5-9, are

address identified impacts. The Project is supportive of this ancillary RCPG policy.

San Fernando Valley
East-West Transit Corridor

RN EIS/EIR

page 7-73



Group B - Public Agencies

Comment B8-7

The proposed busway project is a Transportation Control Measure (TCM),
which is intended to: (1) enhance public transit capacity, (2) reduce single

dune 5 2001 occupancy vehicle miles of travel, and (3) improve regional air quality.
Fage 10 Thus, this project is consistent with RCPG core policy 5.07.

GMC POLICIES RELATED TO THE RCPG GOAL TO PROVIDE SOCIAL, POLITICAL,
AND CULTURAL EQUITY

The Growth Management Goal to de'veloo urban kmns thal avoki economic and social
polarization promaotes the reg fegic goal of ing social and geographic
disparities and of reaching equity among all segments of socnety The evaluation of the
proposed project in relation to the policy stated below is intended guide direction for the
accomplishment of this goal, and does not infer regional mandates and interference with
local land use powers.

3.27 Support locs! jurisdictions end other sevice providers in their efforls 1o dovelop
suslainable coinmunilies and provide, equelly fo all members of sociely,
#ocassible and effective services such as: public aducation, housing, health care,
Ssocigl services, recreational faciities, law enforcement, and fire protection,

SCAG staff comments. The Draft EIS/EIR in Section 4-4 {Community Facilities
and Services), acknowledges the Projects proximity 1o fire and police services,
schools and ibraries, recrealional facilities and religious Inslitutions, Mitigation
measwres outlined in this section are recommended to address impacts to the
proposed Projoct based on salely and noise. The Project Is supportive of this
anciliary RCPG palicy.

AIR QUALITY CHAPTER CORE ACTIONS

The Ale Quality Chapter core actions ralated 1o the proposed project includes:
507 Defem»ns speciﬁcprogmms and associafedacﬂmsneeded(eg indirect souwrce

nies, er d use of 18, P of Ry based shuttle

services, ision of demand t based p or vehicle-miles-
traveledemission fees) so lhat options lo command and control regulations can be B8-7
8558sS8d.

SCAG staff comments, The Dralt EIS/EIR does not provide a discussion on the
implermentation of specific programs/actions needed to commard and coatrol
regulations. i would be helpful if the Final EIS/EIR would provide a discussion
and address the manner in which the Project is supportive or detracts from the
achievement of this policy. Based on the information provided in the Draft
EIS/EIR, we are unable to delermine if the Proiect is consistent with this core
RCPG policy.
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511 Through the onvit tal { review process, ansure that plans al af
laveis of government (regional, air basin, counly, subregional and locai) consifer
air quality, land use, Wensportation and economic relationships fo ensure
consistency and minimize conflicts.

s. The Draft EIS/EIR in Section 4-7 (Alr Quality)

air quality, relationships to ensura consistency and
minimize confiicts. The Draft EIS/EIR also addresses the matter of air quallty
conformity on page 4-164, Mitigalion measures outlined in Section 58 is
recommended lo address identified impacts to consiruction. The Project is
consistent with this core RCPG policy.

WATER QUALITY CHAPTER RECOMMENDATIONS AND POLICY OPTIONS

The Water Quality Chapler core recommendations and poficy options relate to the two
waler quality goals: to restore and maintain the chemical, physical and biological intagrity
of tha nation's waler; and, to achieve and maintain water quality objeclives that are

necassary to protec! all beneficial uses of afl walers,

11.07 Encourage water reclamation throughout the region where it is cost-effective,
feasible, snd appropriate o reduce reffance on knponed waler and wastowater
discharges. Current administrative impediments to i use of
shoulkd be addressed.

SCAG staff comments. The Draft EIS/EIR does not address the subject of water
rectamation. # woukl be helpful if the Final EIS/EIR would provide a discussion
and address the manner In which the Project is supportive or detracts from the
achievement of this policy. Based on the Information provided in the Draft
EIS/EIR, we are unable to delermine if the Project is consistent with this core
RCPG policy.

CONCLUSIONS

t. As noted in the siaff comments, the proposed San Femando Valley EastWest Transit
Corridor Project Dsaft Environmental Impact Statement / Environmental impact Report
is consistent with or supports some of the core and ancilfary pelicies in 1he Regional
Comprehensive Plan and Guide and Regional Transportalion Plan.

Based on the information in the Draft EIS/EIR, we are unable to determine whether
the Project is consistent with core policies 4.04, 5.07 and 11.07.

B8-8

Comment B8-8

MTA intends to fully comply with federal, state, and local requirements for
stormwater discharge, reclamation, and diversion. Under mitigation
measure WR-1 (Final EIS/EIR Section 4-12.4.1) project discharges will be
governed by NPDES permit. During the design/build process, all
applicable Best Management Practices (BMPs) will be implemented and
consideration will be given to alternative approaches to dealing with runoff,
including techniques to foster natural percolation.

In fact, the design of the San Fernando Valley Bus Rapid Transit project
already incorporates many of the provisions of the Standard Urban
Stormwater Mitigation Plan (SUSMP) and its BMPs including:

Properly design parking area:
* Reduce impervious land area to the extent possible.
¢ Treat runoff utilizing oil/water separators before it reaches the storm
drain system.

Conserve natural areas:
o Align the BRT generally in the center of existing ROW and landscape
portions of the remaining area.
» Limit clearing and grading of native vegetation and trees.
¢ Maximize trees and other vegetation and promote the use of native
and/or drought tolerant plants.

Minimize stormwater pollutants of concern using the following BMPs:

¢ Incorporate landscape buffer areas between sidewalks and streets.

® Reduce the overall imperviousness of the busway by designing
busway and residential streets for the minimum required pavement
widths needed to support travel lanes and bike path lanes and to
vegetate open channels.

e Reduce the overall imperviousness of parking lots by providing
compact car spaces, minimizing stall dimensions, and incorporating
efficient parking lanes.

¢ Direct canopy runoff to pervious areas.

¢ Utilize existing and proposed vegetated swales.

¢ Incorporate oil/water separators into the parking lot drainage systems.
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2. As noled in the Genreral Staff Comments, the Finat EISIEIR should address lhe
relationships (consistency with core policies and suppont of
SCAG's Regional Compnehenslve Plan and Guide and Regnonal Transponaﬂon Plan B8-9
and discuss any inc ies the p project and applicable
regional plans. In edditicn, references made to the 1998 RTP should be updated
and/or changed o reflect the 2001 RTP in the Final EIS/EIR for the proposed Project.

3. All mitigation iated with the proposed Project should be monilored in
accordance with CEQA requirements. B8-10

Protect slopes and channels.
¢ Utilize natural drainage systems to the maximum extent practicable.

e Control flow to natural drainage systems to the maximum extent
practicable.

¢ Stabilize permanent channel crossings.

Properly design trash storage areas.
® The trash storage areas at the platforms have been properly designed.

Comment B8-9
Please see the response to Comment B8-4.
Comment B8-10

All mitigation measures to be implemented in conjunction with the project
will be monitored in accordance with CEQA Guidelines Section 15097.
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SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS
Rolss and Authorities

THE SOUTHERN CALIFORNW ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS & a3 Jolnt Powers Agency
estabished under Caffomia Government Code Section 8502 et seq. mmmwmm

Association is designated »s a Councit of G {COG), a Regi Transp Planring Agency

(RTPA), and @ P Planning Orgenization (MPC). Among fis other mendaled roles and

responsibilties, the Association is”

Designated by the federa g astheReqbnsl\‘ politan Planning Orp jon and rrandated

Yo meintain a SO planning process resuling in &
e P‘lnnmdn Program pursuant to 23 U.8.C.

‘134(9)-(!\) 49 USC 15-07(1'}{9!01:&; RCFR 480, nndeCFR 513, The Associabon 18 aiso the
d Te Planning Agency. ood 83 such is responsible lor both preparstion of

NRegmal Trmpodaﬂcnr'hn(m?)w gional Yransp D Program {RTiP} under

Calomia Governmeni Code Section 85080,

P fox | ping the graphic pro and the Integ tand usa,
and and portions of the South Coast Alr Quality

mmgormmﬂnn pumm\lmcammlaﬂemamsamycodewhnmlsqb}(c) The Association is
aiso designated under 42 U.S.C. '7504(a) a3 a Co-Lowd Agency for eir quality planang for the Central
Coast and Southeast Desert Air Basin Oistricl.

Responsibla under the Federal Clean Alr Act lor determining Conformity of Projects, Plans and Programs 1o
the State implementation Plan, pursusat o 42 D.8.C. 7508,

to California MWGSNO:&WM.HWM
Management Plans (CMPs) for 'y with phn:m\ﬁtdbyswtm
85080 of the Government Code. The A iation must Biso evaluats the Y of
such programs within the region.
mmmwmawumwmdm proposed for faderal inanciat
and d pursuanrt (o f Order 12,372 (replacing A-
§5 Raviow).
to 15125{(b) and 15206 of the CEQA Guidelines,
mumnmammammmummmmm
The ide Waste T’ [ Planning Agency, pursuant o 33 USC.
1288(a)2) {Section 208 of the Federal Water Pofiution Canlrol Act)
R itle for p ion of the Regional Housing Needs A p o Calfomia
qummcmsmsssmn .

Rw(mmmmwnmambwn&mmmm
Areq Planning Councl) for p the Wasto & Plan
munmmwmmmschmmzsus:

Revined Jamaacy 18, 1996
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Response to Letter B9

Comment Letter B

kTN

COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION The comment is acknowledged for the record.

Rodney E. Cooper, Director

May 22, 2001 W
Mr. Ervin Poka /\§> : 4
Fedaral Transit Administration I/

Metropolitan Office

201 Narth Figuerca Street, Suite 1460
Los Angeles, California 90012

Dear Mr. Poka:

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT
DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL 1MPACT REPORT
SAN FERNANDO VALLEY EAST-WEST TRANSIT CORRIDOR

The combined Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEiS) and Draft Envirenmental
Impact Report (DEIR) for the San Fernando Vallay East-West Transit Corridor has been
reviewed for potential impact on the faciliias of this depariment. Development of the
project as described in the combined DEIS and DEIR will not impsct the facilities undac
the jurisdiction of this department.

