Group F - Individuals

Response to Letter F1

Comment F1-1

Maren 4 2001 ' ~ Ridership projections are built upon an integrated travel demand model that
takes into account the interaction between autos and transit. Ridership

projections are based on travel demand generated by growth in future land
To:  Zev Yaroslausky, Supervisor

14360 Sylvan Straet, Suie A use and socioeconomic data. Based on these projections, the need for
V:'L;‘“g‘ac;w 6198 components of the transit system such as park-and-ride lots and feeder

(618) 957819 buses, and the overall feasibility of the busway can be determined. It is

Erom: ";;g%i:f;' N expected that there would be sufficient auto access demand generated
Encing, OA 81318 within the San Fernando Valley that would justify the park-and-ride lots.

(818) 7891671 This information is documented in the EIS/EIR. In addition, detailed
Regarding: EastWest Carridor modeling data at MTA’s offices is available for review on request. The

EIS/EIR is not claiming that the park and riders are actually diverted
freeway commuters. A shown in the EIS/EIR, there is sufficiently high
The MTA Board spanding 5 millien for an engineering study was east-west travel demand for internal Valley trips between major activity
pramature. Scheduled Communlty meetings have not even occurred. centers along the corridor that would find the BRT service an attractive

The Freliminary renderings that | have seen of the proposed bus route on alternative.
the EasyWest Corridor will negatively impact numerous homes and
businesses on or near the okd rairoad right-of-way.

Dear Supervisar Yarosiausky:

The MTA plans ars based on many questicnable sssumptions:

1. A great deal of the right-of-way is to be set aside for parking. The
assumption baing that pecpls will drive to or across the vailey to park
their cars and take the bus {o the subway. F1
Where is the data for this? The MTA in pasgt projections have atways
overstated actual riderghip. Even i bue, do we really want to fum the
Valtey Corridor inte a parking iof with ali the negatives that would
cause?
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Group F - Individuals

2. The MTA assumes that estadlishing & new bus route in 3 non-
commercial area will atiract rders. Where is the data for this?

3. The MTA assumes thal drivers will actually ladve the freaway,
drive 2 or 3 miles and park and ride 3 bus 10 a subway, Where is the
data for this?

Since, i the past, the MTA hasn't seemed o be concerned about cost: |
won't balabor that peint. Howevar, the cost of estabfishing a new right.
cf-way vs. use of esiadlished roytes should be considersd,

For instance. the Rapid Bus Program sesms to be accepted and used.

The Savings by rot using the EasyWest Corridor could be used to expand
the Rapid Bus Program to Victory Bivet., Roscos Bivd, e1¢. In fact, Victory
Bivd. is @ straight raute across the Vallsy to Lankershim and the sutiway.

Now, what about the EasyWest Corridor? The *Rails to Trails®
Conservancy can give the MTA numaerous ideas. A bike, bridle, jogging,
green belt path acrose the valley would halp the environment, cannect
the Valley and be a lasting gift to luture generations when busses will
long be lorgotien,

Already Culver City along Culver Bivd. hias used the rail right-of-way
tor thar,  This pian has transformed a praviously blgak area.

The Cily of Burbiank has plans to do the same on tha rail fight-ot-way.

1 would hepe you would heip the MTA consider the stiove points, It i
pessitie 1o serve the lransportation needs and provide a beneficial
envirenment for the Vatley.

Sincargly,

i ,{«ov‘d-as? C&—»&bﬂ,
VPm‘nip L. Carter

S

2 W,j’"ﬁ-‘* M,Zt—

(ol Sz s Buclf Swndidelt”

F1 cont'd

F1-2

F1-3

Comment F1-2

The Metro Rapid Bus program is an integral component of MTA’s
systemwide approach to providing transit service throughout the service
area. The Metro Rapid Bus applications will be implemented along
corridors amenable to such service wherever it is appropriate. The BRT
project adds another higher level of transit service, in addition to Metro
Rapid Bus and other forms of transit service. The Metro Rapid Bus
program is being pursued independently of the BRT project.

While there is a possibility that the BRT may take away some ridership
from the Ventura Metro Rapid Bus, it is anticipated that the overall transit
ridership will improve with both systems in operation. This is clearly
shown through the travel demand forecasting analysis.

Comment F1-3

The BRT corridor will be implemented to include substantial landscaping,
in addition to BRT service and the City of Los Angeles bikeway and
pedestrian pathway,
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Comment Letter F2

Gilbart A StrynerArchitect
JUNTY 7061
Sune 5, 2001 L7
EIr ¢ 4.

Mz, Kevin Michel, Project Manager

Lot Angeles Metropolitas Fransil Authority
One Gateway Plaza, 22
M5 99-22-5
Lo Angeles, CA 9012
Re: Dealt Envil tmpant 8 San Fermando Valiey East-West Transit Corridor Study
MTA Lease # RBNK-OISS“ (Plan Artached)
Dear Mr, Michel:

Thark you very much for retuming my call. Bill Sanerficld gave me a general overview of the propusad transit
coemidar, but § wanted to comment disectly to you about the DEIS/DEIR

My family ouns and operates a small industrial complex 21 the north-cast comer of Atna Street snd Codros
Avernue, llmnmzosmﬂl “incubator™ units that we rent 1o small businesses such as cabinet shops,

, custom hardware makers, ete. We lease 0 35 X 230 strip located along the souther
ndeo!ﬂuM’l’AnmofmyaMSTAﬂs The Jeasehold is used for off-strect parking, sccess 1o our
buildings, and siorage. 1t is cloand every woek and kept graifiti-froe. No automobile repair work is permitted,

The DEIS/DEIR. indicates that the entire ISOng}aof\sayMo{ourpmptnywm beuuhnéfwtbem
comidor, including 3 parking ik. The nced for eapid transit and parking s indisp e, but the

ot of tis propostd plan will severely impact small industrial busincsses lndpmparty owners. The proposed
dovign for the trauit corridor also threatens & siable Manufacturing district slong Actna and Oxnard Strcety in
at feast two ways:

Firs, if the entize right of way is used for the sransit corridor and ca-grade parking, adjacent propesty
o\mwcmll!oudnlmeﬁhnﬁﬂmmlyﬂea&:b{yhm!hmprmﬁmh ight F2 1

¢ b tuding some of pur trmanty, will be displaced. Sorme will =
beunahtemulowcwwlgomlofbum Joba will be lost. A thriving compotiett of the urban
eavironment will become extintt-unless an effort is mada to protect the Manufacturing Zooe.

Second, the plan®s impled prefe foe C rather than

inexorable pressure to down-zone the “8™ propertics. fnlu}yoﬂﬂé ﬂnbtpamelﬁty
Planaing beld public hearings for its proposal to down zone this same area. That proposal wax F2-2
syseeheimingty rxiecied by the miany citizens who atiended, spoks, o wro in apposition. The
proposed transit design has the same effect. It will eliminate existing Industrisl activities.,

Mamfacturing zones should be p d and enbhanced, pot weakened and d 6. Manufacturing prody
foxds and skitled jobs. Rephcmwﬁnmnhnmmhpﬂmmumnwmumv
cavitanmerzatly detrimental.

Thelicve there is a viable alternative to the current design which alfows the teansit corridor und manufacturing
activifics 1o co-cxint-if the projoct dosgrery wifl consider e reat, haman and economic, coss of diplacing | F2-3
bundreds of smadl business for a parktng lor. While some might say this dislocation is an inevitable cost of
providirg an amenity for the public-good, T believe this begs the question, as the disruption is unneeessary, 1F N
D Crewons Mcorun
- orman Oaks Ca 91423
418 957 2250

\ }

Response to Letter F2

Comment F2-1

Section 4-2.3.3 of the EIS/EIR acknowledges that the loss of leased land
may adversely affect some business operations on adjacent property. It is
expected that the relocation programs provided to eligible displaced
businesses will assist them in finding new locations.

Comment F2-2

The proposed project does not contemplate any effort, direct or indirect, to
modify the current zoning designations along the MTA ROW. Zoning in
this area is under the purview of the City of Los Angeles and could only be
modified by the City.

Comment F2-3

Businesses operating within the MTA ROW are leaschold interests that are
present under the terms of lease agreements. In areas where MTA intends
to occupy its right-of-way for purposes of the BRT project and its
associated parking, the terms of the lease wil! govern the disposition of the
right of way.

San Fernando Valley
East-West Transit Corridor
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Tilbert A Stayner Architect

O sorfiace parking Jol it replaced by a parking stracture, there will be adequats land to scoommadats borh the 4
transit corridor and the leases slong the Right of way, The MTA will continue carning substantial lease
sevennes which would certainly offset muck of the cost of a sirecture. Everyone would benedtif

Cars may be housed in runy ways that do not destroy peoples” busiocsses. One obvicos option st
utiize the 0id Das-woa property oa Van Nuys betwemn Actnz and Ozreard Streels fior & parking
straeeure. The dealership is closed. The it i acoessible from four ides, whereas Actaa and
Beaseener Suvets are tarrow ked congestsd, With this option circulatios and parking will be
Jrproved. Property cwners can coatious keasing from the MTA. Small business can contious building
and fixing products. The MTA could impose restrictions that reguine owners to clean up their
operations as & codition of kieping their leases, thercby reducing the visua! blight and improving the
mhﬁnmlﬁm:unw&.h'ﬁmuc«ndw The south side of the bus way can be

d from | propettics by s wall and b g similar 10 the Genty Center's wall,

1 sincerely hope you will consider my requosts, but if the MTA terminstes our iase, please ask your saff 1o
underviand that it will be very disruptive to many property owners and businorics who e alss constitucnls.

I'lcmduamnumutkckaummh»\wotlmmmAmmddnmdu,nwn
terrible situation. Transients Eved in the robble, defsced our buildings and & 0000 Prop Clouds
of wind blown dust made i impossible 1o keep our property clean. um:«mmmm
achs] constraetion, this same situation wiil be repeated, but it will be much worse, The 33 feet of fencest
parking ot will no Jonger provide any buifer from Gie chaos xnd fith. Plesss do nat keave ug with sham
coaditions for an extendad time. Please leave the beascs in offoct 3s oag a3 possible.

Plense give us a3 parch warning as possible. We have lensed the propesty sinoe 1969, Its loss will bo very
LisTuptive. Access 0 out buildings will be severely restricted. On - site parking wilt be reduced, Some of our
wmams will have to vacate, Please give us time 1o try 10 sdapt 1o this mew situstion.

Pirave beep wa Informed. Abough Bill § id aasured me that we thowld bave boen notifiod rmuch
earlicr, rﬁmwmmwpmmmmyu 2001 notification, Flcass be sure § am aa
your notification list. Correspondence may be aeat &/0 Actna Associates or 10 1he aidresy on thix kesterhesd,

Plece consider the securily and mainienance prodlems bayond the MTA right of way. A csbstantial wall or
m:wmmmwwmwmw Saction 13 {C0-22) indicates & fonce
which sppears to be chain link. This type of fence will be vandalized and unsightly. 1t is aiso & itle 0
mwmmmmmmmsmmwmm»ummm

e providod from the day that leases arv terminated, not just after the transit corridor is operational,
1 would sppreciste the oppornity

Thank you for your comsic requests snd
mwmywabmkumwm

e :
{Owner 1465114679 Agan Surect, Jom Astna Associztes)
copy: Bensos Fox

“Yuig Carsyans Awvarray

“Saaman Dk Ca 91423
SH0T 853

F2-3
cont'd

F2-4

F2-5

Comment F2-4

The MTA will not terminate leases along the right-of-way for project
purposes while the BRT project is still in the environmental review process.
Once the Board certifies the Final EIS/EIR, the MTA could begin lease
terminations. The MTA will seek to work with its tenants to give them as
much lead-time as possible prior to terminating leases. The MTA will wait
as long as possible prior to doing so, but will need to make sure that this
does not interfere with the proposed construction schedule for the project.
It is expected that active construction will begin sometime early in 2003.
Prior to that, the right-of-way will need to be cleared. Additional time may
be required to remove any tenant improvements that are left behind and to
remediate any environmental conditions not eliminated by the tenants prior
to their departure. MTA Real Estate will be coordinating with property
owners to ensure that this is an orderly and predictable process with plenty
of notice.

Comment F2-5

MTA will be responsible for maintaining its property which will be secured
by fencing. Fence fabric will vary along the corridor, depending on the
amount of security required and aesthetic considerations of the immediate
surroundings.

San Fernando Valley
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Response to Letter F3

Comment Letter F3 See response to comment C15-1.

STANTON P. BELLAND, P.C.
10 Universal City Plaxa, Suite 2570
Universal City, California 91608
Phone (818) 509.7220
Fax (818) 509-7240

OUR FILE: Cameron Woods/tast West Transit Corpidor
10: Samantha Bricker

FAX NO: (213)625-7360

FROM: Stanton P, Belland

DATE: June 6, 2001

WE ARC BEGINWING T0 SEND _2  PAGES (INCLUDING THIS COVER

PAGE). IF TRANSHISSION (S INTERRUPTED OR OF POOR QUALTTY
PLEASE NOTIFY UP BY CALLING THE PHONE NUMBER SHOWN ABOVE.