Thank you for inciuding this department in the revetw of this environmenta! document,
If we may be of further assistance, please contact Ms. Lillis Lowery, Park Planner, at
{213} 738-2977.

Sincerely,

Larry Hensley
Agting Chief of Planning

Capital Projects Agency « James Park, Assistant Bircctor
680 Wilshire Place, Los Angeles, CA 90005 (2133 738.3203
FAK{213) 138-6342 « TCHY §800) 7352029

page 7-78
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Response to Letter B10

omment Letter Comment B10-1
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

"3 3T TRAMGET AVERLT
MHANBRA CALIIRNIA LIt
Lephone 132613303108

It is not expected that substantial amounts of waste material - sufficient in
magnitude to tax the capacity of existing landfills - will be created by
construction of the proposed BRT project. However, in order to reduce
waste where feasible, the design/build contractor will be made aware that
waste reduction and materials recycling are to be pursued as a matter of
policy, including recycling of railroad ties.

BAMES L NOVEY. Dvevtor

wAEar AR
soserong,  VIM-4

July 2, 2001

Mr. Ervin Poka

Fedaral Transit Administration
Metropoiitan Office

201 North Figuerca Street, Suite 1460
Los Angelns, CA 90012

Dear Ms. Poka

RESPONSE TO ADRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT FOR SANFERNANDO
EAST-WEST TRANSIT CORRIDOR
CITY OF SAN FERNANDO

Thank you for the opportunty to provide commants on the Draft Environmental Impact
Report for the proposed San Fernando East-West Transit Corridor project. We have
reviewed the submittat and offer the following comments:

Enviranmental Progeams

As projected in the Los Angeles County Countywide Siting Element, which was approved
by & majority of the cities in Los Angeles County in late 1997 and by the County Board of
Supervisars in January 1968, a shortfall in pemmnitted daily landfill capacity may
be experienced in the Counly within the next few years. The construction andor
pradevelopment activities associated with the proposed project may increase the B10—1
generation of solid waste, and may negatively impact solid waste managament
infrastructure in the County. Therefore, the proposed environmental document must
identify what measuras the project proponent may implement to mifigate the impact.
Mitigation measures may include, but ara notlimited to. implementation of waste reduction
and recycling programs 1o diver! the solid waste, including construction and demalition
waste, from the fandfills.
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Mr. Ervin Poka
July 2, 2001
Page 2

The California Solid Waste Reuse and Recycling Access Act of 1991, as amended, 4,

requires sach deveiopment project ta provide an adequate storage area for collection and
removal of recyclable materials. The environmental document should include/discuss
standards to provide adequate waste storage areas for cofection/storage of recyclable and
green waste materials for this project.

The Los Angeles County Uniform Building Code, Section 110.3, requires that a building or
structure located on or within 1,000 feet (304.8m) of a landfil! containing decomposable
material mus! be protected againat landfill gas intrusion. The project site is located on or
appaars o be located within 1,000 feet of a landfit cnntammg dacomposabie material.

This issue should be addressed and miligation rr p d. The di ion should
Include sutsurface lateral m;graﬁon of landf |l gas, migration detection, and control and

B810-1
cont'd

B10-2

protection systems for affected d buildings and structuras, Our Environmental
Programs Division must be conlacfed for issuance of necessary permits.

The Los Angeles County Building Code, Section 110.4 requires that buildings ot structures
adjacent 1o or within 200 feet (7620 mm) of active, abandoned or idle oil or gas weftl(s) be
provided with msthane gas protection systems. The project site conlains, appears to
contain, lies within 200 feet of active, abandoned or idle oi! or gas wells. This issue
should be addressed and mitigation measure provided. Our Environmental Programs
Division must be conlacted for issuance of necessary permits.

The existing hazardous waste management {HWM) facilities in this County are inadequate
to handia the hazardous waste currently being generated. The proposed project may
generate hazardous waste, which could adversely impact existing HWM facilities. This
issue should be addressad and mitigation measures provided.

All development and redevelopment projects which fall into one of the Standard Urban

B10-3

B10-4

Storm Water Mitigation Ptans (SUSMP) project types, characteristics or activities must |B10-5

obtain SUSMP approval.

It you have any questions regarding the above comments, please contact
Ms. Dene Schulze at (626) 458-3568.

Comment B10-2

There is no BRT building or structure located on or within 1,000 feet of a
landfill containing decomposable material. In fact, in the geotechnical
investigation conducted tc date, no landfill containing decomposable
material was encountered. The station structures are designed like an
extended sidewalk along a city street and are open in nature.

Comment B10-3

No enclosed buildings or structures are proposed within 200 feet of active,
abandoned, or idle oil or gas wells.

Comment B10-4

It is likely that some hazardous waste will be encountered within the project
corridor during construction. As is noted in section 5-10.3.2, appropriate
procedures will be followed for the removal, transportation and handling of
such materials. No mitigation is available to reduce the amount of
hazardous material to be encountered. To the extent that County facilities
do not have capacity to accept hazardous waste discovered during
construction, other alternative appropriately rated landfill sites will be
found.

Comment B10-5

If required as determined during the design-build process, SUSMP approval
will be obtained. Please also see the response to Comment B8-8.
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Comment B10-6
The MTA has already begun coordination with numerous city, county, state,
3‘.‘!&,52”‘2"0 Poa and federal agencies regarding the BRT project, and this intensive
Page 3 coordination effort will continue throughout the design and construction of
the project. Appropriate soils and geotechnical tests will be conducted so
) that the facility can be designed to adequately address existing conditions,
including soil settlement and liquefaction. It should be noted that the
The ed t will not have significant emriromnental effects from a geology and H : : :
Ao project ot sign o oty Rvatabie piay. pat alignment has already !Deen in transportation use for railroad purposes for
the State of California Seismic Hazard Zone Map, Van Nuys and Canoga Park |5 10-6 over 100 years, so the risks along this corridor are already well understood.
Quadrangies. However, liquefaction analysis is not warranied at this time. Detailed
liquefaction analyses, conforming to the requirements of the State of California Division of
Mines and Geology, Special Publication 117, must be conducled at the Tentative Map Comment B10-7
and/or Grading/Building Plans stages.
If yous have any questions regarding tha above comments, please contact Mr. Amir Alam The comment is acknowledged for the record.
#1(626) 458-3883.
Traffic and Lighting

We agree with the document that the proposed transit system improvements will help to

reduce today's traffic congestion and the future forscasted traffic demand in the valley |B10-7
area, as well as Countywide. We do not believe the proposed pnoiea will have any
significant Impact on County roadways or tiong, No furtherinf: is

We recommend the State of California Dap: of Tranaportation and adjoining cities
roview this document for significant impacts/mitigations within their jurisdictions.

I you have any questi garding the above s, please Mr. Keith Hoey
of our Traific Studies Saction at (628) 300-4867.
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Mr. Ervin Poka
July 2, 2001
Page 4

If you have any questions regarding the i tal reviewing process of this
Cepartment, plaass contact Ms. Massie M at the add: on the first page or &t
{626) 458-4359,

Very truly yours,
JAMES A. NOYES
Dipedtor of Bublic Works,
(loge) )
'ﬁ‘TRomuaomom

Assistant Deputy Director
Watershed Management Division

MM:sw
£ \Orpnpgeidem i wod
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Response to Letter B11

The comment is acknowledged for the record.
COUNTY SANITATION DISTRICTS

OF LOS ANGELES COUNTY

1955 Whrkman ol Bood. Whisier, CA 906011400

Muoiking Address: P.O. Box 4998, Whame, LA 956074998 ) JAMES £ STAML
Talephone. {5621 6997411, PAX. [$62} 6998422 Chue! Enginoer ond Ganeral Manogee
wrw Socad. g July #0, 2001

)

-~

File No: 31-900.17

t
=
R

MTA
Arn: Kevin Michet or Al Ruppel
One Gateway Plaza
Lus Angeles, CA 90012.2952 i
Ladics and Gentlemen:
SFY-BRT Trapsit Profest

This Tetter is in reply 1o your latter dated June 29, 2001 requesting plana of the County Sanitation
Districts of Las Angeles County (Districtsy facitities loczted within the project area of the subject project.

0 We have facilities within the project area. Enclosed is a print of each of the Districts® facilities which
sy be in conflict with the praject.

B We do not fwve sny facilities within the project ares.

O We propose to instli new favilities within the projeet area.

Additional Comments:

I you have any questions, plrase contact the undersigned at the above-listed telephone number,
extension 1205.

Very truly yours,
Jumes F. Stahl
F B
Bryan .. Viink
Public Counter
BY:dv
O rec e SERRN
7-
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June 29, 2001 Fite: 800112-0972-DE200

METHO

Menopotian ~ SUBJECT:  SFV-ERT TRANSIT PROJECT
Teansportation AGENCY/UTILITY REVIEW
Anthosity PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING DESIGN SUBMITTAL

ity Represantativa;
One Gatemay Mas Dear Agency/Uiility Represantative:
Los Angeles, CA - The Los Angales County Melropolitan Transportation A y (MYA) herewith ancloses
90012-2952  copies of the SFV-BRT Transht Project Prefiminary Englncering design subi I $or your
AgencyfUtiity's design review and comment. This raviaw 3t should also be used for
early coprdination of any major design preblems. confiicts and issues. Please use the
enclosed form for your comments. Il you have any technical questions during the plan
review procoss, please contacl Me. Hitesh Patet by e-mail at pateh@mta.nel or by
telephona at (213 922-7212.

Please pmwde all comments on orhefore July 18,2001, Fax ihe comments to Al
vaviow form allached it available in electioric farm for your convenience, Please
request Al Ruppel by &-mall if you would like an efectronic form.

# you have any other questions, please call Al Ruppel at {213) 62272610 Joht Higglns
at{212)022-7255.

Sincerely,

Kevin Michel

Planning Projoct Manager
SFVYBRT Transit Project
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Response to Letter B12

Comment Letter The eastern limit of the BRT project is Lankershim Boulevard. Extension
of a busway or other transit project east of Lankershim Boulevard is not a

CITY OF BURBANK part of this BRT project, but may be considered by MTA in the future.

275 EAST DLIVE AVENUE. P.O BOX 6450, BURBANK, CALIFORNIA $1510-8459

JUL 05 2001
June 29, 2004 SCAN WED
N 2ye
Kevin Michel
1.os Angsles County Transportation Authority
One Gateway Plaza

22 Floor, MS ¥9.22.5
Los Angetes. CA 90012

RE:  SAN FERNANDO VALLEY EAST-WESYT TRANSIT CORRIDOR
COMMENTS ON DEISTIR

Drar Mr. Michel:
The City of Burbank has received your invitation for comments on the BEISR for the sbove-

mentioned project. Afer reviewing tw project description and report, staff would like to submit
wo 0w ider while preparing to mave forward with the project.

Constrtion of the Chandlur Avcessway bicyele and pedestrian path is scheduled 16 begin later
this yeur. Thix bikeway is focated within the City of Burbank in the Chandler Blvd. median from
Mariposis St to Chybouni Ave. The bikeway is planned to be continued through the City of Los
Angeles Lo the Metro Red Line Station in North Hellywedd, the end point of tye propesed Bus
Rapid Transil Project. It ix xtall’s understanding thal there are no future plans to exiend the Bas
Rapid Transit Project heyond the Matro Red Line Station in the Chandler Bhd. right~of-way
which will be picd by the bik - The ity of Burhank's portion of (he Chandler Rivd,
right-of-way is located within residemial neighborhoods and i less then 100 feet wide,

In conjunction with this und: Jing. staff supports the LABOT and MTA’s plans 1o consiruq
u bike path aloag the right-of-way concurrently with the busway, This would sreate o continuous
bike path from Mariposa S in Burbank to the Wasner Center. The bike path may improve
circudation, air guality, and enh: the 7 system throughout the Vatley.

B!

Fhank you for considering these issues in your review of the San Fermnumbo Valley Fost-West
Transit Corrider project. You niay contact me dircetly by phone st (818) 238-5262 or by e-nuiil
at goutsongixi.burbanh. Cuas if you wish K discuss these matters funbes. We look forwaid o
secing the eucome of the MTA™s decision on this project.

Sincerely,

Carrie Matson
Administztive Analyst for Trangportation

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

Aginistration o Botiding Division » Mouling & (vanis Divition + Licenss 8 Code Services « Planning Divisen o« Redevsiopment Agency
{SIB) LD (8) 2985220 18) 23580 {818) 2385200 {818) 230-5250 (919} 238-5190
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Comment Letter B13

- to 1 ey . ?_.%_m_;__
mmus b fand .
TN PI7IEES B

June 23, 2000

Mr. Jemas de la Lozs

Executhve Officer, Regionsd T¢ ion Fanning and Devei
mmwumumwmrwmmw
O Gateway P1aze

Los Anpeies, CA 80092

SUBJECT; “Scoping” lor Transi Corvidor Project inpiemantation on the Weatside.
San Fermando Valey

Dear Mr. Ds '@ Lozs:

Tha “acoping” process the! MTA indisied on May 237 for varoos Wesiside and San

Feinardo Vailey MRWMM|MMM9MWMI

swmbar of CRA'S project sceas snd thair advisory committoas

The chongoa being discusead for the comidars slong Expostion

mnnmdmw ':-ulrmb:'lbhhwrmo ¥
many ergLe some of these omitted dhnd‘vu

distict benafits (65 well es corts} et sre :y:am R, buiancad
picture uf 9 coridor's options. wmgmmpmmlhmm
cin:ndhauponmnmdapum)duﬁofurvpmbtw. ia impartant by
dacking when snt how 1 bast Inveet i 3 comdor.  The public needs 1o Cesrly
mmw-mmmue»bnmmhmh«mmdw
anathet, & thig time, 8 Do gul eside

\NtnmuuwuvngMﬂdmmummuhcnnmum
Sneyais and engl -anjuwnbc mmdully faanible. ‘n most
cases, MTA (and #s p have alnady work on

Response to Letter B13

The design of the BRT Alternative and its North Hollywood terminus is
being coordinated closely with the City of Los Angeles Community
Redevelopment Agency (CRA), as well as with the North Hollywood
community. Several meetings have been held with CRA staff during
preparation of the response to comments. In addition, MTA staff attended
CRA workshops to coordinate the CRA project and the BRT Alternative.
During the Preliminary Engineering (PE) phase of project development,
MTA has continued to refine the design of the North Hollywood terminus
in consultation with CRA. A plan of the North Hollywood terminus of the
BRT Alternative can be found in Section 2-2.3.6 of the Final EIS/EIR.

Coordination with CRA will continue as the BRT Alternative enters final
design and construction. Much of the coordination between CRA and MTA
concerns the historic Lankershim Depot within the median of Chandler
Boulevard, just west of Lankershim Boulevard. In the Draft EIS/EIR,
several alternatives were under consideration for the North Hollywood
terminus of the BRT Alternative. During PE, one alternative was selected
and refined, taking into account the historic facility alongside it. A plan of
the North Hollywood terminus/turnaround is included in Volume 3 of the
Final EIS/EIR. The proposed turnaround for the BRT would be constructed
just north of the historic depot. An existing railroad track along the north
side of the depot would be left in place, and CRA plans for restoration of
the southeast corner of the site are also shown on the BRT plan. Station
canopies and ticket vending machines would be placed across the
turnaround from the Depot along North Chandler Boulevard and would not
obscure views of the Depot.

BRT buses would remain in the Chandler Boulevard median all the way to
the planned BRT station, just west of Lankershim Boulevard, and buses
would turn around within the median. The busway crossing at Tujunga,
through which buses would remain in the median of Chandler, would be
synchronized with existing vehicular and pedestrian movements and would
operate as a single signal. Chapter 3 (Transportation) and Section 4-13
(Safety and Security) provide detailed information on how busway
operations would be coordinated with vehicular and pedestrian movements.
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#accnues nol only %o buﬁhﬂmmm WASreConssiown Projsel
Aren) bt 10 1he comIMunities of proepecieg ke LS 10 the Wt 58 wel,

$would be Swralore, hat e werk in this corrider
inciuge an satmation of tho powntal socel and benska thel

busway Imy: . This s
nez beneltss that would 8ocrue with tha popossd busway improvements, In each caaa,
umdwmmrmeuumuwwuhm&m

$yogen o “Movn Bapld 81" Inorovements. Wo support e mngvations snd the
mmu;pmwmmmmum cummumcm
that tprove the

poductty wod
SUACTvInoss o bUS Sarvices.

Lonowps _Asow Fetirse of ‘Bug Raoid Tanef (BRT) Thw
m&,uﬁmwﬁrm. [y inlersed the
el appesr fo only Agecy's

ommities memoery have besn very vocal T communicating ek concams about This
stamgtie'y design to saft,

In geners’, wummmumnmmunmmn.
oCaY.0N 10 reroM B busway inio 8 MINar, vary hesviy Wafficked clity avest. Epecificaty,
the concerms cited iude—~

. Lmﬁmwmmmmwinommmhbdhnw

favyiers and lor busineases;

. Luuumumwwmn—mumu
acutos, many businesses quesion whelher MTA witt ba sbis 1o provide
Yuy offaclve Jubstiuts parking:

. hwuwmuudmmmmmmmmmm
rmeking H 108 Jas 2xe for Shsabbrian, busirest dlantels-snd tanst

patrons;

+ Some gueston ha efficacy of using ths curb lane for tatic, notng that
dreinege crowrs end Guiverts Imit car Yavel Desdy, henoe ofective
wehicuiar Capecity,

Many CRA projects in the area would benefit through the increased access
provided by the busway, such as the NoHo Arts and Entertainment District
and other future developments in North Hollywood. Proposed bicycle
facilities have been incorporated into the Preliminary Engineering Plan and
Profile drawings along Chandler Boulevard. Preliminary Engineering Plan
and Profile drawings include a Class II bicycle facility along Chandler to
Lankershim Boulevard. In the preliminary engineering design of the North
Hollywood terminus, pedestrians would reach the Metre Red Line by
crossing Lankershim Boulevard at South Chandler Boulevard at the existing
pedestrian crossing and entering the subway through a portal on the east
side of Lankershim. However, the preliminary engineering design for the
North Hollywood terminus could accommodate a future portal built on the
west side of Lankershim Boulevard, directly linking the BRT and the Red
Line subway. The design of any portal on the west side of Lankershim
would be coordinated with CRA to ensure preservation of the historic
integrity of the Lankershim Depot.
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Response to Letter B14

Community Redevelopmant Agency

Comment Letler B14

. B D - 03 Comment B14-1
prlrt o
- Please see the response to Comment B13.
Comment B14-2
Los Anping Covety Mstpaliom Tanspors
One Gty Pazt. 7 o Auibority The evaluation of overall parking supply and demand concluded that the

L&\

227 Floot, MS 99.22.5
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Subjeet: DEISR for the Proposed San Pamende Valley Hast-West Tranmit
Coridor

Dear Mr. Michel:

‘We have reviewed the subject document and provide s faBewing commenty.

North Hollywood Metro Red Line Station is anticipated to remain at
capacity with implementation of the BRT project. This is a joint park-and-
ride station with the Metro Red Line. The indicated parking demand at this
station will result from the combination of the two transit services.
However, it is acknowledged that the parking situation in neighborhoods

Detatisd Statien Asea Flas % Coordinate Tntegrated Development around the station should be monitored and mitigation measures
. . g

We tesaze o gonens] comment.cude in our feter, duted Jme 23, 2000, implemented if inconveniences are created on the adjacent neighborhoods

responding 10 the “scopig™ process for the Valiey Traasit Coeridor, (Letter i p g

stacbod o ha et we razed s repeding b mpacts o e propncd | 5141 as a result of spillover parking. Measures described in Section 3-4.3.1,

irpraveme saivitn s 6 Horh Eilymand oanbone o o Station Area Parking Spillover Impacts, will be considered to reduce or

m{‘;&', . Spnds e STy ko s U Mo eliminate parking spillover into the adjacent neighborhood. It should be

P o e S e e Ceevelopment i impeovement wtviies noted that currently there are an estimated 915 parking spaces available on

e s s e Ut Jrovids fox the prepuraon of ¢ deilod the exi§tin g MTA Metro Red. Line property. Currently being proposed by

Prckiag MTA is a 1,500-space parking structure to be located on the northeast

The A _ , corner of Lankershim and Chandler Boulevards as part of a joint

pnhagl{ub«ufltd\ermﬂnnywooaanTTmlmm-\ 5
expected sigeaficant impact on periing dermwad for that soation, ba docs not development project.
gty e i sy o, T comy | 142
wAl & y 1
e e il el ok e Comment B14-3
FICANLTE

station shoukd be prescribed,

Appitesble Plazaing D The Final EIS/EIR has been revised to include the Amended Redevelopment
- The Gt of applicable plasnicg documenis woder Seston 4-1.1.3 thoukd inchucke Plan for the North Hollywood Redevelopment Project (1997) and the
i aen s e Projec (Ociber 2, 1m3;'mmﬁmw, ‘1 B14-3 Revised Design for Development: North Hollywood Commercial Core
TR Hityasnd Cormrenal Conn (miyen o for Development fox the North (1981). (The redevelopment area includes the MTA ROW from the
Qlvigiing . Rpven

proposed BRT terminus west of Lankershim Boulevard to Camellia
Avenue.) The Amended Redevelopment Plan contains the key
redevelopment goals for the North Hollywood Redevelopment Area. The
Final EIS/EIR lists those goals that could apply to the BRT Alternative and
describes whether the BRT Alternative would be consistent with those
goals.