™ l”m? ION TITAINED TN T ﬂﬂ.’.{ 15 LEORLY PRIVILEGE: AKD LOWF 1DIMILN. wmr.u THTLIOLD DALY FUR B (BE
© B IUYIINK OR EXTITY gl I THE AR OF YIS MESSASE 1S KTE THE INIENCED RECIPIERY VIR ARE MEMAY
ms' IW THAT ANY DISSERUNAT o urw.mm:n O [Cvr OF T[S ’II.ICW‘I 25 STAIETLY PGATAIYED, 1F YOO e 'ﬂ!ﬁb
'ﬂll!llm H.J&‘ﬁ‘ﬂ“’lﬁlniﬂ!ﬂﬂ!ﬂmw \MM ussxxmu;mssmu

Samantha:

! spoke to you on the phone about this. 1 have crosshatched the
ared of the Sepulveda Park and Ride Tot. Cne proposed exit is on
Erwin (marked *). Unless the exit is restricted to “Right Turn
Onty” (toward Sepulveda) traffic will inundate Cameron Woods. the
restdential area north of Erwin, Similarly preventing entry to the
Park and Ride et from Easibound Erwin must also be prevented. The
situation is referred to (but the problem ignored) at f. on p. 4-
163 of the EIR. Cameron Woods 15 the most filmed residential

street in Los Angeles. Failure to provide this simple protdition
could destray it, w
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Response to Letter F4

Comment Letter F4 Comment F4-1

¥ RMC .
JUN22 200 See the response to Comment C5-6.
13461 Tiara Street ]

van Nuys, CA. 51401 Comment F4-2

June 29, 2001

Mr. Kevin Michel It is the purpose of the environmental document to disclose potential

Count tati . . . . .
tne 2:3::::; bragal |opoTtation Autharity environmental consequences associated with the BRT project. Ongoing
224 Ploox, Mg 93-22-3 ' maintenance of the corridor is not an environmental impact in the strictest
ios Angeles, CA. 30012

sense unless, of course, maintenance was to be ignored, thereby resulting in
a negative visual appearance. MTA fully intends to provide adequate
maintenance of the corridor and will avoid such a consequence.

fe: Bus Rapid Transit
Dear ¥r, Michel:

Thank you for giving me the spportunity to comment on the
proposed San Fernando Valley East-Wast Transit Corrider.

The objaction I would raise to the present DEIS/R is that F4_1
it is incomplete and should not be presanted to the Board.

While the impact on the communities has bewen addressed, it
requires further study particularly as it relates to safety
and security of residential neighborhoods. Whether a new
bus system operates on the existing routes or the right of
way, it will ispact existing traffic conditions by causing
delays to the movement of vehicular traffic. Responding
emergency vehicles will also be delayed, Increased traffic
around stations will hava a ripple effect in ths entirxe
area.

Over the past 10 years, the right of way betwesn Burbank F4-2
and Oxnard in Van Nuys has been very poorly maintained. 1
have been in contact many times with your predecessor
seaking to have the ares policed, debris removed. and
improved with plantings. The trees planted on ths Chandier
right of way do not extend to Burbank-Oxnard. The DEIS/R
needs to fdentify & apscific fund and personnel body whase
goal will be to maintain the right of way so that it does
not fall into the condition it is now.

I would urge you to postpone any consideration by the Board
af the present DEIS/R at this Time.

Sincerely,

page 7-289
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Response to Letter F5

Comment Letter F5 Please see the response to Comment ES-2.

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
U.S. Department of Transportation Faderal Transit Administration

San Farnando Valley East West Transit Comidor
Bus Rapid Transit Drafl Environmental Impact Statement/Report

*eo COMMENTS
se use this page 1 Ribmit your comments about the Draft Envi ! Impact Sta R (DEISR)
the San Pemando Valley Exst-Weat Corridor. Yo may disetss any szpect of ihe project in which you are ntereed

and/or specific tems related (o the DEISMAR. e ot in which you e
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Wmm.mumwmmmmﬁdmm.l

Te mmummmmmnnmmcmmm Traasit DEISR, please

Tame 24, L

e infonnation beisw.
Name: Rofonr T, MEMILL. Phone:{_512] /¢ -#3} Y
Address: 28300 GLaow CT Ve *
City: Sl uNETRA State; (% Zip 130 6 -Y2 2
E-mail Addh

- Fivase return by July 3, 2001 x:
MTA, Kevin Mchol, Projoct Msnspsr, Crs Gatoway Piera, MS 96225, L0% Angedus, CA 00122932
1213} 922-285¢ Fax: (H1) 8222060
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Jino e-mad peieted Thu, 24 Jun 2001 11:4928 , page

From. Sandy Wotigemuth <sandywBgjunc. com>
To: Ervin Poka
faject East-West Transporiation Cordar

vin Miche
Los Angeles County MTA
Los Angslas

Dear My, Michet

v 3t 19354 Calvert Stree! in Resada whare my backysrd atads the ROW
a8 Austrated in Visus Assossment Unit L west of Tampa on page 4-138.
As [ struggied Svdugh the massive DEIS/DEIR & fow thoughts occumed to
me

How wi this tast-bus. actery affact me and my neighbors? These homes
o ovar 40 years o arki are part of a quiel community wiere reatiors’
ayss Sghl up whan @ houso 8 up for sale.

1 A¥nen the ok Southemn Paciic fraight irains came through onos of
fance & diry # was & chaery event, aspaciatly fos the Kids when an old
guy n the caboose woukd toss ot Landy for them. Bt how much noise
will 84 busas daily tsaie whizcing by in 20267

{Table 4-47 - from Reseda Blvd to Warnar Cender)

2, st the buses? Nowhers in this huge volume could | find a
ific desctiption of the hiure bus nodel, Wif il be
ing-doivun, drsm, comp naturat gas or elecinie hybrid? It
mmmmmmm mdttspmmuw
sty and possibly frecaty p [
aMTAﬁmhttnw(’}tlskodmmMMMMWh
fheca woukt be none.

s plans show that the Tampa Ave siation wil hive no paiking ares.

i3 means thn ihe sirictly residecttiol sireats such as Calvert sre e
dosest to Topham may be imadated by vehiciag, These stieels have teon
withoul parking consirainis or spacial patking signs since i houses
weere bulll. Tive Invasion of stranga tars will bo unbeavabia for
residents who Consiies the open sireats as part of the gmblance of
suburban Eving. tsipossib&elndanuambhpwﬁwgprmd
his intersection?

‘ kﬂmnmuwmmmmmmmnMnmmw

rush howrs, south bound Yrathc on Tamps {o tha Vertuea onramp of

the: 105 freaway has been backed up in both Tanes with 10 cars of o so
thad entronee to Tampe from Calvon is complately tiocked. it is
impossibtle 1o cross Tampa or to mmake a tghl of Telt han. 1 he reg
mml‘opmmrsmmod«msmmnadu * will create 8

tmu.s!ot“rnadfaga Has this advanced deioction sysiem been

tied succossfully anywhara? B this ia 10 be 8 genuine fapid Transit
Conmor it Musl work.

Thank you for giving the public sn oppoiTUNity 16 comment on this matter.

Hound the size and weight of the  EHRVELS Tormicable and
w-consurning. i | hixd more tims and palarces t might have been abie
“a¥p more of it and gheen you 3 richer product.

Soemty ,A‘“Lr" A Uy

Comment Lett_er Fg

F6-1

F6-2

F6-3

F6-4

JUN22 2001

Response to Letter F6

Comment Fs-j

As referenced in the comment, 84 buses would be operating along the
proposed alignment between Reseda and Warner Center during the
nighttime hours under the MOS Alternative. The noise analysis included in
Section 4-9 of the Final EIS/EIR analyzes the potential impacts from both
the Full BRT and the BRT with Lankershim/Oxnard On-Street Alignment.
Under these two alternatives, approximately 116 nighttime and 344 daytime
buses would operate between Reseda and Warner Center.

Table 4-50 of the Final EIS/EIR includes a summary of the noise impact
assessment. On the north side of Topham Street between Winnetka Avenue
and Wilbur Avenue (Road Segment C1), the predicted Future Ly, with the
buses would be approximately 64 dBA. The project would therefore result
in 46 moderate impacts and 42 severe impacts along this portion of the
alignment. In the immediate vicinity of 19534 Calvert Street, a sound
barrier wall is proposed to mitigate the impacts. Please refer to Section 4-
9.4 of the Final EIS/EIR for more information regarding mitigation.

Comment F6-2

Section 2-2.6.2 describes the bus specifications. The MTA is one of the
significant bus purchasers in the nation. Over the past several years, the
MTA has purchased hundreds of clean fuel CNG buses, and now operates
the largest clean fuel fleet in the nation. As a major customer, the MTA
will continue working with the bus industry to encourage innovation in
clean fuel technology. As new technologies become available, the MTA
will consider their implementation once they prove to be reliable, available
for commercial purchase, and offered at a reasonable price. Through the
Advanced Technology Bus Program, the MTA has been coordinating with
the defense industry and others to develop newer buses out of lighter
materials that can still stand up to the rigors of urban use. The lighter
materials will allow significant reductions in fuel consumption and greater
reliability.

San Fernando Valley

East-West Transit Corridor

XXX EIS/EIR
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Comment F6-3

The goal of the stations where park-and-ride lots are not provided is to
promote other modes of access including transit and drop-off. It is
recognized that there is the potential for parking to occur on-street within
the adjacent neighborhoods. As mentioned in the text pertaining to parking
mitigation (Section 3-4.3), there are measures that can be implemented by
LADOT if the monitoring program identifies a problem with on-street
parking spillover in the adjacent neighborhoods.

Comment F6-4

It is recognized that there is congestion along many of the north/south
arterials including Tampa Avenue. The traffic signal and geometric
modifications to intersections, which are being designed during the
Preliminary Engineering phase, will allow for safe and efficient travel for
both the busway and surface street traffic. Though the design process,
efforts will be made to minimize congestion-related problems. It should be
noted that ongoing surveillance of street and intersection performance will
be conducted by LADOT, with corrective actions to be proposed as
unforeseen problems arise.

San Fernando Valley
East-West Transit Corridor
lilSIElP -

page 7-292



Group F - Individuals

Comment Letter F7

letiet translation by Julictie Cagiges, Consensus Plaaning Group

June 26, 2001

Te Whom lt May Cancem:

We ase very happy with (he new project to get another Rapid Bug.

1 have di 4 this with my neighbors, my friends, and my Family, and they sreall in

sceordance with the project. However, they have ssked me 1o let you know of our
incipal ilies 1hat we wrgently need

L

» We ned 2 bus route 1o s10p of both North Hollywood High School and Los Angeles
College.

Thie would sllevi gestion from biles, lessen smog, and we would not have

bpaywmwmlo&vp—cﬂ&dpi:kwm%ﬁuuﬂmmok.

Our other suggestion is that you put 2 2nd floor on the parking lot el the North
Hollywood Metto station.

Thank you very much.
Muris Louise

11038 Kinridge St. 14
North Hotlywood, CA 91606

Response to Letter F7

The busway is proposed as a limited express service, with stops
approximately one. per mile along the proposed route. In general, stops
were located at major north/south streets where there were major activity
centers, existing north/south transit service, and opportunities for park-and-
ride lots. North Hollywood High is located on Chandler Boulevard and
Colfax Avenue, and is well served by frequent local east/west transit service
on Chandler. However, there is no existing or planned north/south
connecting service on Colfax Avenue. Those seeking to access the high
school from the west would exit at the BRT stop at Laurel Canyon
Boulevard, which is approximately a half-mile west of the school, and
transfer to local service on Chandler heading east. As the origin of the BRT
service is approximately one-half mile to the east of the high school at the
Metro Red Line station at North Hollywood, those seeking to access the
high school from there would head west on the local bus service on
Chandler and exit at Colfax. To add a stop at Colfax would unnecessarily
compromise the design goal of having an express service primarily serving
longer trips in an express mode. If a stop were added at this location, at
least some of the advantages of an express service would be compromised.

As a separate project, MTA is considering a joint use development project
on the North Hollywood Metro Rail station site that would include a multi-
level parking structure.

San Fernando Valley
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Comment Letter F8

Mr. Kevin Michel Mr, Ervin Poka
Los Angeles County MTA Federa! Transit Administration
One Gateway Plazs, 22d Floor Metropolitan Office
Mail Stop: 99-22-5 201 No. Figueron Street, Suite 1460
Los Angeles, CA 90012 Los Angeles, CA 90012
Hritien Comments on DEIS/DEIR for

Proposed San Fernando ¥atley Eaxr-West Transit Corridor
Deat Sirs:

For seversl years, [ was rabbi of the Onthodox synagogue of Woodiand Hills, and
founded the West Valley Hebrow Academy during that time. Since 1994, 1 have been living in
Valley Village in the East San Fernando Valley, where Lam part of the Shasrey Zedek

gogue and the Orhodox Jewish ity there. During the week, [ practice complex civil
Titigation at the Los Angeles offices of Akin, Gump, Strawss, Hauer & Feld. Prior (o that, T wag
Chief Articles Editor of UCLA Law Review and later clerked for the Hon. Jmige Boggs in the
Umited States Court of Appeals for e Sixth Circuit,

V/ Athough the MTA DEIR Mast Discass and Thorsughly Anslyze in Good Faith
AlrReasonsble Altervatives and All Ressonsbly Foreseeubie Guigrowths of the Valley
Mass Trausit Projeet, MTA Rigged the DEIR from Jis Outset by Orderiog Ity Staff to

Devote Hundreds of Pager Addressing Limited Unstirsctive Alternatives - Muck Like an
Archery Marksman Who First Sheots His Arrow, Then Paints 2 Buil’s-Eye Around It.