San Fernando Valley
East-West Transit Corridor
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The Revised Design for Development: North Hollywoeod Commercial Core
was adopted in 1981 to guide the redevelopment of area along Lankershim
Boulevard between Chandler Boulevard and Magnolia Boulevard. The

Lsad Use aud Development MTA ROW is located directly to the north of this “commercial core,” and
The mualysis of land vae 1ad develogment ipests af the Norsh Hollywood ration the BRT Alternative would provide increased direct access to this core from
e s a1 it Lang Uk Aoy o s e Sl the rest of the San Fernando Valley. The description of these plans h
et wd m&“&:‘ Seane Luod Uk Adinaly, e o e cowe e rest of the San Fernando Valley. e description of these plans has

' MM identified  the DEISR, “Sution Area p..,.,'“"“‘m‘ been added to Section 4-1.1.3, Planned Land Use and the potential impacts
w'““m@ﬁ“ﬁm“ North Hollywood BRT msen wes d | B14-4 analysis is described in Section 4-1.3.2, Consistency of Alternatives with
;’{,"&ﬂ”&“ﬁ“";"ﬁ“"““‘"‘“‘ Sing e s s and vty Planning and Zoning.

A Lo ”e
nd tended 1o CRA ik sies, e North
am&;m‘:;.mn:amsmmmnmu:g Comment B14-4
At e BRT saten s u.’?&'ifh'““u“m‘"“:‘“?ﬂf&ﬁ;”ﬁ As described in Section 4-14 (Cultural R ), the design of the BRT

" dumsliun J s described in Section 4- ultural Resources), the design of the

P of site with BRT ststion development . . . . ? .
Mm-ﬂlnp;;n“mmm m-:mrwmm in/Chacdler inesocion Alternative would retain the Depot and its historic context. The MTA is
wHlL A 1) THes . . . .

sopportive of an scrving bensi users. currently coordinating with CRA to ensure that this occurs. The BRT
Vicas! 1ud Anthetic Canditians station site plan for this area incorporates the planning concepts developed
Acsysn i J::T{'" fr e Norts Holwod BXT s arn (Vi jointly by CRA/MTA’s copsultant, including improvements to the station
b v il e SR i B e et i | B14-5 and the corner of Lankershim and South Chandler Boulevards. The station
impactson the ot ) eltad s rlavemess cood e sgifiantsod wil lans include pedestrian and bicycle amenities including landscaping,

vory depmndent upoe sttion design and b routing.  Design sod routing P . P. Yy 2 ping
miigetions thouid be provided. seating areas, bicycle racks and lockers, etc. In terms of land use
Nolse sud Vibration compatibility, however, the Lankershim Depot has historically been used as
T impactof eaio ot e imric Lk S PacificDepot B B14-6 a transportation facility, which would be compatible with the BRT
o - ) Alternative. Potential future uses of the Depot include commercial and

civic uses, which would also be compatible with the BRT Alternative.

m;xwmmmmmmm. with adjacent vintage . . . .
DESR ies, -Tow :’f_:’:;‘;.“*w“f;“m vid e i vty e The impact of the BRT Alternative on the historic depot in terms of “place-
Biroccane of o 86 pie Povod B e g e e e B14.7 making” would be bcn;ﬁcnal. As described above, the configuration of the
s, T o e ocurts wd idcading Nonjth Hollywood terminus 9f the BRT Alternative ha§ been selected. The
W“g;“{'?“mmf“m"mgm'ﬂ design of the BRT Alternative allows for the restoration of the Depot, the
wd il o o . . L
sl peking copaciy o Tided e it e opmestplan o 0 v preservation of a portion of an existing track north of the ]?epot, ‘and the
CBQA/NEPA cirarmioe analyzing the impict on the historic depol's setting for | recreation of a historic plaza at the southwest corner of the site. Kiss-and-

ride for the BRT would be provided. Buses would stop adjacent to the
Depot and adjacent to North Chandler. In addition, any fixed station
amenities at the North Hollywood BRT terminus would be located so that
views of the historic Depot would not be obscured. Finally, by keeping all
bus movement either within the median of Chandler, or within the North
Hollywood terminus, pedestrian circulation along sidewalks in the area
would not be impeded.
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the temporary parking lot. The bese Line setting o be analyzed in the DEISR for 4

the Migworiz depot Is the unpaved historic station 1 with vitage tmcks.

Additanally, the atalysis does not ke bistoric somext into consideration, The
Nortk Hoilywood Terminal Alomativer should be aaslyzed % determine their
wmauummmmaumm The
depot seiting and consent exe Inrgely in Lect sad sbocl be the subject of frther
wtudy snd aoalysis. Albough streel widening has rodeced its £izs, the histocic
fution site printaing it essentie] histotie elements and relationslip %o sdiscent
mh’mﬂmudhmnmwdmm Winle e plewed
restoration. of the depix building is cssential, it is alvo cesental to madnam and
store G depot’s sering and conmxt [y sonjuzetion with devclopment of the
AR sution there we opportunities to create & plazs sdiscent w the depot o the
m@m«hﬂemdummﬂlwﬂbﬂbm
focation aad 10 provide wther wite improvemcons o cormplement the depot sad the
BRT sation and their wes.

In hip ko the foregoing, Al 1 1d 3 would appess © have the
@sbpnmbwkm':mwmmhmnﬁwhwn
site in tect. Altcrnative 2 would signifieantly and adverscly impact the setiing and
coeest of the bisiona depot by isolating the depat from its eavirons.

Mmh#mumwwmhoﬂm We lock
forwaed to receiving your responses. v
Regants,

Lallan T

Williem Mason
Senior Pieancr

Atachmer s

B14-7
cont'd

Although not covered in this EIS/EIR, the design of the BRT could
accommodate a future portal to the Red Line subway on the west side of
Lankershim Boulevard, thereby improving development opportunities on
the large parcel on the east side of Lankershim Boulevard. Therefore, the
station area development potential in North Hollywood would be increased
with the BRT Alternative.

Comment B14-5

As described in the responses to Comments B13 and B14-4, the design of
the North Hollywood BRT turnaround/terminus would take into account the
historic Lankershim Depot and fixed station elements such as canopies and
ticket vending machines would not be placed directly in front of the Depot.
Because the design would not block any significant views of the Depot, no
adverse visual impacts would occur due to the BRT turnaround at North
Hollywood. This analysis has been incorporated into Section 4-6, the
Visual and Aesthetic Conditions analysis in the Final EIS/EIR.

Comment B14-6

As discussed in Section 4-9.5 of the Final EIS/EIR, it is unusual for buses to
cause groundborne vibration problems. If bus related ground-borne
vibration problems do exist, they are most likely attributable to specific
roadway conditions (e.g., potholes, bumps, expansion joints, or other
discontinuities in the roadway surface). As BRT buses would operate on
smooth-road surfaces, no adverse vibration impacts (significant vibration
impact under CEQA) are anticipated at the depot. Even if roadway
conditions were poor, the resulting levels of ground-borne vibration would
be well below the threshold for minor cosmetic damage to fragile buildings.
In addition, buses within close proximity to the Historic Lankershim
Southern Pacific Depot would be operating at low speeds as they enter or
exit the proposed bus bay, which would further reduce any potential
ground-borne vibration levels. Therefore, additional analysis is not
warranted.

Comment B14-7

As indicated in the Draft EIS/EIR, consultation between MTA and CRA
was undertaken regarding plans for the Lankershim Depot. In consultation
with CRA, the bus bay plans were modified to respect the setting of the

San Fernando Valley
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depot. The plans currently indicate that an existing railroad track will be
restored and that passenger shelters have been moved away to the northern
end of the site. The comments were addressed by plan modifications
subsequent to circulation of the Draft EIS/EIR. The most current plans are
located in Volume 4.

San Fernando Valley

East-West Transit Corridor
METRO EISIEIR

page 7-93



Group B - Public Agencies

Comment Letter B15 Response to Letter B15

e o 0 P 28 CITY OF LOS ANGELES
INTER-DEPARTWENTAL CORRESPONDENCE Comment B15-1
Sty 3, 2001 The need for coordination with the Los Angeles City Fire Department and
conformance with applicable state and focal codes and ordinances will be
1T0: Lo Angelus County Metropolitan Transporiatan Autharty noted in the design/build contract specifications.
Adtr. M. Kevin Michel

FROM, Fire Departmant
SUBJECT: DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT
PROJECT LOCATION
San Fernando Valley East-West Transit Corridor Project
PROJECT DESCRIPTION
The Bus Repld Transit Aemative consists of axchusive bus s on e 5P ROW
betwoan the North Holtywcod Metro Ral station and the p Wamer Centar Transit
Hub (see Figire 3-4). An oa-sirest atemative signmont o xnard Street in tha East
Vatiey is descried in Section 5-4.3.2, .
In the East Vatley, the alipnment sxiands west from the N lywood Metro Red Line

- station st the Chandiier and Lankershim Boulovards. (The foe bus cyoulation
t the North Hollywood station ans discussed baiow.) The sl continues westwand
In the median of Chandier Boulevard, crossing the Fulton Averus snd

" Burbank Bouleverd diegonally near Veiley Colege. The Oxnend
Straet 10 Sepuiveda d. The siignment trosses 1405 in an axisting
underpess, entering tha West Valley.
in the Waest Valley, the aiignment continues along the nerthgm of the
Sepuiveda Basin Racrealion Ares, crossing the Los Angoles River baforo White Oak.
Avenve. Tho alignment continues weat in the 8P ROW, Topham Street and
then Viclory Boulevard aflar paseing Winnstia Bouleverd, e intersection of
Victory Boulevard and De Soto Avenue, the busway lesv P ROW and continues .
on-streel In Mixed traific 1o @ teiminus at the planned War Teanak Hub, The
Warner Contar Transit Hub is loceted aiong Owenamouth betweesn Erwin snd
Oxnard Strests, adiacent to the Promenade Shopping Mell.
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Kavin Michel
July 3, 2001
Page 2

The folowing commans are fumished in response 1o your refudst for this Department o
“eviow the proposed development

C. me.mtm?um
During demolition, the Firs Depariment access Wi femain clesr and unobstructed.
Fire lanss, where required and dead ending shall terminats I a cul-de-sac
or other approved tuming srea. No dead ummnxuw
than 700 fset in length or secondary access

anmmwmuummfm[ fire lane must acoommodale

" the operation of Fire Depariment serial ormnﬁnhydvhm 81'5.1
insislied, those portions shall not ba less nw

Where access for & Given devel ) detion of Firs Depaniment
M».Wmmmm%um ’

Accass for Fire Dapartment spparsius snd perbrnet to and ino a¥
siruch, shal be hroi.

.

mmmmmmlh to this Department and
ronuir P of any péds
uﬂhllprnlod.

Thoss piot plans shall be spproved by by the Firp nt showing fire hydranis
and acosss 1or sach phass of the project prior recording of the final mag for
that phase. Esech phase shak comply with code requirements.

Hydrants snd sprniders may ba required after reviaw of piot olans, L

San Fernando Valley

East-West Transit Corridor
"IEEX) EIS/EIR
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Kevin Michal
Jly 3, 2001
Page 3

CONCLUSION

The proposed project shall comply with e appicsble codes and _
um.mnmmnumhwmi{:mmu ]B15,1
well as the Safaty Plan, bolh of which are slements of the Pien of e City of Los | cont'd
Angeies C.P.C. 19708,

For sddrional information, pleese contect inepector Joseph Jacieon of the Construction
Services Unit at (213) 465-564.

.WILLIM R. BANIATTRE

m;u//.%../

Richard A. Warford, Assistant Fire Marshal
Surenu of Fire Prevantion and Public Sefety

RAW.JF ::emz
Ot B
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CITY OF LOS ANGEL Comment Letter B16

CRALCES T BANBRIEE CALIFORNIA CEFARTMENT OF
DEIHALL ManasTe TRANSRORTATION
£2 1 SN ROA KTMEY, U 500
E— OB ANGELLE, Ca 20018
fcih 3 _l.mi 177
Ecythe Advigory Comwnilies FAX. (VL S | 1o
— JuL 13 2001

Al .

Chaiman RICHARD J. RIOHDAN

wavoR SCANNED

Donekd Roserthel

Vice Chaiman IN RRC
Ruth Barras ke 28, 2001
Ed Brogoft "

Rodrey Xufrs

Mahdn Lovorttl My, Kevin Michel
preidtanns Los Angsles County Matropoliten
Bty Seybert Transportation Authority
Dondd Wolkorg Cna Gatewsy Plazs, 22 F1.

MS 89-22-5

Los Angstas, CA §0012
Dear M. Michal:

One bahalf of the City of Los Angelss Bicycie Advisory Commities, | am writing 1o axpress
our support for & bikewsay in the Chandier Median and our concerns with the Draft EIR/S
for the San Farnanda Valley East-Wast Tiansit Corridor.

The contapt for a bikaway in conjunction with Bus Ragid Transit project is s prograssive

snd people triendly means of transportation for the San Fernande Valley. Whila we pro}er B15.1
the inclusion of a continuous Class 1 - Bike Path throughout the corridor, Class If - Bike

Lanes may be also be an scceptable sotution. A Class lil - Bike Routs is an unacceptable
option for bicyclists in & corridor such as this with a high smount of vehiclas and rapid
vehicle speads.

Wa expact the bikeway developed for the coridor will meet Caltrans Design Standsrds
which include a bike path widih of twelve fest and wili siss adhare to the Los Anysies
Departmant of Transportation‘s bike lane standard width of Hve Toet.

15-2

As with any multi-modal approach to tation in Los Angel ’wo hape from the 15.3
outsat you are considering bicycla parking at the bus stetions as an integral pan of this
project.

Thank you for your rsviaw of our concerns. Wa ook forward (o being abls to dda en this
facility the near future. If you shouid nead 1o contact me my rumber is {618) 761-85876.

Sincerely,
5. -
g RSB e
. P4
Alex Baum
Chawman

c: BAC Mambars

AN ZQUAL ENPLOYMENT OPPORTURITY - AFFIRMATIVE ACTION EMPLAOYER TN P e I @

Response to Letter B16
Comment B16-1

The BRT Alternative has been taken through the Preliminary Engineering
(PE) stage in order to complete the Final EIS/EIR. Although this EIS/EIR
does not cover the environmental impacts of a bicycle/pedestrian path, it
does require that the BRT be designed to accommodate a bicycle/
pedestrian facility. During PE, the bicycle/pedestrian facility has being
designed along with the BRT, ensuring that the BRT design will
accommodate a bicycle/pedestrian facility. The design of the BRT and the
bicycle facility is being coordinated closely with the Los Angeles
Department of Transportation. For most of the route except as described
below, a Class I Bike Path would be constructed within the right-of-way
alongside the BRT. In the Sepulveda Basin, existing Class I bicycle paths
would be utilized. Along Chandler Boulevard east of Coldwater Canyon
Avenue, Class II bicycle lanes would be constructed. In no place would a
Class III bicycle route be created.

Comment B16-2

In locations where a Class I bicycle path is planned, the BRT Alternative
will accommodate a bicycle path that meets appropriate design criteria
prepared jointly by MTA and LADOT. Where Class II bicycle lanes are
planned, these will be constructed in accordance with Los Angeles
Department of Transportation (LADOT) bike lane standards.

Comment B16-3

The Preliminary Engineering design of the BRT Alternative includes
bicycle parking, including both bicycle lockers and bicycle racks at all
proposed stations.

San Fernando Valley
East-West Transit Corridor
"Txx¥ EIS/EIR
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PR AN T o=l Comment Letter B17

DEPAR o
PALPEETS T RAMENILE CaLFORNA TRANSPOATATION

211 N FCUENCA STRECT. SIBTE B0
105 INGFLLA. €A XA Y
53 01877
TRC 1213 S ViR 2

AP, AN

JAMES K. HAMN

Dedicaied bus lanes in the median along Chandicr Boulevard will requine complicated signal operation at

soveral it 1 foralfmodes including buses, mixed flow vehiculas wallic, bicyclists
and pedestrizns, MTA should ider urd amaly ~r\mha‘lhv:“Al\cmauvc"ofndcdicatc:d bus lane onthe
cuhudewuhs:gmlmmly ﬂmnlarmMztm Rawdﬂux This alteraati ve could provide similas bus speed
e without the compli f d delays to other trufTic, as well as maintain safety
July 3. 2001

for pedestrians and transit patrons.,

‘The City feels that these modifications combined with other changes noted in the astachments will provide the
citizens of Les Angeles 2 safer and mose efficient BRT project. Attached are specific comments on the
DEISDEIR and the engineering dmwmgs from the City" qumntufTrmspumum. Deparimentof City

Kevin Michel, Project Manager
Las Angeles County Metmpolitan Transporttion Authority
One Gateway Plazs, Mail Stop 99.22-5

Plarping and B f Engi 2. If you have sny questions, p Scan Skehan of my staff al
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952 (213) 977-7845.
COMMENTS ON THE DRAFT KISFIR FORTHE SANFERNANDO VALLEY EAST-WEST / W N

TRANSIT CORRIDOR aemes M. Okazaki

Assistont General Man

The City of Los Angeles appreciaies the oppoctunity to review the Drafi Environmental Enpact
Statement/Environmental impact Report (DEIS/DEIR) for the San Fernando Valley East-West Transit
Carridor. Earlier, the City i sively on the Administrative Draft EIS/EIR circuluted by MTA
10 selecsed agencies. The DEIS/DEIR inchudes several chy ded by the City such as: modified
language to supplement the MTA/City of Los Angck‘stlcr(,wptﬂmvc Agmcmcnt tocover busway snd
design/build aspects and special perminting by Public Works, ideration of pre-signal and g cultérs
where secesdary 1o prevent tratfic from stopping on ur blocking the b y, andthe incorporation of haul
routes whick will be determined in consultation with the City. Howuver, the City has severa! additional
comments.

Aliachments:
A . Specific Comments on the DEIS/DEIR
B - Specific Comments on Engineering Drawings

Based on cur curent review of the Draft BISZEIR ad the sup il d i
that the FEISTFEIR acknowledpe the fact that the Ciny his mhrqunhaﬂ spmsorshvpo( the h»kt'way projecito
the MTA, and (hat the bakeway will be constrcted by the MTA as part of the Bus Rapid Tranait (BRT)
projeet. Fhe phrase “Full pronity” for taffic signals should be replaced with “pricnity” throughout the

docurment, as 'full prionity” is inappropnale terminalogy snd implies “¢ ption”. Also, additional truffic
mudeling analysis sceds wbe performed lo provide a more acour imnate of fubure traffic volumes wod
impacts of the propesed busway.

Fhe Los Angeles Depanment of Transpertation (LADGT) isstifl concermed about the impacts of the busway
a1 severd) majar intersections, includmg the complicated six- legged intersection of Burhank Boulevard and
Fuhon Avenve. Further gnalysis on the feasibrity of grade separutions here and a8 other intersectiond adjocent
10 high Gow Wraffic anteriuds needs |a be perfenmed to ensure @ sufe and efficient traffic operstion.