The MTA's Draft Environraental Impact Report ("DEIR” or “EIR”) regarding a “San
Femando Yailey Bast-West Transit Comidor” {hercinalier, the “BRT Done Deal™) has failed to
mect the legai standards sel foﬂb by the State Supr:me Court of California in the leading case of

Lavrei Heighis {mpe iation of San Francisco, Inc. v. Regewts of the University of
Ca!fornfa. 47 Cal 34376, 764 P.2d 278, 253 Cal. Rptr. 426 (1983). Asamatter of law, "[AJi
ives must be di i an ELR “‘even if these altemnatives would impede to some:

degree the attainment of the project ohjectives, or would be more castly. * " Id. ot 400, 253 Cat,
Rpwr, at 436 {quoting CEQA Guidelines, Cal. Code Regx,, m_ l-l umn 15126(6)(3)) Ouot
an EIR’s "majot functions . . . i§ to ensure that o}
are th hly d by the responsibl [ngenr.y]." id (cnuhon ouumd) "Thc kcy issve it
whether the election and discussion of al Sosters inf g am
informed public participation.” Id st 404, 253 Cal. Rptr, o 439 {quoting CEQA Guidetines, Cal.
Code Regs., lit. 14, section 15126(dXS)) (cmphms addod) lnlaunl Heighis, the state Supreme
Court ordered the Regents to prepare & new EIR di ives they had not di
ad erderod that the “analysix [of the omitted nll:rmuvesl must be specific enough to pemil
informed decuwn makm; and public participotion. The latter function [of mformed public

pation] is sportant when, 13 in this case, lheeguq’apprmuxlhempamf
pmjcel it also mpr:-pounwrdonf) related 10 its proporent. . . ." Id. 406-07,253 Cal. Rpte. 21
440-41 (ernphasis added).

Nor does it suffice mesely lo discuss and thotoughly analyze instant impacts. Rather, if a
peoject will oecessarily set in mation reasonably foresesable follow-up developiments of
erivironmental consequence, those must be discussed and thoroughly analyzed, too, In Lourel
Heighis, for example, the California Supmne Court held that “an EIR must inciude anxlysis of
the environmental effects of future expansion or other action if: (1) it is a reasonably foreseeable
consequence of the initial project; and £2) the futwre expamon or actioa will be significsntin
tha it will likely change the scope of sature of the initial project or its environmental effects™
47 Cat. Jd a1 396, 253 Cal. Rpsr. at 433, Accordingly e Coust resju ‘m“ of the
Umvws:ty oiCnhl'ommloprepue ancw EIR b in di dal impact
of maving cenain offices to a new building, they had Niled to d:uuss and analyze the reasonably

foresceable future impact of moving additional offices to thai targeted building as space would
become available.

Under black-letter Califomia Jaw, the EIR i is invalid and rmm be redrafied, parsuant 1o an
honest new comprehensive study of many e and ob ivesnot d d. Toe
be sure, an EIR need not be perfect. Bm this EIR is not merely tmpﬁﬂ'etl. Rather, it refiects ~
even reveals - thai 3 “done deal” has been concluded quictly outside public scrutiny and
pumcw. and it mmfully throws imndmds of pages of words, ofien employing words of

and of at the public and the courts to create the -nv,urz.man ofa
carefid analytis of alternatives when, in fac, rhe most obvious and viable ol are
ammcdfmm the EIR discussion and analysis - or ure p o inads Iy and sabataged ab
initic by presenting them with inadeguate fiunding or bm.rhmg over thers,

Thus, the DEIR is positioned by the MTA o impress the couns that the agency has
complied with CEQA when, in fact, the document is a veritable bull s-eye drawn around an
archery marksman's urrow ajier the arrow has been shot and hit fts wrong mark. ‘The DEIR
admirs as muick when it testifies that: (1) MTA previcusly found in its 1990 Final EIR thata

‘decp bme uubw:y in mdcnml arcas comprising 9 miles of the wotal 14 miles of the route fijs
ive™ for long-term Valley mass tronsit goals: (2) a June
199l state law Iuml: any rail transit project along the Southern Pacific Right-of-Way ("SP
ROW") to a “subway sysiem which is covered and below grade™ (3) e MTA found in a
Sepiember 1994 study that the cost of & deep-bore subway would not exceed the cost of
consnicting 2 Ventura Frecway afignment as much as MTA mistakenly had thought it would;
{4} a June 1999 MTA Msjor Investment Study {“"MIS") deternmined that rail alternatives, such as
a deep-bore subway, would move riders faster than could surface bus transit; but (5) MTA
thercupon msmxled its stalT to prepare studies culminating in the instant DEIR (hat examined

only the following ives: {a) 3 BRT al ive following the SP ROW along Chandler
{hercinafter, the “BRT Done Deal'); {b) a BRT alternative genenally following the SP ROW,
with a Lankerhtim/Oxnard On-Street Al i 5 (¢) & Mini: f‘ ble $

{“MOS™) shiernative that beging in Van Nuys and ab;upﬂy ends a1 Batboa Boulevard in Encmo.
rhaking the option utierly unattractive a5 4 solution 1o long-term mass tansit issues; {d) & No-
Build allmmiw thetis mtcrty unmnve s a solution to Tong-term mass ransit issues; and {¢)
afi Hy and p d T, fon Sysiem M ("TSM™)
altermative 1hal is mtaly unamxuve, at restncnv:ly studicd, a3 3 solulion to long-term mass
transit issues.  See. c.g. DEIR, "Executive Summary,” §§ 5-3.310 5-36, &t 5-7 t0 5-9; id. at 3-

ANDII 3 2

o FigFR-

San Fernando Valley
East-West Transit Corridor

page 7-294



Group F - Individuals

17; see also § 5-8 at 5-46 (staking without explanation that *{t}he project is no longer 2 nail
project but an at-grade busway™),

Inexplicably, the TSM option narrowly focuses on mobility within “the East-West Tramit
Comidor in parsicular,” sce § 5-4.2 a1 $-10, § 2-2.2 at 2-17 (emphasis added), failing to discuss
and thoroughly analyze the impact of applying the TSM option to maximize enbancemenis along
north-south mass transit arteries in the Valley. Even so, the TSM would reduce base period
headways on major routes from 60 minutes to 30 or 40 minuvtes, Jd. at 5-10, 219, In deseriding
the No-Baild alierative, the EIR devotes hall a page, Yer, reflecting the EIR’s failure 1o discuss
md lhamughly analyze altarrmwes 10 the BRT Dorw Deal, the EIR incamprehensibly limits

afthe p TSM al & 10 the same bare-bones hali-page fength

of text as it does the No-Build Alternaive. Compare § S-4.1 4 $-10 and § 2-2.1 at 2-16 with §
S-42atS-10and § 2-2.2 at 2-17. Likewise, the EIR sets forth its abruptly truncated MOS
option in apage of text. [d. at § S-4.3. Juls-lsm-20&§2-2.5 at 2.58 10 60, Byconm the
“BRT Done Deal” allernative - MTA"s “BRT™ boond gglc - is described over the exp
span of some thirty-five pages, il d with pretty photographs, drawings of trees and nplele
with funciful art work always compounded by trees and trees. Ste § $-43,id at S-1210 5-18; §
2-2.3 a1 2-2010 2-55. On the other hand, when the EIR wishes fo justify impuosing an adverse
wsunl impact on an area slong the BRT Done Deat altemnative, it presenly unattractive

graphs of the gnvi For ple, 10 weaken opposition to a BRT Dane Desl bus
station at Laurel Canyon and Chandler, (he EIR presents a photo of that current locotion from an
angle that focuses on two unattractive billboards that the MTA afiows on its propesty pursaamt (o
an MTA muncymakms lease with an advertiser. EER. Figure 4-37 ot 4+148, The implication is
that the im already is hopelessly ive, The EIR phot h misleads the public
because lpholngmph of the exact same intersection from 3 differem ingle would reveal that
*{ujnigue views of the Sama Monica and Santa Susana Mountains con be seen from Laure]
Canyon Boulevard™ EIR § 4:6.1.5 a8 4-144. Similarly, the EIR docs not provide a single iree -
not 2 photo of a tres, not even 3 finde stick figure of 3 bush — to iNustrate the TSM epiion.

By failing to discuss and i} h by ble al ives to ity
“missed target,” the EIR has failed fo m{onn the pubh:, has failed to enable public officials to
consider fully the best way to allocate hundreds of million dolim fcr Valley mass mnsxt. has
failed 1o evable the public to particip ingluly in the p ig P for
public mass tansit within their commumhu.. and hus faited 1o meet the CEQA standards for
paring 2 Draft Envi | Impact Report, as established by the California Supreme Court,
Such tored ble al ves inchude but are not limited to: {a) synergizing an
enhanced TSM plan with an expanded MOS route t!:al exicnds beyord Batboa Boulevard and
continues all the way to Woodland Hills; () liquidating the value of the Southern Pacific Right.
of-Way and 2liotuing the proceeds to mhame pub[nc mase transit throughout the Valley; (¢}
recap g time affected through byp 8 the Chandler SP ROW link by minimally reducing
the mmber of bus stops along !hc 14-mile mst'west toute and hy dedw.mns Exprcu Bus
service; {d) atlocating to a TSM atiemative the but ignored by the
EIR and enhuncmg the TSM vision to enbance public mass transit along all chvious Valley
transportation arteries, north-south as well as cast-west; (€) up’loms the heovy rail’ dcep-bou
subway alternative that MTA continually has found provides a env
altermative 1o surface transit stop-gap solutions; (f) npiormg the alternative of confi guring a

LN 3
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public mass transit solulion along the Los Angeles River; and {g) evaluating the reasonably
foresceable consequence of a busway that the “Robbins Bill™ will compel MTA 1o convert into 2
rail transit project within ten years. I MTA has considered and rejected these options, the public
needs to be informad meaningfully:

Thase alternatives and the reasons they were rejected, bowever, must be distusred
in the EIR in sufYicient detail to enable meaningful participation and eriticism by
the public. “‘[Wlhatever is required to be considered in an EIR must be in that
formal repost; what any official might have known from other writings or oral
presentations cannot supply whit is lacking in the report.’™

Laurel Heights, 47 Cal. 3d at 405, 253 Cal. Rplr, at 439-40

A The EIR Fails to Discuss and Thoroughly Anciyre a Mast Obvious Reaschable
Alternative: Synergizing a TSM Plan from Notlo to Van Nuys with an Exponded
MOS Plan from Van Nuys 10 the ioodland Hills Termines,

The EIR fails 10 discuss and analyze 3 most obvious and potentially viable trunsportation
alternative that deads with impending trallic congestion but avoids invading ibe heart of
established communities. Specxﬁcally. although the EIR tersely discusses a “Transpartation
Sys:ems Mamgcmenl" oplion (the "TSM"). which would apply available technologics and

i lheeﬂ' ies of the present furface transit system, and although the
EIR tersely di a*Mi ble Segment” plan (the “MOS™) that would implement
a truncated Bus Rapid Transil option from Woodman Avenue in ¥Van Nuys westward ﬂxruugh
Balboa Boulevard in Eacino, the EIR fails to discuss snd analyze a kably viable al v
hat (1) weuld offes the MTA and taxpayers sigaificant financial advantages over & Fuil BRY,
and (2) would take fur less time to travel thon a TSM option, & truncated MOS cption, or a No
Build option. Specifically, the EIR fuils to discuss and analyze the option of implementing a
maximized-¢Hiciency TSM openuon from the NoHo area, westward to Woodman Avenue in
Van Nuys, and then synergizing its nmpm by mplememing from that point in Van Nuys an

dod MOS at ive that suns from Woodman Avenue in Van Nuys and rhar
continues uninterrupted, beyond Baiboa Boulevard in Encino, all the way through the MTAY
desired inus at the Woodland Hills portation hub. As an added bonus, such an

alternative would allow MTA and the 1axpayers 1o reap the benefits of MTA selling or
continuing 10 lease-out the valuable land slong the Southern Pacific Right-of-Way from NokHo
through Van Nuys. See. e.p. EIR, §4-2.1 1 457,

The EIR's r-xlure to offer the pabhr. 1 reasoned ond thorough analysis of running an

ded MOS al ve d Awmn i Van Nuys beyond Balhoa
Boulevard - exlendmg sll the way ﬁom Vln Nuys through to the Woodland Hills inus ~ is &
fotal and even suspicious omission that Jeaves the EIR in r clear violation of the State Supreme
Cuyurt’s mandate that an EIR muys discuss and th i fyze all ble pptions.
Certainly, if it is ceasonable for the MTA's EiR to discuss and :mlyu nmning & iruncated MOS
wplion fom Van Nays 10 Encioe, see § 2-2.5 at 2-58, hen it ly is even more -
nraybe even the solution ta the entire public cordern - 1o study, dmuu. and analyze the
profound time savings that could be achieved by running it beysnd Encing and through to A 4

AN 3 4

F8-1.A

Response to Letter F8

Comment F8-.A

The TSM Alternative developed for purposes of comparison with the BRT
Alternative represents current MTA thought on the best design of this level
of transit service. It would also become an underlying support to the BRT,
thereby providing enhanced characteristics of both the street grid system
and the BRT. In addition, the commenter should be aware that MTA is also
in the process of considering further enhancements, in the form of BRT or
Metro Rapid Bus, for implementation elsewhere in the Valley. Please see
the responses to Comments F16-1 and F16-2.

San Fernando Valley
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Jinancial advantages of a Synergized “TSM/ Expanded MOS™ alternative. Thus, the
Environmental Impact Report fails to inform the community with sufficiency to participale
adeguiately in this process, and the EIR miust be re-drafied.

Woodland Hills. Yet the EIR fails lo discuss the time savings and the immense cost savings andﬂ F

To underacore the point: The EIR author clearly recognizes that TSM as an alternative is lra.ia
2 scrious enough, viable encugh option — even if not the preferred MTA optica — to justify its !
discussion and analysis in the EIR. Jd, at § 2-2.2 21 2-17 to 2.19. Similasty, the EIR suthor conl'd
recognizes that MOS as an altemative is a serious enough, viable enough option - even if not the
preferred MTA option - to justify ity discussion and analysis in the EIR. Jd. 2t § 2-2.5 at 2.58,
So, both of those altematives - a Transportation Systems Management solulion and a truncated
Mini Operable Segr fution from Van Nuys to Encino - are discussed in the EIR
because they merit such discussion and analysis. They are not perceived by the EIR author as
silly obstructionist options but as bona fide alteratives that merit EIR. attention. That aspect of
the EIR and the incomprehensible decision of the EIR author to fail discussing and
thoroughly analyzing the benefits of running an expanded MOS for s solid 30%, or 0, of the
total envisioned route, begiming a1 Woodman Avenue its Van Nuys and extending all the way to
the Woodland Hitls terminus. It scems so potentially perfect ag 2 sofution b 1he
Synergized TSM/Expanded MOS altermative not anly allows the project to svoid severely
damaging the ck of the Chandler/ Valley Village neighbochood but aiso bypasses the
Valiey Glen community in the excelient altemnative option, the LankersheinvOxnard On-Street
Alignment. How much time would be saceificed under such an ahemative - the Synergized
TSM/Expanded MOS aiternative —~ eapeciaily if the first log of the route, from NoHo to Van
Nuys via the Lankersheim/Oxnard On-Street Alignment path {or vis some other combination of
paths) wore optimized and synergized through TSM? The EIR leaves the public groping in the
dark even though it seems juch a worihwhile sofution,

There is something pemicious about she EIR author setting up “straw men”™ os, more

ly, “straw al ives™ - ol ives that are di d Yo be rejected ab initio in favor of
the BRT Done Dral option that MTA waats. The MTA ially is fike the “masksman” who
first shoots his arrow at the tree, misses the mark, and only therealter paints s bull's-zyz around
the place where it hit. Here, too, MTA wants to justify a “done deal,” so it paints wild
alternatives around it, while MTA deliberately avoids discussing and thoroughly analyzing
obvious and viable alternatives that make excelient sense. MTA’s purpose is clear: to “create a
paper-rail record™ in the E1R W convince a court of Jaw, if the EIR is challenged, that
*ry ble al ives'” were di d and evaluated. Ultimately, the legal standard for
discussing ingful al ives and tharoughly analyzing all ble options is & rule of
reason, and any b of the tr ¢ MOS al ive that the EIR does
discuss cries cut for & discussion and analysis of the expanded MOS that never is discussed or
presented for the public’s consideration — the MOS that continues from Van Nuys and that
continues past Balbhoa Boulevard, continuing all the way to Woodland Hills.

The DEIR {ails and must be re-drafied, reissued, and subjected to informed public
and participation b it utterly fails to discuss and thoroughly snalyze the obvious
solutions, time-savings, and cost-savings thai inhere in expanding the EIR's truncated-MOS
aption by runniing an Expanded MOS route from Woodman Avenue in Van Nuyssllthe way b

oase s s
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west thyough the MTA terminus at the Woodland Hills transportation hub, ard further by S
synergizing that option’s impact by impk ing Transportation Sy Manag F8-1.A
enhancements and efficiencies between NoHo and Van Nuys, including but not limited to '
. 13 long abvieus Villey sansportation aeies cont'd
B. The EIR Fails to Discuss and Thoroughly Analyze Options Arising from
Liguidating the Vabee of the Southern Pacific Right-of-Way and Applying the +8-1.B

Proceeds to Support Mass Transii Enkancements Throughout the Valley.

Simitarly wlerscoring the point: the public receives absolutely no information in the EIR
as [0 the curvent market property sales value or the long-term leasing value to taxpayers and the
MTA of the Southem Pacific Right-of-Way (*SP ROW™) for the srea east of Woodmar A veriue
in Van Nuys.

) A large percemtage of the right-of-way along ihe proposed project
alignment is currently under lease, Lease agr have been established with
o vasiety of tenants, including local busi tigious facilities, and nonprofit
organizations, as well as single-family residences. Additionally, lease agreements
for outdoor advertising {i.c., biliboards) are common along the MTA-owned right.
of-way (MTA ROW), particularly near busy ial areas.

EIR, § 4.2 21 4-57. The BRT Done Deal “would result # tic termination of approximately 94
10 95 lease agreements within the SP ROW.” /. at § 4.2.3.3, The EIR fails to disclose or
digcuss how much MTA and the 1axpayers potentially could recoup by seiling the land to private
developers and busi , o al ively how much the MTA and tsxpayers could continue
netting for yesrs to come by MTA continuing to lease-out the SP ROW land east of Woodmen
Avenug in Van Nuys 1o local businesses. Presemly, for example, “numerous commercial/
industrial busi have leased p of the right-of-way.” See, e.g.. EIR, § 4-1.1.1 s 4-44,
At the present lime, it is 2 matter of public record that land vajues bave skyrocketed in the Eagt
San Fernando Valley. Ifthe EIR were lo inform the public of the value of that SP ROW land,
whether if offered for sale or if continued as a fease-out, the public could evaluate whether the
property should be leveraged instoad to aceess funds from the private sector that ¢outd be applied
fowards the purchase of more buses or 1owards other TSM applications, includi g but not limited
5 the purchase of improved and upgraded buses {0 serve the cast-west Ventura Boulevard
trunsportation route of sther bus routes along such Valley arieries as Burbank Boulevard, Victory
Boulevard , Sherman Way, or Roscoe Boulevard, as well as Lankersheim Boulevard, Yan Nuys
Boulevard, Sepulveds Boulevard, Balboa Boulevard, snd Reseds Boulevard (“obvious Valley
transportation anerics™). '

1Fthe goal of any EIR altemative is to effectuate within the Valley a maximized MTA
plan to help offsel future Valley raffic congesti such infc ion pertaining to the
fiquidated value of SP ROW land is critical to the taxpaying and commuting public. Right now,
it may be tiat many potential riders defer using the present bus system because MTA buses do
niot travel with adequate frequency along the obvious Valley transponiation arterics,  Thus, ss
but one unexplored example, if MTA applied the tens of miltions of dollars that could be saved

N

by opting for the LankersheinyOxnard On-Street Alignment, then further applied the money that ¥

LU LTS ) 6

Comment F8-1.B

The right-of-way, which was previously used for passenger service on the
Pacific Red Cars and for Southern Pacific Freight, has been used for
transportation services for almost 100 years. The former Los Angeles
County Transportation Commission (LACTC), now the MTA, purchased
the right-of-way for transportation purposes in the early 1990’s, and since
that time, the Board has studied a number of transportation alternatives.
The BRT was identified as the Locally Preferred Alternative (LPA) in July
2001. The right-of-way is wide enough to include landscaping and
pedestrian and bike paths in addition to the busway. The MTA and the City
of Los Angeles have identified funding for the bike and pedestrian paths
and are beginning plans to design and construct these facilities. Regarding
the idea of selling the property, the long and narrow nature of the right-of-
way offers limited opportunities for development beyond transportation
purposes. As the Board purchased the right-of-way with public funds for
transportation purposes, which has been the historic use, and given the
pressing need to address congestion and offer alternatives to the auto, the
MTA does not consider selling the right-of-way for non-transportation
purposes as a meaningful alternative.
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sditionalty coukd be saved or netied by selling of leasing-out the SP ROW property east of

Woadman Avenue, direcling those funds 10 public 1

affected aress in the Valley, including but not imited 1o the obvicus Valley iransportation
artericy, the benefits of liquidating SP ROW land east of Woodman Avenus in Van Nuys could
outweigh any supposed notion of cutting through the heart of the Chandieri Valiey Viliags
residential community.

Each and every such option - all arising from the implementation of various
Transportation Systerns Management options, all p iafly sugn d by ing the
financial ssaety inherent in the Southern Pacific Right-of-Way, as well xs lhe cost savings by
running the BRT fromn a starting point in Van Nuys rather than beginning in NoHo, demand
significant diseussion, thorough enalysis, and cost-benefii considerstion so that the public can
meaningfully participate in the process and help the MTA deal with transportation issves in &
way that allevi icipated Valley ion withowt by and sdversely impacting the

hy of established residentint ics like Valley Village and Valley Glen, Until the
EIR author discusses and anatyzes thoroughly these patently reasonsble atternatives and factors,
the public remains stymied.

The DEIR fuifs and must be re-drafted,

ation beca:

4, and subi

jected tz informed gublic

and panicip it utterly fils 1o discuss and thoroughly miynprrn vakie 10
mass-transit enhumcements, incloding but not limited to enhancements along obvious Valley
transportation arteries. that could be reatized by MTA svolding Chandler Boulevard {whether by
sdopting the LnkersheinvOnrurd On-Street Al toute or by imp! ing » Synergized
TSM/Expanded MOS option) and liquidating the value af the land slong the former Southem
Pacific Right-of-Way, east of Woodman Avenue, whether by seiling it for privaws development
Or to businesses, or by leasing it out 10 such lessees.

C. The EIR Fuils 10 Discuss and Thoroughly Analyze the Time-Saving Impact of
Reduciag Bus Staps or Dedicating ~ Express Buses” Along the Lankersheim/
Oxnard On-Sirves Alignmeni Route or a Synergized TSM/ Expanded MOS Rowte.

A classic public salution 1o the problems of time-eMcient mass transit employs the
dedication of Express Bus Routes. As an example, New York City public-transit commutess in
New York City can alight Express Buses at dedicated bug stops in Mandhattan and then ride
“express” 1o destinations in Queens, Brooklyn, Wesichester, and Long island. The dedication of
“Express Bus Routes™ is & tried and proven allernative to iacilitate rapid public wsnsportation.

The EIR authot contedes tuat, in contrast (o 2 5285 million biil that soaks taxpayers for
rursing 8 BRT Done Deal through the heart of the Chandier! Valley Village rasidential
community, MTA and the Laxpayers would realize $40 million in savings by running the BRT
instead along the Lankersheim/Oxnard On-Street Alignment route. But the EIR author notes that
there is a drawback of three minutes, maybe five on xbad day. Although a three-minute ot even
five-tinute factor cannot and muse not justify wasting $40 million of public fimds that otherwise
could be i d in enhancing mass transit throughoul the San Fi dc Valiey, incloding but
ot limited to enhancing mass transit along the obvious Valley ransportation arteries, the EIR
asthor never considers the time that could be saved merely by reducing the number of stops

o w3 7
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F8-iB
cont'd

F8-1.C

Comment F8-1.C

The BRT MOS alternative essentially provides this option by running an
“express type” limited-stop bus along surface streets, while utilizing an
exclusive right of way for a short segment (between Woodman and Balboa)
to gain travel time advantage in the most congested part of the corridor. A
full-length express bus option was not considered because it was
determined that it would not meet the project goals. In addition to routes
that stop at each station, the BRT Alternative includes 2 commuter express
route serving selected bus stops only. See Section 2-2.3.2 of the EIS/EIR.

It is true that there is a trade-off between the number of stops and travel
time for attracting riders. The number of stops proposed as part of the BRT
project has been determined so as to capture the maximum number of riders
while still providing a reasonable travel time.

San Fernando Valley
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planacd aiong the BRT route from 13 stops to £ stops. Nor does 1he EIR suthor present
alternatives for running dedicased Express buses, whether nmlhcm the day or only at rush
hour, to transport riders more rapidly betwesrs the MTA terminals in NoHo and Woodland Hills.
And, ,uaa as reducing two stops along Lhe route or dedicating Express Buses would save severs]
minutes’ time on 8 BRT that follows the Lankersheim/ Oxnard On-Street Alignment route, so
would il save time on & Synergized TSM/ Expanded MOS plan 52 discussed abave.

The DEIR fails and must be re-drafied, reissned, and subjected to informed public
and p b it uiterly fuils to explore reasonabie and obvious time-
savings opl:ons— like reducing the pumber of scheduled bus stops and dedicating express buses,
whether throughout the day or only during nish hour ~ that coukd justify realizing $40 million in
cost smngs by pursuing the Lankmimmlom On-Street Alignment route or other even
beiter ives to culting through the Chandler heart of Valfey Village.