AN BQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY - AFFIRMATIVE ACTION ENPLOVER N st s s S o @
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Aftachment A

CITY OF LOS ANGELES SPECIFIC COMMENTS ON THE DEIS/DEIR
FOR TIIE SAN FERNANDO VALLEY EAST-WEST
TRANSIT CORRIDOR

Fhe City of Los Angeles Dep: of T: ion{DOT), Depsar of City Planning {DCP), und
Bureau of Emgmccnng(BOL) have the Iol!nrwmg specific cummems on the DEIS/DEIR for the San
Fernando Valley Easi-West Transit Comidor:

CHAPTER 2 - ALTERNATIVES CONSTDERED - COMMENTS

Section 2-2: Detalled Description of Alternatives

The lns! sentence of the f st pmgmph s!alei thal Fmrgency vehlclcs would ankyuae Ihc
clclmnl'.laneswhmrcsp)mlmgiocnu'gcncmwlhmoﬂnmdmcly adjacent tothe right-of-
way."” Theimpocisof sirensand mrgmc) vchmki;mkd«mldhuhxlaedmwnm
under Chapter 4.9, Noise and Vitwation,” since no restricts dto restrict the use

b i

of sirens in the exclusive lunes. (DOT)

2. Page2-28, Subsection2-2.3.3 Concept Design: The City has relinquished sponsorshipof the
bikeway project to the MTA, and the bikeway will be constructed by MTA a5 pant of the BRT
project. The text in this section should be revised accordingly. (DOT)

3 Page 2-20.30, Figures 2:9 and2-10: Thetike path is now part of the BRT project since the City
has selinquithed sponsorship of its bikeway project tothe MTA. 'Ihelc.xl stating"NOT APART
OF THIS PROJECT” should be modified or i, The d ions of the bike path and
pedestrian path should beindicated if p A label should be sdded to the lower drawing in
Figure 2-9 w0 indicate a fence separating the busway and the bikeway. (DOT)

4. Page2-6. Table 2-3: Traffic Controt Stretegies Along ihe San Fermando Yalley Fasl-West
TransitComddor: Inthe Commenta section of the lable, replace the words “Full Priority” with
“Priority.” Repeat this comection throughout the DEIS/DEIR . “Full priority™ is inappropriate
ferminofogy and inplics “precmprion.” Buses witl not always feceive pricrity at trafficsignals,
depending on the type of cress sireet (major or minor), cross tralfic flows and actual bus travel

time. (DOT)

5. Pugs 2-39, Subsection 2-2.3.8 & Station Concept: Bicycle parking and access should be
addressed. Bicycie lockers and storage ureas should be provided at stations. (DOT)

B17-1

B17-2

B17-3

B17-4

B17-5

Response to Letter B17

Comment B17-1

As indicated in Section 2-2.3 of the EIS/EIR, any use of the exclusive BRT
lanes by emergency vehicles would be extremely infrequent and would be
limited to emergency situations involving the busway only. The noise
generated by the emergency vehicles, including sirens, would be temporary.
Given the proximity of the proposed alignment to major roadways, noise
associated with the emergency use of the exclusive lanes would be similar
to existing conditions. As a result, the assessment of noise impacts from
emergency vehicles is not necessary. Please also see the responses to other
comments concerning emergency vehicle response.

Comment B17-2

Via the City’s Call for Projects application to the MTA for the Valley
bikeway and the MTA Board’s action to award funding for the project,
MTA is the recognized lead for the bikeway project. The EIS/EIR for the
busway does not include the bikeway or analyze it, though it does discuss
that the busway is being designed so that a bikeway can also share the
former rail right-of-way with the busway. A separate environmental
evaluation of the bikeway and separate funding plan for the bikeway are
being prepared by MTA in coordination with the City. The MTA will work
with the City so that the final design and construction of both projects can
proceed together in order to save costs and minimize the construction
impacts that would occur if both projects were constructed separately.
After construction of the bikeway, it would be turned over to the City to
operate and maintain.

Comment B17-3

The bikeway is not a part of the busway project and the details of the
bikeway design were not available at the time the Draft EIS/EIR was
prepared. Though the busway and the bikeway are being evaluated via
separate environmental processes and have different funding, their design
and construction schedules will be coordinated through a joint design/build
process. The preliminary engineering drawings for the two projects are
being coordinated and the MTA will share those details with the City as
they are developed. A label indicating a fence between the busway and the
bikeway has been added to Figure 2-9 in the Final EIS/EIR.

San Fernando Valley

East-West Transit Corridor
xr®) EIS/EIR
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CHAPTER 3 - TRANSPORTATION SETTING, IMPACTS AND MITIGATION

Traflic Modeling Anolysis:

f.

An analysis of the mede] assi gnments for the 1993 AMPM Peak hour Existing Cenditions, 2020
AM/PM Peak hour (No Project) amd 2020 AM/PM Peak hour Altemative | scenarios was
conducted. The teaffic simulation mode! during both the AM and PM peak hours is within
LADOT s acceptable standards. ‘'ables | and 2 {attached) compare the model resulis for J908
tomwcent traffic counts cotlected along key omtways within the projoct's stady arca. Ovenall e | B17-6
mode! resulls are within 105 of the traffic counts collected st the screcnline locations and meet
LADCOT’ s modet validation standards.

A comparisun of the futere 2000 buse scensrioto the existing traffic counts was conducted to
ensure that sufficient tralfic growth is forecasted for the study area. The traflic forcvasts for the
Fature base scenarioalong the east-west comidors reveal an anual growth rate that vasies betwoen
0.5% and 2%. While the traffic model reasonably demonsirsics growth along the Topanga
Canyon, Tampuy, and Bafhoa screenlines, the future results appear slightly under-estimated along
the Van Nuys and Coldwater screenlines.

Tables Jand4 (alia\hed)compamhemdcl results for the Year 2020 Base Conditiens tothe

Year 202} Project Al 1. Thiscorp indh that traffic volumes remain virtually
fanged(i.¢.. ihetraffic for the pragect alternative is nearly identical to the assigs
for the luturc base scenario). H L i impl d, the projectisexy d duce trolfic

dernand wlong paralle] cast-wesl streets, The additional trunsil service would kely result in less
vehicle arips on the roadway system. The mode! results for the Aliemative | scenario may not fudly
reveal the benefit of the BRT service to pusullel roadways. (DOT)

|B17-7

'l'hls lablcwnmmslmrﬁc twnlsfmm l994~ ” it shmld hcupda.lrd mmgnm mcmdm
(HOT)

X3 i Exis it Services: The 12*Council District Transporsstion
Management Association cited in the first full paragraph no longer exists and
should reference Lo it should be delewed. {DOT)

l B17-8

Page 3- 11 Table 3.7 Artak and Metrolink Rail Seqvice Charscterisiics: Add “Sun Valley™to
the Stations Seeved cotunin for the Metrolink Antelope Valley Line, This station opened in April B17-9
2001, {DOT)

Comment B17-4

A global change has been performed in the Final EIS/EIR to make this
clarification.

Comment B17-5

The preliminary engineering of the BRT Alternative includes bicycle
parking, including both bicycle lockers and bicycle racks at all proposed
stations. The description of the BRT Alternative in Chapter 2 has been
revised to reflect this.

Comment B17-6

A slight reduction in traffic is expected along parallel east-west streets due
to the operation of the transit facility, as reported in Table 3-11. This table
shows that traffic growth factors for the Full BRT compared to base 1998
conditions, at the study intersections along the corridor in both the east and
west Valley, are slightly less (5 percent) than that for the No Build
Alternative.

Comment B17-7

This table was intended to provide historical information on general daily
traffic levels on the east-west arterials. The table provides generalized wide
ranges of daily volumes and is intended to show relative differences for
illustrative purposes. The data in this table are not used for analytical

purposes.
Comment B17-8

The text of the Final EIS/EIR has been revised in accordance with the
comment.

Comment B17-9

The text of the Final EIS/EIR has been revised in accordance with the
comment.

San Fernando Valley

East-West Transit Corridor
EIS/EIR
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10, Page 3:13, Subsection Y- L2 Existing Transit Services: I shoukdbenotedinthe lastsentenceof 1834740
the first paragraph that the Antclope Valey Line ulso strves 4 sation in Sun Valiey. (DOT)|

11 Page 3:-12. Subsection 3-1.3 Major Intenmodal Hubs: Add discussion of the Northridge
Metrolink Station, which is an important ransportation facility in the Valley. The Chatsworth
Metrolink Sration is also served by Simi Vufley Transit Route C. The City Council District office
is nont bocated at the Chatsworth Metrolink Station. The bike store a the Chatsworth Metrolink B17-11
Station has been replaced by atruvel agent’ s office. The Van Nuys AmtrakMetrolink Station
provides Simdied free parking for rail parons only, DASH Panorama City/Van Nuys serves this
station. Metrolink’s Ventura County and Antefope Valley Lines also serve the Glendule Station.
Wamer Ceater is also served by the Vantura County Transportation Cammission’s Conejo
Corridor bus service. (DOTY

3 Fy onditiol

12 Page3.13 Thissection should include atable similar to Table 3-2 showing prejected vol
selecied artesiuls fo the year 2020, (DOT) B17-12

13, Page 3-14, Table 3-8: San Femande Valley Fransit Comidor Companison of Countywide
Transpertation Indicators: The etimated totat daily person trips in Los Angeles County for Year
1998 is relatively consistent with the dnity personrips in SCAG's 1997 Repionad Transponiation
Modei. Both estimate that the daily person irips for the Countyare nearly 30 million, However,
the 3.43% 1otal transit mode share indicated in"Table 3-8 is more than SCAG's catimate for the:
Countyof 3.077% for peak periods and 2.70% for thecittire duy. Also, the DEISDEIR indicates [B17-13
that of the total daily person trips, 1,007,958 were transit trips. Thisis more than SCAG's 1997
estimate of §23.908 daity transit trips. The reason for the difference may be that the Corvidor
stady includes “school 1rips by school bus™ in the total forwransit trips. AcconlingloSCAG's
maode], there were an average of 13452 schaol trips by bus.  Sce the table below fura
companison of the two reports:

San Fernando Va¥ley Fad- SCAG’s 1997 Regional
Itein West Transit Corridor Stndy Transportntion Model
{1998}
Lhaily Person Trips 29.398.62t 30.529.422
Daily Transit Trips 1,007,955 423908
Schuool Bus Trips not shown 11482
% Transit Trips of . )3y .
P Trips REEL S 270 % Gl day); 307% (peak periods)
3

Comment B17-10

The text of the Final EIS/EIR has been revised in accordance with the
comment.