D.  The EIR Fails to Distvas and Thoroughly Anaiyze Subsidizing the Transportation
Systems Management Option with Suffictent Funding to A Ilm«m Long-Term
Maxs Transit Gools in the San F do Valiey by A tg North-South Bux
Travel and East-Weys Travel on the Obvious Valley Tmn:pw!alim Arteries.

The EIR di # Transportation Systems M: t al ive. However, becanse
the EIR author already has shot his arrow and only afterwands has painted the buli’s-eye around
it, he has stripped the TSM slicmative of viabitity when, in facy, it offers several valusble
possibilities. Thexe comments already have noted, for ph 1bﬂTSM‘ wen Lankershei
in NoHo and Woodman Avenue in Van Nuys could valuably ded MOS cption
from Van Nuys 1o Wocdland Hills that could schieve masi ot MTA's 3«!: perhays ), without
impacting adversely on either the Valley Village nmgl:bodnod along Chandler or the Valley
Gler neighborkood along Oxnard. However, beyond the ehave, the 3b in the
DEIR of » fully Reshed-out TSM altemative unto itself le:vu the public groping in the dark,
uninformed and unabie to participat ingfutly in the pl Thus, although the
EIR provides a 35-page dacnpnun of the MTA “archer™s” BRT plm the “Done Deal” plan
that is illustrated with ees upon trees upon trees — the EIR author devotes less than one page of
text 1o describe the TSM alternative and its possibilifies, and the drawing that iHluswates the TSM
is & raw map, no trees ~ notcven:bmhonfewnedhngs CutpaniR§2~2,2a2-l7w2-
L9 with id. § 2-2.3 0t 2.2 1o 2-55, Curiously, the TSM i ing even less text than
does the EIR sothor's description of rustic ife in the San Femmio Valley in the 18% Century,
during the days of Father Juan Crespi, und runni ican War of 1846~
:x;s‘ mlt;';day:orgcv«mm!edul’whca CompargElRiz -2.2 n2~l‘lh2 19 with id_ §

at

The EIR reports that “the Valley has [] been i b growih
in recent years. Between 1994 and 2000, theEmValley :pupulnmmusedbyabom [3
percent and the West Valley™s increased by 4 percent. Another 29 percent population increase in
the Easy Valley and 22 percent increase in the West Valley in projected for 2000 to 2020 That
population resides not enly in Valtey Village and Valley Glen but throughout & San Ferando
Valley that includes Granada Hills, Northridge, Chatsworth, and West Hills. Travel in the

Treic

cont'd

F&-1.D

Valley, then, is not merely an East-West matter but & North-South matter, In pushing 2 funnel-

oty 8

L

Comment F8-l.D

All existing transit services are substantially subsidized beyond what is
collected at the fare box, which would be the case for any proposed new
services, whether TSM or the busway. The basic TSM services (bus service
is increased as shown on Figure 2-4 and in Table 2-3 on north-south and
east-west streets) are included as part of the proposed BRT baseline project.
The state funding available for implementation of the BRT project is limited
to being used for capital expenses, including vehicles, construction, real
estate, design, and engineering, so these funds would not be available for
fare reductions. MTA fares are comparable with other large city operations.
However, customers can reduce their out of pocket expenses by pre-paying
and purchasing tokens or passes, which reduce costs significantly. Seniors
and students can also obtain deeply discounted passes. Please refer to
comment F8-1A. Landscaping will be a part of the study for the north-
south routes. Fences along the right-of-way, whether picket or wire mesh,
will be a dark color and will not be white.

With respect to the comments on the TSM alternative, please refer to the
response to Comment C5-1 and Section 6-1 of the Final EIS/EIR.

T Rl
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visioned and zomider-visioned boondoggle, the ETR author scems unconcernéd with the North 4
Valley’s access (o mass transit. For example, MTA’S press release of May 14, 2001 herlds the
East-West Corridor 23 a project thai will link riders with Wamer Center, the two community
colleges, and the Sepulveda Bum However, it ignores the trantp needs of stud F84.D
attending California State Uni ty of Northridge, for le, and the 1 ion needs of N
the North Valley population are overlooked in: the MEA's phans for spending nearly $300 milion cont'd
in publie trangit funds.

v

A TSM can make a trye difference in alleviati hicul jon by bringing more
Nonth Valtey residents into buses or trains, comeqmmly drawing them. away from the 408
Freeway, the backed-up B-lhoaBoulevard astery, snd the Yentura Freeway Furthermore, a
TSM could achieve valuable ti ng travel enky: g aspects of new
technology that the EIR author only discusses in the context of the BRT Done Deal plan w make
the BRT Done Deal seemn more sttractive. But TSM also could take advantage of & “transit
signsl priority sysiem alresdy planned by LADOT.” See, e.g., EIR, § 3-3.1.1 a1 )-13. Beputifin
trees illustrated throughout the BRT Done Deal sections of the EIR and budgeted within the
5285 million BRY boondoggle alss could be planted along routes of TSM-enhinced routes - and
not with MTA fimds. Buses could be added ta routes slong obvious Valley transpoctation
aricrics lo feduce waiting time fron: 20-40 minutes for certain buses to tofersble waiting times
that make MTA and its buses 2 more viable option for Valley commuters. One speaker afier
another at MTA public hearings 1o comment on the DEIR spoke of the importance of sdopting 2
TSM aliernative to get people 1o “belicve in the buses.™ When a prospective rider npeazedty
waits 20-40 minutes for a bus to travel a1 inute tovle along" hatk Boul or Van Nuy:
Avenue, the person ultimately abandons public aTSM.
upgrade of public mask transit along the obvious Valley mspomhou ancries will changs public
perceptions of Valley bus ion, will i i and will get cars ofF the streels,
Similarly, TSM should inciude dedicated | frequent Express Buses that shuttle comanuters frem
one distant hub 1o ancther.

TSM's genius ls lhnl it wmds the short-term “quick fix" of a one-route cast-wesi corridor

vhat invedes a resid: y b TSM instead inaug! & long-tom solution that
sdddresses the root of the Valley's needs, upgrading syslem»wldc bus transit along
the many obvious Valley portation arteries. In to the widespread trafTie delays st

52 imersections throughout the Valley that the BRT Done Deal encompasses, TSM reduces BRT
Done Deal delay time by 25% in the momings and by nearly 15% in the aftemoons. Ser £IR, §
3-3.23 » 3-39 (Table 3-19). Similarly, while the BRT Done Deat oplicn ld\wwly impacts
existing land uses, compelling the MTA to expend i funds on

cause as many problems as they mitigate, the TSM alternative “wauld have & rela:ively modest
effect on land we patuzms, and no adverse impacts under NEPA (no significant impacts under
CEQA) are anticipated.” EIR, § 4-1.3.1 at 4-43, As several examples, among many, of how
BRT Done Deal “mitigations™ create o amplify problems that TSM avoids:

* Under the BRT Done Deal, MTA wants (6 construct soundwalls to offset noise
and to bufler visual impa<ts in residentiat areas, EIR, § 4-1.3.1 at 4-43,

However, x soundwall that reduces bus noise and visual inpact for those outside
the wall slso wilt muffle or conceal emergency-vehicle alsm sounds and J y

Mo 9
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visibility outside the soundwall before the MTA bus driver can be alerted. By
contrast, under TSM, emergency vehicles® sounds are not muffled and their
visibility is not concealed from MTA bus drivers.

* Under the BRT Done Deal, MTA wanls 1o construct miles of “mitigating” lour
foot-high white picket lences slong tesidential roads like Chandler Boulevard in
Valley Village. EIR, § 4-1.3.1 at $-47. As a matter of public record, MTA
propesty atracis gnﬂ' ith, and MTA spends over SIO million mually faplessly

repairing graffiti d under its *"Vandali g
iresponsible to place miles of pubh: white picket fences in Imm of four
symgog\m, @ yeshiva hlﬂuchoot anda ya!uva nursery and pre-school. Graffiti

and pacts a neighborhood's
character. By conuasy, unéet TSM, no graffiti mlgneu will be erected.

Under the TSM option, “{iJt is assumed that ihis alternative would not affect the existing
lease agreements and would not requine mepmill ot qu thumuon of property outside lhe
MTA R[igh] O[f] W[ay]. Therefcre, no would occus,”
EIR § 4.2.3.2 31 4-59; § 4.2.4.2 3t 4-67. By contrast, Ih! BRT Dom Deal “would result in the

i or.,,. & ly 94 to 93 lcase sgrecrents within the SP ROW.” /d, at §4-2.3.3.
These terminations would include residential backyard leases for single-family residences, as
well as commercial and indusirisl leases. Jd. at 4-60. In sddition, the BRT Done Deal requires
MI'A 10 pust mﬂ displace the long-standing Chabad Temgfle of Norih Hollywood, several Jocal
the N Interfaith Cemer. and even ousting and displacing - fittingly
pounding its ad pm = the 20,000-square-foot Neighborkood
Recycling Center at 13300 Bessemer Suvet in Van Nuys, EIR Table 4.2 at 4-62.

The DEIR fails to identify how TSM would be impl d, what enh: would
be funded, how much money would be allotied 10 3 TSM alternative, in contradistinction to
s.pcndmg 5285 million on a BRT Done Deal or $245 mxllm ona f.ankersheim/Oxnard On-Street

ive, The TSM discussion s § ive, bissed and set up to
fail. The E[R author even denies TSM the nice ees that sppeas in drawings and actists’
conception prmnuuons oflhe BRT Done Deal, Therefore, the DEIR Tails and must be re-
drafted, reissued, and subjected to inf d public and p b it utterly
fails 1o explore in a suiliciently informative manner the mplncatmns. <osts in time and maoney,
and benefits in time and money of a Rilly fimded and implemented Transportation Systems
Managemeni aitemative.

E. The EIR Fails to Discuss and Thoroughly Analyze a Heavy Rail or Other Decp-
Bore Subway Option That Would By-Pass All Future Swrface Traffic Congestion
and Wosdd Minimize Disrupting Neighborhood Environments.

The DEIR concedes thar MTA, fourdt in its 1990 Final EIR that 3 “deep-bore subway in
residentia] arcas comprising 9 miles of ihe toral 14 miles of the route [i)s the envireamentally
superior alternative” for long-term Valley mass transit goals. In addition. a June 1991 state law
limits any rail transit project along the SP ROW o a “subvway system which is covered and

below grade.” Although the MTA anticipated that 3 deep-bore subway would cost & ,

LU ) 19

F8-.D0
cont'd

F8-L.E

Comment F8-l.E

The EIS/EIR analyzes the environmental impacts of the BRT Alternative
and its variations, in addition to the baseline No Build and Transportation
System Management (TSM) alternatives. However, the MTA Board
selected the BRT Alternative for further analysis after considering the
evaluation of a wide range of alternatives presented in a Major Investment
Study (MIS) for the San Fernando Valley East-West Transit Corridor
(released in February 2000). The MIS compared the BRT Alternative to
multiple alternatives, including No Build, TSM, Light Rail, and Heavy Rail
alternatives. Grade separations, including segments of deep-bore subway,
were considered in conjunction with light rail and heavy rail alternatives. In
this MIS, these alternatives were evaluated on the basis of several criteria,
including operations, environmental impacts, capital cost, and cost-
effectiveness. While grade separated rail alternatives did have advantages
in terms of ridership and noise impacts, the high capital cost and relatively
low cost-effectiveness of these alternatives led to the selection of the BRT
Alternative for further environmental analysis.
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prohibitively greater amount than would & Ventura Freeway ali

-
1994 study clarifial 10 the MTA that the Freewsy alignment did not zeatly save rnuch cost 1 F8_| E
compnred 1o the cost of & deep-bore subway. Later, 3 June 1999 MTA Major Investment Study "
ined that rail Altematives, such as 8 deep-bore subway, would move rders faster than cont'd

could sueface bus transit. See, e.g., DEIR, “Executive Summary,” §§ 5-3.3105-3.6, 8 S-7 10 §-
9; see olso id. at 1-17, 2-7 (finding a Meiro Rail Red Line deep-boze subway link in the Valley
environmentaily superior and certifying same), 2-8 (noting MTA’s adoption of Ihe deep-bore
subway alternative).

Beyond these studies, commonserise and rezson mucst that 3 deep-bore subway would

notm(ﬂlmugh the heart of residential neighborhoods and p ities, would net
destrians, would minimize surface graffit afnng mu!enul neighborhoods, would
facilitate npxd mnsﬂ at all times regandless of surface vehi raffic would be

quicter sbove-grade, and would provide an easier, more efﬁcm md facile connection for
linking Metra Red Line passengers from the City to rapid transit into ihe San Femando Viliey,
That fast point deserves reiteralion: Metzo Line subway riders from the City could continue their
ips within the Valley far more efficiently if, instead of needing to leave the under

stations and catch a surface-ransit bus, the deep-bore subway from the City would connect with
a deep-bore subway cominuing through the Valley, Therefore, 2 deep-bon subw:ly ||mmnv:
scems at least reasenable — and it may well be outright preferable 1o other al

inthe EIR. Yetthe EIR fails to discuss and !hotou;hly amlyze this reasonable ahernative,
merely staling that “[{Jhe project is no longer & rai! projecebut an st-geade busway.” See EIR §s-
8at 846,

Throughoul the public hearings scheduled by the MTA, although not attended by the 13
MTA Board members, speaker after speaker afier speaker commented on the advantages of
decp-bore subway opticn. The MTA Board members were not Emlo listen, and the DEIR

provides virtually no di ion of the al ive and no thorough anatysis. For the above
feasons, among 50 many others never discussed in the DEIR, the DElR f‘ak and must be re-
drafted, reissued, and {0 informed public andp b iutterly

fails to explore in a suffi cncnlty informative marnuer the mmhuuw costs in time and money,
and benefits in time and money of a futly funded and implemented deep-bore subway aption,

F. The EIR Fuils to Discuss and Thoroughly Analyze Construciing Rapid Transit
Along the Courze of the Los Angeles River, a Patk That Essentiaily Parallels
Virteally Al Desired Bus Stops Comtemplated in the EIR.