Comment B17-11

The comment concerning revised information for major intermodal hubs
has been noted and corresponding text has been modified.

Comment B17-12

Traffic forecasts used in the EIS/EIR were derived from the LACMTA
travel demand model. The traffic impact analysis was solely based on AM
and PM peak hour impacts of the project. No daily highway traffic volume
projections were available from the MTA travel demand model and
therefore it was not possible to develop a 2020 daily arterial volume table.

Comment B17-13

Table 3-8 compares transportation indicators for each alternative with the
1998 and 2020 base condition. These indicators (including modal split) are
presented in this table for comparison purposes only. The method of
determining the transit modal split is identical for all alternatives and
therefore provides an accurate assessment of relative changes among
alternatives, which is the main intent of this analysis.

Comment B17-14

Bicycle as a mode of access is not explicitly shown, but is included in the
transit/walk category. The category heading has been updated to read
“Transit/Walk/Other.”

San Fernando Valley

East-West Transit Corridor
EIS/EIR
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‘The fgures in Table 3-8 should be reconciled to conform to the SCAG data. (DOT)

14,

i5.

-

Bage3-21, Table 3-10; BRT and MOS Ridership und Mode of Access Description: Bicycles
should be included ax 2 mode of access to the stations if data is avaifable, (DOT)

Page 3-26, Subsection }-3.2.2.¢ BRT Alternative: Dedicated bus lanes in the median along
Chandler Bautovard will reguire complicated signal operation st soveral itersections 1o allow
movement for all modes inchading buses, mixed flow vehicutar traffic, bicyclises smd p

MTA should consider nd analyze further the “ Al ive* of adedi ‘lm'--w-‘ th baid
with signal privnity. sintilar to Motro Rapid Bus, Thisall ivecould provide similarb j
improvements withous the complicated signal operation and delays lo ohes traffic, as well as
maintiiin safety for pedestrians and transit patrons.

Tage 322, Subsection 3:3.2.2.6 BRT Altcenative: The i imerscction of De Soto Avenue and
Victory Boalevard will noedio be widened 1o provide additi yasaresultof
eaclusive phasing welcar vehicks off the transit right-of-way. w;dmngdmlmmmthmym
the project should be provided as deemed necessary. (DOT)

ahsection 3-3.2 2.¢ BRT Ahernative: The BRT di i ali across Burbank
Bouinmi and Fulton Aventie will create a sia-legged i mlcmxuon ll shou!d be stated that
appropriste measures will be laken during the design of this i i iche adk

pedestrian storage. DOT isstill concemned abeart the aperation of lhmrimuonmdwouldhkc
10 sce & grade scparntion for the BRT at this Jocation. (DOT}

iiots: The textincorrectly stutes that

2«) cxnsm\g pakmgﬁp&ces are avmhb\c sihe Ba“x-aN moty stavion. The comrect mamberis
150, as indicated in Table 3-21. (DOT)

is: Porking o the
mel’BaJlmMand Ride Lot is pcmuncdfortm pattcss unly a0t for carpoots as indicated,
(DOT)

CHAPTER 4- AFFECTEDENVIRONMENT AND ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES

B17-14

B17-15

B17-16

B17-17

B17-18

B17-18

Comment B17-15

The option of operating buses in a dedicated curb lane along Chandler
Boulevard was considered and rejected prior to initiating work on the Draft
EIS/EIR. This option was determined not to be reasonable and feasible
primarily because it would remove neighborhood parking and result in
undesirable noise impacts by moving buses closer to homes.

Comment B17-16

The De Soto Avenue/Victory Boulevard intersection will be widened to
provide a right-turn pocket. The design team determined that widening was
not necessary for through lanes. Addition of a second left-turn lane as a
mitigation measure is feasible within the existing right-of-way. All other
mitigation measures can be implemented within existing right-of-way.

Comment B17-17

The need for pedestrian storage has been analyzed and adequate storage
capacity has been incorporated in the design of this location. Through
discussions with LADOT, it has been determined that an at-grade busway
can be implemented without a grade separation at this location.

Comment B17-18

The revised text reads “Approximately 4,000 to 4,300 parking spaces will
be available, including a total of 150 currently available spaces at the
Balboa/Victory station and 915 currently available spaces at the North
Hollywood Red Line Station.

Comment B17-19

Table 3-23 has been modified to delete “* existing carpool lot” and remove
“*” from the Lot Capacity column for Victory/Balboa.

San Fernando Valley

East-West Transit Corridor

EIS/EID 1 | -
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Section d-1: Land Use and Developawint

20 432 iond:1,1.3 les Generat Man Pramewl jor: Upon
adaption by City Council of the Transposiation Element of the General Plan in 1999, the
Fi % Transportation Chapler ded to delete gouls, objectives, policies and related

maps andto subsuunc these w:lh a lefemnce 1o the adopted Transpertation Element, Thusthere
areno"Fi licies." These pamgraphs should be deleted. Abracketed
(f Pstatement may be subslzlulcd w indicate that the Framewurk delens to the Frunsportation
Elemen for of Cienern! Pian tation policy. This fact shovlthenbe reflecied
in sub lyscs of al ives related 10 General Plan wmmcncy in the City of Los
Angcles, and all references o the Framewirkcalling for “fixed rail transit™ in this Corridor should
be defeted. (DCP)

21 Paped-M. Subsecliond. | 1. 3e City of Los Angeles Community and Specific Plans - Noah
Holiywood- Vatley Village Community Plan: ‘Fhis Plan wasupdatedin 1996, not 1995, {DCP)

2. 4-37. T LANR ity i i -
West Van Nuys Copmmunity Plan: This Plan was updated in 1999, not 1998, (DCT)

23, Pasgd38. Sebsection,).1).e Cityof Los Angeles Community and Specific Plans - Conoga
Park-Wooslland Hifls Wingetka: West Hills Community Plan: This Pl was updated in 1999, not
1993, (DCP)

H JH [y .5 b5\
ﬂnlmcohmnoldw ble app bei

"slmldbe“mndemn.
(DCM
Section 4:6: Yisual and Aesthetic Conditions
25, Paged:-133. Subsectiond-6.1.2h Visual Asscsunent UniLLLESP ROW - Haskell Aveoutte
Balbon Boytevard): The fisst paragraph of this subsection shwidmlc that both Bulboaikulevard
and Woodley Avenue south of Victory Boulevard g o Burbank fevard) are

designuted Scenic Highways i the Cuity of Los Angeles General Plan, (DCP)

CHAPTER $ . CONSTRUCHION IMPACTS

Section 5-1 The Consiruction Process

B17-20

B17-21

| 817-22

B17-23

*|B17-24

B17-25

Comment B17-20

The Land Use and Development section has been revised to reflect that
transportation policies have been moved to the General Plan
Transportation Element from the General Plan Framework. In addition,
references to the Framework calling for “fixed rail transit” in the corridor
have been deleted.

Comment B17-21

The text of the Final EIS/EIR has been revised in accordance with the
comment.

Comment B17-22

The text of the Final EIS/EIR has been revised in accordance with the
comment.

Comment B17-23

The text of the Final EIS/EIR has been revised in accordance with the
comment.

Comment B17-24

The text of the Final EIS/EIR has been revised in accordance with the
comment.

Comment B17-25

The text of the Final EIS/EIR has been revised in accordance with the
comment.
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26, Pupe 5-7. Subsection 5-1.2.6 Step 6 Paving and Surfacing: This section should describe

B17-26
imyacts from the busway paving across roadways. (DOT) | 2
Section 8-2 Transportation and Parking

21 Pages-J3. Subsection §-2.3 Mitigation Mcasures: Last of the thied paragraph should |817-27

nole that haul rouics must be approved by the City of Los Angeles, (DOT)

28, Page3-14, Svbsestion 5-2.3 Mitigation Messums: Add “T&P-C6 - The City of Los Angeles
will provide to the contructor the latest version of the Reguiements of mgmm and Signy
and Legends, which shall be incorporated imo the and used in &
all work site Teaffic Control Plans.” (DOT)

B17.28

e
(el 4

Secuon 5-5 Community Facllities and Services

29, Poge 5:22. Subseclions 5-5.3.2, 5:5.3.3,5:53.4,5-3.3.5: The air quality references to B17-29
“Section 5-7° should sead “Section 5.8 {(DOT)

Comment B17-26

Section 5-1.2.6 describes the step in the construction process involving
paving and surfacing. A description of the traffic impacts that might be
expected as streets are crossed is provided in section 5-2.2 and mitigation
measures are provided in section 5-2.3. A description of the potential
impacts on community facilities is provided in section 5-5.2 and mitigation
measures are provided in section 5.5.3.

Comment B17-27

The text of the Final EIS/EIR has been revised in accordance with the
comment.

Comment B17-28

The text of the Final EIS/EIR has been revised in accordance with the
comment.

Comment B17-29

The text of the Final EIS/EIR has been revised in accordance with the
comment.

i)
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Attachment B

CITY OF LOS ANGELES DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
SPECIFIC COMMENTS ON ENGINEERING DRAWINGS
FOR THE SAN FERNAND(O VALLEY EAST-WEST
TRANSIT CORRIDOR
(MAY, 2001)

L g St 13 dcawings C-012 ey C-019). 16 thr 22 (dranwings C-02 sy C-028) and 24
{drawing C-030) Fences should be located on the ROW lines. If circumstances prevent the

fences From being focated on the ROW lines, distances between the fence and the ROW line
should be noted.

2 Sheets § thry 24 (dmwings:C-012 thne C-030): Show existing track locati hativeto ]
ground lines.

3, s

Shests 2 (drawing G-002), 5 (drawing C-011). 7 they 9 (drawings C:-013 theu C-01 5. and 13
mmm_mammmm lhe bike poth isnow part of the BRT project, since the

City hasrelinqui pofitsl ject 1o the MTA. Thetextstating™NOT A
PART OF THIS PROJECT“ should be modlﬁed or removed.