Dunn; the public hum\gs scheduled by the MTA, although not aitended by the 33 MTA
seversl d on the ad iges of an aliernative routa for

conliguring a public mass P ) e: namely, g a public mass tansit
gath that paralicls the course of the Los Angcles Rlver Several speakers mted ot record that the
Los Angeles River follows a course that fakes it past most every ares of the Sun Femando
Valley, following the direction of most every busway station that the ETR advocates in the
Valley. The MTA Board members were nat shese 1o listen. and the DETR provides vimully no
discussion of the Los Angeles River alternative and no lhomugh analysis. Indeed, there isa Iumt
10 the knowledge that can be shared in thuse the ive concept, spp ly

L DL ] 11

F8-L.F

Comment F8-I.F

As described in Section 2-1.1.2 of the EIS/EIR, the MTA and its
predecessor agency, the Los Angeles County Transportation Commission
{LACTC) have conducted studies of many potential mass transit alignments
east-west through the San Fernando Valley over the past twenty years,
including along the Los Angeles River. The Los Angeles River was
eliminated from consideration in an Initial Alternatives Evaluation Report
released in 1987. The present EIS/EIR, as well as the 2000 MIS in which
the BRT Alternative was selected for further environmental analysis,
focused on the MTA ROW. However, it is not unreasonable to assume that
any mass transit alternative along the Los Angeles River would have
potentially significant and unmitigated impacts on water resources,
biological resources, and recreational opportunities in the Valley.

San Fernando Valley
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very sensible, requires investigation, study, di ion, and analysis o inform the public o that
the poople of the area can pacticipat ingfully in the planning process and can evaluate this
option. Bubthe DEIR neves discusscs she ides. Clearly, that is the rezson that administrative
procedure includes & requi for public hearings 1o obain prafoendly valusble insights from
the public - although it scems virtually impossible for such hearings 10 achieve their stated goals
and administrative purposes when the §3 voting MTA Board members 40 not stiend ot hear,

The DEIR fails and must be re-drafied, reissued, and subjected to infe 4 public
and participation b il utierly faits W explore in any manner even barely
informative the implications, costs in time and money, and benefits in time and money of a fully
funded and implemented public mass transit option that configures an altemative mute by

pasalleling the course of the Los Angeles River.

G. The EIR Failt to Disciess and Thorasghly Analyze the Foresceable Impact of the
“Robbing Bill, " Enacied by the California Legislatire und Codified in the Public
LUnilistes Codr, Which Apparently Requires MTA 1o Convert Any Busway Along
Chandler Boulevard to a Light-Rail Project Within Ten Years of Canstruction.

Theoughuut the public hearings schedulod by the MTA, afthough not attended by the 13

MTA Board membery, speaker afler speaker after speaker d on the requti
dified by the Californis Legist in the Califomia Public Utilities Code, appacenily

mandating the MTA 10 convers sny busway that it builds dlong the Chandler SP ROW? BRT
Done Deal route info a rail project within ten yeurs of construction. [f those Public Hearings
speakers are comect - and the EIR says absolutely nothing to inform the public of such a possible
Legistative requitement. not does the EIR pravide any anatysis at ail as to the foreseeable
implications and impact of such a requircment - then the EIR bas utterly failed o comply with
the State Supreme Const holding in Laure! Heights that compels the EIR author te discuss and
tharoughly analyze such profoundly imp fe blc adverse g that inevitably
arise from the BRT Done Deal attemative. The MTA Board members weve not here 1o listen,
and the DETR provides virtually no di ion and no thorough analysis of the issue.

The DEIR f3ils and must be ce-drafled, rei d, and subjected to infc d public
and participation b R utterly fails 1o explore in any manner the foreseeable
3 and envi ! impact of ing the BRT Done Deal if, in fact, the
California Public Utilities Code, or any other statutary codification of any pertinent law
including but nat limited 1o the “Robbins Bill” actually requires or dates the i
such a buswoy 10 rail travel within 2 foreseeable period such as ten years.

of

It The EIR Fails to Meet Legal Standards to Snform the Publlic
Beeause It Consistently Distorts Facts, Misrepresents Material Truths,
g Willfulty Mistesds the Publie.

The salicnt omissions and materiat failings by the author of the EIR, discussed sbove,

underscore the EIR author's consistent effor 10 distont facts, misrepresent material ruths, and
miziead not only the public but even public officials including but not limited 1o the memberg of

RHIT IS 12

4

FB-I.F
contd

FB-1.G

Comment F8-1.G

Please see the response to Comment C9-3.
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Comment F8-ll.A

The commenter refers to pages 4-88 (Demographics and Neighborhoods
section) and 6-21 (Financial Comparison of Alternatives chapter) of the

the MTA Board. Because the purpose of an EIR is 10 inform the public, the DEIR Gils 10 meet Draft EIS/EIR. On page 4-88 the Draft EIS/EIR states “Stated conversely,
the basic siandards 3¢t by the Califonia Legisiature. the proposed transit project can be viewed as a restoration of transportation
A The EIR Falsfes and Dstorts by Toving 10 Fool the Publicnto Thinking That the | F-8.-1) A uses to the historic corridor.” Since the sentence is intended to refer to the

A E El i * . . . . P . . .
e e e e vt represeniiog historic use of the corridor (not that the corridor itself is historic), the words

“restoration” and “historic corridor” as used here may be confusing. This
sentence has been stricken from the text of the Final EIS/EIR and other text
[Tihe proposed busway would be i with the £ '[historic{™) iont

uses that are an [“Jintegrat part of the Valiey communities chmmm with similar references has been modified to reflect the intended meaning.
Although locat tesidents may have become accusiomed to the Juck of
transportaiion-relared traffic along the right-of-way in the past 8 or 9 yrars, this
absence represents & short-term divergence from historicaily presem
transportation uses in the area (3 major part of the San Fﬂmlﬂo Valley for nearly

The EIR author writes at page 6-21, ond especially of page 4-38:

100 yearsy ., .. Staied by, the proposed project can be
viewed ag 3 [} fon[™} of transportation uses to the {“Ihistoric corndor["]
. While the proposed [*) ion{"] of transportation uses in the [“]hi

corridor[ "} would wifize busss rather than trains . . . fand] the proposed bus
Schedule differs gmily from the mﬁmmu frugh\ train trips that characterized
the right-of-way in past years, it is important to note that faldding one bus trip
overy 2.5 minutes on 3 busway directly admccm to ﬂwsy Toagway would not
change the tial ¢h of the rhoods b it would
not substantially increase the number of vehicles lﬂvehn; along the transit
comidor. {Emphases added.}

This fancifui pangﬂph falsifies because 8 BRT on Chmdler would not compnn
“historical restoration.” TUis nor aboul refurhishing James M 's M L emunn
Virginia, the Cherokee Tribe Trail of Tears that d: d from Okizh i
northwestem North Carolina, o the Statue of Liberty, Rather, it is a profound decqﬂwn thal
deceives the members of the MTA Board, deceives other city officials, and deceives the public st
large. The EIR does acknowledge that there is 3 Land Use Element of the City of Los Angeles
General Plan, and the General Pian is angmented by a Norrk Hollywood- Valley Vittage
Community Plan, adopted Mar. 1975 and revised in 1995 T!m plan recognizes that by 1995 the
Onhodox community ajready had b 2 well-establi ity. By now, that
community has charted ten years of real history along 8 train-free/ bus-free Chandler Boulevard,
Nor 11 thet community alone in opposing x Rapid Bus on Chandler. The community is united;
Latinos. Asian-Americans, and African-Americans foin with Cawrasian Christians and Jews in

g the ionable notioa of invading a resideritial ity’s heart with hundreds
of mpld buses daily, The quoted texi sbove concedes that duses will run every 1.5 minutes each
way, which effeciively means that ofien during the day duses will be pasring by every: minure,
first from one direction, then feom the other.

The MTA Board should understand that a Chandler bus line of any kind, at any speed,
bounded by any barrier height, will ereate a major disruption in the community and will J
d ly impact the ch of the neighborhood. The MTA Board nocds 1o understand that

.
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Crihodox Jews are more restricted in Ssbbath practice than are many ascetic groeps, even more 4

than the Amish. Unlike the Amish, Orthodox Jews on Sabbath msy not tear or et papes, may not
touch a light swizch, may not ride in a wagon, may not touch a pencil or pen, may not water
flowers, may not plant seeds. Thus, unlike the Amish, Onthodox Jews are forbidden 1o employ
any portation mode on the Sabbath and must disenguge 4 ically from the life of hustte.
bustle. And the Orthodox Jewish Sabbalk p a significant pant of two days cach and
every week - ihe laiter part of Friday and the greater part of Saturday: 104 days a vear, phus
Biblicat festivals that bring the tols] to nearly 125 days per year during which thevsands of
members of the Chandler/ Valley Village commumity ~ estimated at more than 5,000 people -
encounter sese restrictions. Many of these thousands of people moved into the Valley Vithage
ncighborhood along Chandler precisely b they sought sancluary from the noise and tumalt
of life along such busy City aneries a8 Pico Boulevard, Wilshire Boulevard, Fairfax Avenve, and
Lz Brea Avenue. To place 3 rapid bus - it is the MTA, not the comemunity, that boastfully eaile
this system Bus Rapiy Transit - into the very heart of such a residential pedestrian-focused

Y, is ble. Certainly, the opinions and objections of the neighbors int the
ity provide substantial evidence that ihe BRT Dane Desl alternative is incompatible
with the pedestrian and residential charscter of the neighborhood.

in the past ten years since the train completely halied running on Chandler Boulevard, the
Shaarey Zedek Congregation has constructed a milttion-dollar sxpansion on Chandler. The
Valley Torah High School moved from Riverside Avenue into expansive new fxcilities on
Chandler. The Toras Hashem Synagogue developed 3 new identity and created a beamifed new
home on Chandler. The Chabad Synagogue underwent 2 niajor renovation on Chandler. The
Emek Hebrew Academy expanded its nursery and pre-school on Chandler. And a new Onhadox
synagogue for Scphardic Jews, Yad Avsaham, is now being built on Chandler. Cf. EIR, Tablz 4-
1 &1 4-41 {listing Uwee synagogues, Emck Hebrew Academy, and North Hollywood High Schoal,
but Laling to list Valley Torah High Schoof and Yad Avraham Sephardic S )

Cilag 2 Ll

The MTA Bowrd members should know that they have been deceived and misled by the
author of the ETR — indecd, the entire public has been 3o deceived - because all the talk sbout
“restoration” of “historic™ uses of Chandler Boulevard seeks o whitewash the last fen yoars of
History, 1o & lime before Arkansas Governor Bill Clinton was even & nominee for national office,
10 3 time when few ol ut ever had heard of Mewt Gingrich, to a different decade, 8 time before
0., Trials and NASDAQ [POs. Those ten years have been real history, 1o, For ten years, ¢
kistory of no tratas awd no such rransit hat boen established on Chandler. Wis a history of
pedestrian use of Chandler. See, e.g. EIR, § 4-1.1.2 st 4-3 (sdmitting that the Scuthern Pacific
Right-of-Way “has not been used for transportation purposes since 1992%), Intevestingly,
although the EIR spexks glowingly - and deceitfully ~ of a “hisory” of trains running along SP
ROW, the same exact EIR transparently disperages the same exact SP ROW site as an

“abandoned rail rorridor™ during 3 dilferent discussion elsewhere in the EIR where the aullior, -
for differenit purposes, seeks to justify the BRT Dene Deal by arguing that the BRT Done Deal
will result in visual envi ) benefits b it would enk the app of “[aln
isling abandoned rail corrider d in weeds and broken gless .. .. Id §4-6.3 at 4-157,
And indeed rhar is the relevant history ~ 3 tenv-year history of MTA's making: & history of 3 fong.
ago abandoned ruil track. The MTA has actively grecluded the community from beaulifying

aTins v 4

 FB-I1LA

-
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e area slong the SP ROW, and from removing weeds and glass, in & len-year “uglifying™ efTort 4
W creste facts oa the ground io justify the BRT Donte Deal option.

Even when a train did run — bulonlyonudaify what “history” did that establish to
Justify now rwning s Rapid Tramsit bus every minute or two slong Chandler? There once weve
elegm horses and buggies promenading along Wilshire Boulevard. Will MTA “rextore™
Wilshire's “historic uses™ by setling aside » lane on Wilshire for borse-drawn vehiciesT

Tndeed. if we take the “history” of Chandler's last “hundred years™ as our gulde, shalf we
make arrangements to “restore™ that “history™ by moving the Orthodox Jews out of Chandler?
After all, there were vinually no Orthodox Jews along Chandler half 8 century age, snd ceninly
none 2 hundred years ago. Perhaps the same is true of all Jews, Latinos, Asian-Amevicans, and
African-Americans, They wert ot on Chandler and in Valley Village 100 years ago, bur they
are the people wha have charted the history of the last ten years, while no train or other suck
mass transit Aas run on Chandler.

B. The EIR Fal:rﬂn and Dutam by Bmly Di g Crime Ipli
Utterly Omisttng Any ord it of G,qg'n lmparl Even ﬂvoughMTA
Property Attracts Mm Thar $10 Mitlion of Graffitt Damage Annually, and by

Using Misleading Language to Whi h Dongers of Bus Accidents and Deuths .

Now that the Valicy Village community has evolved a history over these past ten years, it
is unconscionable to propose cutting through the community’s heart on Chandlee, erecting miles
of four-foot-high white picket fences along the way, EIR § 4-1.3.0 a1 4-47, Ttis w maiter of
public record that MTA propeny attracts massive annual graffitl damage. Undér its “Vandslism
Abatement Program,” MTA spends ten million dollars annuaity haplessly trying to combal the
graffiti that it attescts to ils property. When graffiti spray cans come Into Jewish neighborhoods,
vile text and images follow. HMTA is to speak of history, then Jewish communities know that
history, and Jews do not want that hissory “restored.” The MTA knows this problem, even
though the EIR wsterly fails to discuss and analyze the toll and implications of graffiti impact on
the neighborhood.

The MTA author admits that Bus Rapid Transit may bring an increase in erime, Sev EIR,
“Executive Summazy,” at 5-35 (Table 5-2). The Rapid Transit Bus certainly will bring an
increase in bus accidenis, Tndeed, mmhnrmstomaskﬂnineviubleﬁninbu injurics and
deaths it will come by speaking, instead, of “pedestrianus conflicsr™ {emphasis added), See,
eg., EIR at 4-266. " Pedestrisntus conflicts.” Whydosﬂnwdwh&dcﬁmﬂnwblicthnhn
really is trying to concede bus sceidents that will injure, maim, or kill pedesirions? Why is the
author playing with words? Once agsin, the EIR viral infe to avoid ing its
statutory mandate to inform the public. Thus, it is utterly unreasonable to spend $285 million on

F8-1.A
cont'd

F8-i.B

1 project that will severcly damage the character and culiure of & community that is unique in the
Valley,

N0 s

Comment F8-1I.B

Graffiti is an unfortunate element of the urban environment. Those who
commit this crime tend to apply the graffiti to a location that has the highest
visibility. In many cases transit systems become “attractive” targets, as do
overpasses, freeway signs and soundwalls. It is not the intent of the
EIS/EIR to “mask” or downplay the potential for crime or accidents that
may occur once the BRT is operational. The Safety and Security section of
the environmental document has the responsibility to discuss crime and
accidents that are part of the existing urban environment as well as increases
in crime and accidents that may occur as a result of the BRT. Numerous
safety and anti-crime measures are included in the BRT design and
additional measures for pedestrian and motorist safety are highlighted in the
responses to Comments C3-29 and C9-68.

See also Section 4-13 for a discussion of safety considerations.

San Fernando Valley
East-West Transit Corridor
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Comment F8-11.C

While the MTA Board members may not have attended the scheduled
public hearings, they have been fully apprised of the opinions of various
members of the public, through individual contacts and via transcripts of

G The EIR's Folsifications, Misrep tons, and Concealments Are A J i i Id. In addition, comments

%ﬁﬁi’gﬁﬁ‘fﬁm ;m::." nmp;ﬁm?:’ * IFB."'C zz(r:ll::e?rt;ig:tll:: lgll:'l‘h;igjr;%i ltlt:tc r;:g;a ]?a?teigu?:t:d atr; ?mmber of monthly

At remarkable postacript 10 the utterly deficient EIR, which fils o infor the public, MTA Board meetings and the Board took Fhe i.nitiativc to h(.'.)lfl a Boar_d

?&?wm&fmmmhwﬁﬁmmw workshop on July 1?, 2001, with the specific mte.m of Teceiving publ¥c

perilout for any official or member of the public to rely ot the EIR for information because the comment on the project. Also, the Board entertained substantial public
iﬁmmmﬁ}ﬂ:ﬁ?&m;m& frlead through comment at its July 26, 2001 meeting to consider the BRT project.

 agliv af “nad, A

g y of “p conflicts,” and astalyses of damage (hat consciously snd
manifently evade the itsue of graffidi damage. The EIR Qils to present important, reasonable
altemasiives, including but not limited 1 a Synetgized TSM/Expanded MOS 2l ive;
possibifities available front an slemative of liguidating the financial valus of the SP ROW and
aliotting the proceeds to mass transit improvements; the time-saving pessibifities available by
feducing bus stops to offset the few moriients involved in avoiding the Chandler segment of the
SP ROW; 4 fully funded, faitly presented, thoroughly discussed snd analyzed TSM; & deep-bore
bway; S0 aitomative roule that paralicls the course of the Los Angeles River; and the
implications of legislation that may require a busway 10 be converted to g} transit within &
petiod of time such as ten years.

Hundreds of citizens in the San Femando Valley Kve stended public hearings, like those
held af Pierce Colloge in the West Valtey cn June 21 and st Valley College in the Eant Valley oo
June 26,10 speak their minds, 10 expeess theis fears, concemns, and passions; and to offer their
ereative and innovative thoughts, insights, and ideas to the 13 members of the MTA Board
whose voles may adversely change their lives and ruin their dreams and the hopes for which they
have situggled for ten years and more. The public has attended. They have spoken, They have
spilled oul their hearts. And iheir passions Aave beex trauscribed. |t is impossible for a
transcription 1o convey the emotions, the tones and the quotation marks, the inflect
the passions of the spokent word. The administrative procedure calls for public *hear™ings — pot
for public transcribings. Yet, the Public "Hear"ings have been reduced 10 Public Transcribi
No MTA Board member who reads the hundreds and fundreds of ribed pages can possibly
acquire 1he information that was presenied orally ot hearings - 1o be heard. And that assumes
that MTA Board members are going to read the transcriplions from cover 16 cover.

By failing to sttend and % “hear” the “hiear”lings, the MTA Bosrd has failed to engage
and access the publie pasticipation thes the Californis Legisiature and Califomia Supreme Court
deen o vital to the sdministrative planning process. Not only has the EIR faited 10 infoem the
public ghully of its al ives, but it has faifed to inform the MTA Board and other
public officials in the Vallcy, the City, and the County. Subsequently, as the public has iried 1o
be heard, it continually has been rebuffed. A new series of real Public Hygrings must be held lo
sszure that the citizens of the San Fernanda Valley, where the public mass transportation

It "illbeiu,'m d, troly are Aegrd, truly are permiited to participate meaningfully in
the plani teuly by for i

S ¥

AN 3 16
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Comment F8-lil

The commenter’s support for the other alternatives is noted for the record.

L. Couclvsion:
The MTA Has Visble Alteruatives to aa Invasive Impset on Chndhr.

Ultimately, the MTA has altermatives, As several examples, among others:

* MTA can run the BRT by implementing the Lankershein/Oxnard On-Street
Aligement altemative that follows s sensidle route bringing the bus from NoHo directly | F8-[It
to Woodman Avenue in Vas Nuys anyway - and that will save $40 MILLION dollars.
The MTA itself calls this option an “Alignmenl,” not o “Detour,” because il is straight
“on the way.” [tis sensible. It saves S40 million. It runs on Oxnard, which already has
bus traffic. And the time differcace of the rowte is between only 3-8 minutes for those
who would travel the éntire route {ihe difference 28.8 mi snd 31.6 mi

of 2 worst-tase 34.3 minutes), 2nd only a minute or two for these who alight after NoHo
and debark before Woodand| Hells. The finunciel savings of $40 rillion will be

d further ~ sub ly 80 - :fM'h\“w i lo' £ or scils the
Soutlwm Pacific Right-of- Way L h Boulevard in NoHo end Woodr:m
Avenue ins Van Nuys 10 home devel or bust patible with the 's

¢

character. Andnme’mngsvnllhe g d further - substantially 80 - by red

the number of planned stops along the route from 13 1o Ilorbydedmﬂn;ixpm
buses.

* MTA can wiilize the efficiencies, steps, and offorls nnphed but never actally deseribed
in the “TSM/ Transportation Syﬂm Management” option, unpkmemng & full TSM
program that expands and Valley portation capacity a!on; cbvicus Valley
transportnzion arteries, both nonh-south and east-west or, at least, using TSM principles
1o bsing buses from NoHo maximally efficieatly through enhanced surface transit service
10 Van Nuyy, enhancing mass transit along chvious Valley transporiation sreries; then
MTA can implement from Van Nuys an Expanded MOS option that extends the Bus

Rapid Transit module from Van Nuys and contil 11I the.way d, on through
Woodland Hilis, ing the averwhelming majority of the MIA‘sdmnd route, That
i ive could save time over the d MOS option {the discussion of

which ends arbitrasily at Balboa Boulevard in Encino), and it could save money in lieu of
mnning a BRT Done Deal between NoHo and Van Nuys. Tntportarly, it would preserve
the status quo of community life in both Valley Viilage and Vallcy Glen. Again, the.
signilicant finansial benefizs of either a Fully Funded and Implemented TSM ora
Sysergized TSM/ Expanded MOS option will be augmented further if MTA then selis

orconlmssleshag—ounhvsl'koww Lankersheim Boulevard in NoHo snd
Woodinan Avence in Van Nuys lo home d:veiopatorhwmm mapm’bhe with the
community's charscter. And time savings will be sug d furthee - iaily so -
by reducing the number of planned stops along the route from |3 10 11 or by dedicatmg
Express buses.
* MTA can implement 2 Deep-Bore Subway optioa, enabli derground Metro Red
Line riders froms ihe Cuy o sumolhly smethnk with mass trmt within the Valiey, while
also providing an en ly sup ive that whisks riders more quickly in 4
Aoy 1?7
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adedicated pmhtlm is unaffected by surface vehicular kraffic, lhmedum at-grade noise
intpact and visval i snd that of

¥

* MTA can configure an altemative mass transit plan along 8 preferred pulmyﬂm
panatlels the course of the Los Angeles River, ugain whisking riders more quickly vian
dedicated path that ix unaffected by sucface vehicular traffic, reducing at-grade noise
impact and visual impainment comparcd to the BRT Done Deal, and minimizing
distuption of neighborhood charsct

Thﬁ:moniymoﬂhulmlmwulenlfnombdnpum,mmdﬂe
\it ives neither di d nor ghly analyzed in the DEIR.

Unft Yy, and in contravention of the California Legistature's intent, the public
cannot know or participate meaningfully in the planning process until the MTA prepues a
tevised Draft Environmental impact Repor, discussing and thoroughly analyzing these aptions
and slieratives in accordance with the State Supreme Court's msndate in Zaurel Heights that it
discuss and thoroughly snalyze all renzomable alternutives. Avihe same time, the new Draft EIR
must speak with honest language that informs sathes than decrives and misieads the public. The
DEIR needs to discuss and thoroughly analyze the graffiti impact, the crime impact, snd the
dangers t life and limb that are whitewnshed in the deceplive references (o “pedestrisnbus
coallicts.” And the DEIR must inform the public - and represent honestly to pullic officials -
that this adverse environmental impact is not about “resionng™ a “history.” Rather, it is about
TunNing 8s many uwsonpmum. mlhmhnpadbummming atleastevery 2.3
minutes and passing by from one direction or the other every minule of 30, through the heart of 3
residential neighborhood where no train has run on Chandler for ten whale years and where,
when it ron in the old days - just as horses promenaded in the old days alorg Wilshire Boulevard
~ it ran but once 8 day.

MTA must draft and reissue 8 new Drafl EIR, and it must schedule new Public frerings
- not Public Transcribings - so that voices and passionate concers sclually ars heard by the
members of the MTA Board — niot mierely by one or two MTA officials who have shot their
arrow info the tree and now are desperately Urying to paint a bull's-eye around it to justify
hoidmgtlePROWlmdustorWoodmm Avenue, The public riscds to be informed and then

d 10 participate in the decisi king process by being Asard st the mandated Public
Hearings, with real live MTA Board smembers in the room, instead of condemning us to Public
Transcribings.

Respecifubly,

avid B. Fischer
June 29, 2001
41040 v} 18
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Response to Letter F9

Comment Letter FQ The park-and-ride lot at Reseda Boulevard and Topham Street would not

require acquisition of any of the commercial properties on the north side of

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority Topham Street: There. is aisp no C.\{ldCIICC that noise, visual, or access
U.8. Department of Transportation Federal Transit Administration impacts associated with this facility would adversely affect these

commercial properties. The commenter’s preference for an alignment that

would avoid this area and travel instead along Ventura Boulevard has been

San Femando Valley East West Transit Corridor
Bus Rapid Transk Drat Environmenta! impact Statemert/Report
. ord.
COMME noted for the record
m?uupmemmmm 4 Impect S Report (DEIS'R) on
anands V »Went Comidor. You may discuss any atpect of the project in which imarested
sad/or specific itews rolated 1o the DEISR. o
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Ln: ﬁELq.Df

anmm 129 Poerisln <7 pon: 18- 004

ciy: _Recépp Sugte CO
E-mail Add)

zip _2I3% 5

ummmmm;”of.m;fymmm Angetes,
3 . MS 99.22.6 Lo 22952
@13 9322854 Far (203) 9223000 A g0t

N

-311
San Fernando Valley page 7-3

East-West Transit Corridor
METRO EIS/E'R




Group F - Individuals

Response to Letter F10
Comment F10-1

Los Angeles County Metropoiitan Transportation Authority éo!
U.8. Department of Transportation Federal Transit Administration

San Femando Valley East West Trans Corridor Comment F10-2
Bus Rapid Transit Drat Environmental (mpact Statement/Report

Please see the response to comment G13-4.