4 Sheets 31 thyy 54 (drawings C-127 iy C-130): A bike path or bike lancs along Chandler BI.
between Whitsett Ave. and the 17 Freeway should be shown.
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Comment Letter B18

City of Malibu

Joan House
Mevor
25855 Civie Ceier Wy - Moy, CA 9265
N S6UM  FANHN 4562760
Ny 3. 1%
Bcud of Dnecm

Los Anguien, CA W0C12-2952

lrt«r Bmcw Tenpt ( BRT)ARemanive Jor e San Ferando Valisy Sac.Wert
G

Dse Mutibeors OF e Bt

The Malibu City Cotinial is writing this Jtter in suppoet of the Bus Rapid Trnaslt Allemasive S

e Saw Femondo Yalley EateWen Transit Cotridor

This Ahezpadive peavides & regional solusivs to 1illc cotgestion Morg U3 101 and o a
wansit slicrative 1o tomostony oo wex of Low Azpeies 1 the Lan Virglaes and Comes sroms.

The BRT Alwenstiva will srovide ¢ visbie oprion 5o tho Taosit tidor trough daw elflcsensy

«hlie Teveling in 3 comformbie rovironmeae ta addition ibe velicls wace cavirvnmcotaily
sensitivw admpressed aenanal gns.

Ta butter mmet the aveds of conmuters fow e Las Viegines end Cotdgo aovs we strongly

recocamne pd hat 8w plan for the BRY iaciode w Park and Ride facality af the Waenar Cooner

wdon,

We wrge cantful considerition and weppon of the BR T ARemative R e San Pernsado Valley
Eant-Wop Traonit Coridor.

Thank you
Respecthiliy,

Yrare ﬁlﬁu
!-hyu

s
MTATORE rd Thes dpoines in prioviol g oropoint puper.

B818-1

B18-2

Response to Letter B18

Comment B18-1
The City’s support for the BRT is acknowledged for the record.

Comment B18-2

Between 2,960 and 3,250 new park-and-ride spaces would be constructed
along the BRT alignment as a part of the project. Of the park-and-ride
spaces that would be constructed as a part of the BRT Alternative, the
closest to Warner Center would be the spaces proposed at Pierce College
station, 1 mile from Warner Center. The two westernmost stations, De Soto
Avenue station and the Warner Center Transit Hub, lie within the
boundaries of the Warner Center Specific Plan area. This Specific Plan area
has been established by the City of Los Angeles to regulate land uses within
Warner Center. Any new development within Warner Center that would
increase the number of vehicle trips entering the area would be required to
meet certain trip reduction requirements and potentially implement
additional mitigation. These requirements would essentially preclude
construction of a park-and-ride lot facility at Warner Center. The Warner
Center Transit Hub is being planned and constructed by the City of Los
Angeles.

In addition, although the exclusive BRT alignment would end at Warner
Center, not all bus lines using the BRT would terminate at Warner Center.
The Operating Plan described in the EIS/EIR includes the concept of select
bus routes servicing points north and west of the busway (including the Las
Virgenes and Conejo Valley areas) and entering the BRT exclusive
guideway to complete the trip to the eastern terminus at the North
Hollywood Metro Red Line station. Several park-and-ride facilities already
exist along the Ventura Freeway corridor west of Warner Center. A bus
route could potentially pick up commuters from these park-and-rides and
then enter the BRT corridor at Warner Center and operate as an express to
North Hollywood. Not only would this reduce travel times for commuters
from west of Warner Center, but it would eliminate the need for a transfer
to the BRT at Warner Center.

San Fernando Valley
East-West Transit Corridor
FIS/EIR. S -
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Comment Lett_er B19

e g B o

1) 259-2483 &
S Gl Vo SCANNED
Coldgrmia D1355-2196 (861} 250 8125 !K R“c

Wobine: www santa- clariia.oom

Santa Clarita June 29, 2001

Me. Kevin Michel

1.os Angeles County

Metropulitan Transportation Authority
Ons Gateway Plaza, 22 Floor

MS 99-22.5

108 Angeles, CA 90012

Subject:  Commants on the Dralt BIR/EIS for the Valley East-West Transit
Corridor Bus Rapid Transit Project

Dear Mr. Michel:

Thank you for the opporiunity to comment on the Drafy EIR/EIS for the
Valley East-West Transit Corridor Bus Rapid Transit Project.

The Drafl EIR/EIS identifien Santa Clarita Tranait as one of the four major
transit operators who curzently serve the San Fernando Valley. Given that
fact, the City of Santa Clarita is requesting that the MTA consider aliowing
Sania Clarita Transit buses acceas to the Transit Corridor. Santa Clarita
Transit Houtes 793 and 798 currently provide secvice to Van Nuys, and
Route 786 provides service to Warner Ceater. Access to the Valley
East-West Transit Corridor will provide S8snta Claritz Tranait with the

ability to serve these two destinati more offectively, as well os the
opportunity to provide service to the North Hollywood Metro Red Line
Station.

Thaok you for considering our request. Should you have any guestions,
please do nol hesitate to contact moe at (661} 244-4963, or Mark Yamarone,
Transportation Funding Coordinator, at (6681) 285.4931.

Anthony J. Nisich
[irector of Tranaporiation & Engineering Services

AJNMLY:twh

e onaliv it e e
ce: Jeffrey Lambert, Director of Planning & Building Services

Ron Kiicoyne, Transportation Manager
Mark Yamarone, Tranepertation Funding Coordinntor

MR O PECYCIED MR

Response to Letter B19

MTA along with its other regional partners are eager for this important
transit project to commence operation. LADOT will also provide service
along the BRT corridor. Starting in 2005, the plan calls for MTA to operate
a dedicated bus fleet along the corridor. As the project matures over time,
the plan calls for bus service to be expanded to accommodate increased
rider demand. To satisfy future demand, MTA will also be considering a
number of service delivery alternatives, including use of the busway by
other lines and carriers. Expansion of terminal facilities, particularly at the
North Hollywood Station, is also under consideration.

With the initial startup, MTA plans to operate frequent service (e.g., every 7
to 10 minutes) along the entire BRT alignment. In conjunction with this
plan, MTA also proposes to coordinate with its regional partners to ensure
that passenger wait times are minimized for riders. To this end, MTA will
work with the City of Santa Clarita to review the range of options
associated with use of the facility, including schedule connections between
MTA services and City of Santa Clarita services. MTA will continue to
coordinate with the City of Santa Clarita concerning this important
transportation project.

San Fernando Valley
East-West Transit Corridor
"Ixx¥) EIS/EIR
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Comment Letter B20 Response to Letter B20

The project entails installation of a new storm drain system for the BRT and

s o reconstruction of the pavement. The storm pipe will be connected to the
e Chatmess ik CA983 2700 existing storm system. Where a conflict with the existing gas line is
Doy Masing Adorey : 1 1 1
Gonpoays om0 encountered, recommendations for its relocation will be made.

A Q‘Sempnfmln‘m
July 16, 2000

Mr. Kevin Michel

Metropolitan Teansportation Authority
One Gateway Plaza

Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952

Subject: SFY-BRT, TRANSIT PROJECT, In the City of Los Angeles,
County of Los Angeles.
Please refer 1o PF 4 01-26-12

Northera Region Technical Services Department of The Gas Company operates
and maintains various ligh asd medium pressure gas mains within the limity of your
proposed project Copies of vur atlas sheuts are enclosed showing the approximate
focations of our facilitics, plesse review atlas shoels carcfully.

Please be advised that the precise kocation or depih of our pipelines can only be
detennined by excavation.

Please notily Underground Service Alert (USA) at (£-800-422-4133) at feast {2)
working days priur to the start of any construction.

We appreciate the opportunity 1o review these and any future plans you may have
1f you have any questions, please feet free 1o contact me.

James Ditmore

Planning Associate

Northern Region

Techaical Service Department
$18-701-3322 or Fax $12-701-2180
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Comment Letter B21 Response to Letter B21

The project entails installation of a new storm drain system for the BRT and
EQU“-DN reconstruction of the pavement. The storm pipe will be connected to the
existing storm system, which is below the existing Equilon pipe line. The
requirement of informing Equilon Pipe Line Co. 48 hours prior to

W NPELINE COMPANY LLE

PO bem R

s Ox T 2200 SICH“::EU commencement of construction activities will be noted on the design-build
1001 contract documents.
Metropolitan Transportation Authority
Attn: Kevin Michel JuL 12 20m

Onc Gateway plazs
Los Angeles, CA x)12-2952

Dear Kevin Michel

SUBJECT: Your Project: SFV-BRT Transit Praject
Equilor's Pipeline. Carson - Van Nuys Products Line
Equilon's Inquiry Record No 7762
Thomas Brothers Map Book Page 531 Grid H?7

DMease refer to your correspondence dated 6729701 conceming your subject project.

Based vn your submilted plans, quilon Pipeling Comp LLC, on behalf of Sheli O
Products Company and Texaco Trading and Transportation, are unshle 1o determine if our
facifitics are in coaflict with your project  Please refer to your drawing no. C-434, sheet no 167,
I your intent i to lay new asphalt and concrete along Sepulveds Bivd, thea there is no conflict.
Onur facilities are decp envugh not 10 be affected by your project. 1f the intent of the project is
differont than stated above, then please contact me at (310)816-2053 to discuss.

At least 48 hours prios to commencement of construction activities, please contact David Lloyd
{5621988-3305 for field locating and marking of Equilon facilities, This notification is in
addition to that required through Underground Service Alert. For further information, please
tefer to the Ihig Safely paenphlet Equilon has enclosed

4!

Eyou require additional information, please call Utiity Coordinator at (310) 816-2063,

Sinc

/
Praject Coordinator

Enclosure
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NOTICE

Equilon Pipeline Company, LLC, on behalf of
Shell Oil Products Company and Texaco Trading
& Transportation, hereby request that all future
Utility Inquiries be addressed to:

Equilon Pipeline Company
Aftn: Utility Coordinator
P.O. Box 6249

Carson, CA 90749-6249

Or, for UPS or Fed-X:

Equilon Pipefline Company
Attn: Utility Coordinator
20945 S, Wilmington Avenue
Carson, CA 90810-1039

New Phone Number: (310) 816-2063
Please update your records with the new address.

Thank you in advance for your attention to this
matter.

112
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