"oTEo COMMENTS There are bikeway and pedestrian crossings on the north side of Woodman
Please use this page 10 Fbmit yous conunents about the Draf Envi } tmpact StatemenvRepert (DEIS/R) on at the intersection of Woodman/Oxnard. There are also crosswalks at the
the San Fernando Veiley East-West Corridor, ¥ i 2 . . . . . .
o g s e o DERG g | o Y St of e rjet i whichyou e necved Burbank/Fulton intersection. Properly designed and timed pedestrian signal

PLidss ADDRESS THE Rociowsy/C ! pl‘xas.c;.s will allow for'l;afﬁcient [:‘edestr_ian crossings at these locations.

[ Wt HUST THERE BE D STATWONS 1N UMLEY GLEN Sm'u arly,-vchlcles will cross these m}ersecﬂons throu'gh a prqpt:'rly

| ALcik mmnT 2 designed signal operational system that will address potentially conflicting

2. How wiet ML(,/W 0SS P sguestni/ movements and vehicu}ar prog.res-sion at c_:lose%y spaced signalized

FuoroN € Wssopk/O%ndns ? s inter.sections. See detailed Preliminary Engineering plans for further

. oLt THUAL SSE ARTIHLCOMS T wo W’“ﬁ";"{” > details.

. How wuset Sﬂfldﬂs AE ’wl—le “s :

6. WuiAL whe AeL THL CAAS a2 . , Comment F10-3
WMITIGHATION . . . . .
(. Wit THEE AE £ ceFr F’MmN o o wnot Restrooms will not be provided at BRT stations, in accordance with
2. Prense M;;?rtr(; ;‘5"; - :::r O AR established MTA policy.
tLT 77 f
?‘:erm ST is LocATEe wHEE THet 15 Comment F10-4
coMMUCE & e STIHNG MNEBD & DTS,
4. Usunr MOUT oI ” Stations will be policed under a contract between MTA and the LAPD.
9. wt FeAd AN JNLLLnSE /N QIGHE ¢ R DGTM:W
off OWh QUILT, MALEAUL NEIGUH ocrionn Comment F10-5
: £ASE DE wt L Dby e . . . .
" /;LF‘YLI(N%T{:’V‘:—S que i‘;ﬂwnw f.mu varrier AL Table 3-21 Parking Spaces for the BRT Alternative summarizes the location

¥ necessary, plvsse continup your comments on v reverss side of this puper)

and number of off-street parking spaces being provided along the right-of-
r.mrwmms—mmmwamwummmh

ivormation belew. _ way at station sites.
Name: o helt Lans NANCEEOS Phone: __§1¥: W2A-/22¢
Address: S ZLT Ml U Sew I VIVE g
City: NALEY Oeéns Sute: A4 Zip: FLtOs comment F10 6
il Addvess:O-7A ‘3 an£~ ComAd - . .y . . . . .
Fsd ‘ Phetws ok by iy 3, 2001 A wide range of mitigation measures will be incorporated into the project
s vaa st o 313 b5 3000 L0 s, CA 0122562 and will be made part of the project budget. Their implementation will
. therefore be assured.
age 7-312
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Comment F10-7

The commenter’s support for the TSM Alternative is noted for the record.

Comment F10-8

The stations and park-and-ride facilities of the BRT Alternative would be
illuminated. However, no lighting is planned along the busway between
stations.  Lighting would also be installed adjacent to the planned
bicycle/pedestrian facility being designed within the MTA ROW as a part
of the Preliminary Engineering of the BRT Alternative. Lighting would be
designed so that excess light and glare would be prevented from straying
onto properties adjacent to the MTA ROW.,

Comment F10-9

The comment is noted.

Comment F10-10

A wide range of alternatives has been considered thus far and several
options are still under consideration as the final environmental document is
prepared. A final decision will be made by the MTA Board in
consideration of all public comments heard about the project.

San Fernando Valley
East-West Transit Corridor
EIS/EIR
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Response to Letter F11

Comment Letter F11 Please see the response to Comment C15-1.

1 727;

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
U.S. Department of Transporiation Federal Transit Administration

San Femando VaXey Esst West Transit Cosvidor
Bus Rapid Transit Draht Environmantst impect Statement/Report
LT R COMMENTS

Please uie tis prge 0 Rebenit your comments shout the Desft Envi tmpaot St /Report {DEIS/R) on

the San Feuaade Valley East-West Corrider. You may discuss any aipect of the project in whick interened
snifor specific Azus related to the DEISR. e

Tany neardoids ads Live mean e deptllede Blod.
i coUm,
i o oty (sl

g

Fioo ]
I! X . % M

flnuu.y.mm’nrwnuﬁnhmdudﬁml
hmmmmmmmv-ﬁyummmummmm

complem e

Name: -—m_m____ Phone: M____
Addross: — 6231 BUACAER AUE

City: — /AN NUYS o (A zip YUY

E-mnait Add, .

Proasa rodurn by iy 3, 2001 :

MS 99-23-5 Low Angeles, CA §0012-2962.

MTA, Kvin Michal, Project . One Galowsy Plaze,
(213} 822.2854 Fax: 1Y) 9222083

San Fernando Valley page 7-314
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Comment Letter F12

LO3 Angses Lounty Mstropolitan Transportation Author:
U.8. Dspartment of Transportation Federal Transit Admlnmrz:oﬂ '/'/a/

San Fernando Valley East West Transil Corricor
pm Repid Transit Drak Environmentsl Impact Statement/Report

e e e
To! Kavie INickel
O Heaty G 3 I as e
Prone Cottepr f» Vi 14_..7 Al e progeeat

J““-. JM Eonit » b tank C)M-J"“"’ bt

(¥ A000000ry, ploum coriirnet pous COMMENS O e rewerss 909 of INE paper. -
g mwmummmnmrfuxm,_.

Te - Sont
Nm-'?l'.' '“@fﬁ Phone: S/ 8- 3yy-3P3y
At POCTO_ plagpnnns B :

Cip _Re exortvd Swn By 7 9/30 4

Please cotum by My 3, 2001 to:
MTA, Kavin Michet, Profsc! Wacager, O Getweny Pissx, M5 99.92. Los Angulns,
{213 122084 hr(zu)w‘ sz g

Group F - Individuals

Response to Letter F12

Comment F12-1

Not everyone in the project area was individually notified of the project.
People individually notified of the project and upcoming meetings were
identified from the following sources:

persons who attended previous project-related and/or other MTA
meetings;

persons who directly requested to be placed on the project’s mailing
list;

persons who are members of various neighborhood/homeowner,
community, and business organizations; or

persons who were included in the noticing at the request of elected
official offices.

In addition, extensive noticing in newspapers was conducted announcing
public meetings. Also, many people requested to be placed on the mailing
list as a result of notices, newspaper articles and/or community
presentations.

San Fernando Valley
East-West Transit Corridor
METRHRO EIS’EIR
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rF12-2

F12-3

Comment F12-2

The traffic analysis included the effects of park-and-ride lots and station
traffic in general. Impacts were assessed at a total of 53 intersections along
the corridor including De Soto Avenue/Victory Boulevard and Mason
Avenue/Victory Boulevard. A significant impact under CEQA (adverse
under NEPA) was identified at the intersection of Desoto Avenue/Victory
Boulevard and mitigation measures were proposed. With the
implementation of the mitigation measures, the impacts would be mitigated
to levels less than significant under CEQA (adverse under NEPA). At the
intersection of Mason Avenue/Victory Boulevard, significant (adverse)
traffic impacts are not expected.

The travel time advantage of the BRT system over a street-running transit
operation is due to the transit priority it will receive over north-south streets,
and will not have to be slowed by automobile traffic sharing the same
facility. There will be some adverse effect on north-south traffic flow due
to the east-west signal priority. However, this will be managed through
LADOT’s computerized central control system so no significant adverse
effects will be experienced by the crossing traffic.

Comment F12-3

Soundwalls will be 12 feet high (a total height of 12 feet, using a
combination of berm and wall), but will typically be set back 10 to 17 feet
from the property line in order to minimize shading of adjacent properties.
Soundwalls could potentially block views from first story windows,
although homes along the MTA ROW typically have existing 5- to 7-foot-
high walls at the rear of the property that currently block their views.
Landscaping will be installed and maintained on both sides of soundwalls.

San Fernando Valley

East-West Transit Corridor
a EIS/EIR
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Low Angseiss Coun itsn T
sanFam-muv.lhy E.m-w”z&.-ﬁap'dlwc«ma
Oratt

COMMENTS

Plaase vee this page 10 SubmA your cormiments about the: Draft Envi Impact 5t Aepont (DEISR) on the
SMFMWME&-(WUIWHMTWCNM You may discuss any aspact of the project :n which you ars-

Fam concemed aboul the tollowing lasues:
1} Re: Chandler RIOMW eap. the Burbank/Fution intersection:
a. Firo Station agress
3. Interlesance @ light for both Burbank and Fulton, How will we avold gridiock here?
L &J-Shmmw”mw“wﬂmmmw-mummww
colege pal

2} Re: Oxnard route

8, Namow sireet atready heavily tralficked and dangerous. Thers Is an accident at Fullon & Oxnerd
almost every week. Vorydmmm

b, High student/pedast| popuuﬂm—mstMIGmnlsmdmwumﬂddoﬂymn
caitically injured & Beitai {ht & run)

¢. Bus siation—parxing ag, mhmmmkwmmmwoﬂmﬁmﬂumm This tine
on stresls already over parked hom the spartments on Ounend

4. Homes xre 100 close to the street on Oxnard. Nommﬂrpol.rlonlro‘lmdylpmﬂln

3) | don think aither routs is appropriate but, 1 had fo fve with one of them, T'd choose the Chandier
R/OM as thare are more mitigation faciors that can be sppiled, Plus that land has alveady been
earmarked for rapid ransit and paid for,

4) | recommend thai the MTA go back lo the drawing board and look at different aRematives. Keep the
private inlerests of peopie like Supervisor Yarosiaveky and his cronies out of this.

Thluhouldhavoboonkomalwbwtyummuﬂumnawmuwmoaﬂymm You
(trom the O and non-O nﬂndyou)farmmwk
mm-mmnmmmmwmmmmwmm

5) And yes, contrary ka populdr opinion, the valiay does want rapid transit. We just want it done the right
way.

Thank You!

EBen Jannel
$18/908-9401
13122 Aeins Strest
Vailey Glen, CA 91401
{M necassary, memmmmmdu&l
To recoive garding the Valley Esst-West 319 Rapid Transit DES/EIR,
mmmwmﬂmm

Mol st by Fridey, July 3, 2001 e
MTA ATTN: Kovin Michet, Pioiect Mansgw, San £ emansc vatey EasfWesl Aapid Buss Tianst DEER
Ona Gasswy Pimts, Mall Sap #0-225, Los Angeias, CA 30072
fax: {113) $32-3000

Response to Letter F13

Comment F13-la

See the response to Comment C5-6.

Comment F13-Ib

Intersection analysis has determined that gridlock will not be experienced at
Burbank and Fulton. Signal phasing plans and intersection geometrics will
be designed in coordination with LADOT such that they would provide
proper traffic operation to avoid congestion and gridlock.

Comment Fi13-lc

Based on the demand projected for the bus stations, it is not anticipated that
there would be parking spill-over at this station. As stated in Section 3-4.3
Parking Mitigation Measures, LADOT will monitor the spillover parking
situation around these stations and implement mitigation measures if it
should cause inconvenience to residents.

Comment F13-2a

EIS/EIR Appendix I.  Supplemental Traffic Data presents traffic
information for 53 intersections within the BRT corridor. Included among
these is the intersection of Fulton Avenue and Oxnard Street. Under
existing conditions, this intersection performs at Level of Service (LOS) A
in both the AM and PM peak hours. Under the year 2020 No Build
Alternative, these measurements change to LOS B. Under the TSM
Alternative, they are also LOS B in both peak hours. The same is true for
the BRT Alternative. The BRT would therefore have little effect on the
operation of the intersection. Moreover, it should be noted that because the
intersection is signalized, accident occurrences are a function of driver
behavior, not the addition of buses to the street system.

Comment F13-2b

The comment regarding the high student pedestrian population is noted for
the record. The operating cycle of the signal phases at this and all
intersections will be established to ensure that proper timing is provided for
all the intersection movements, including pedestrian movements.

San Fernando Valley
East-West Transit Corridor
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Comment F13-2¢

Although spillover parking impacts are not presently foreseen, MTA is
committed to monitoring the spillover parking situation around BRT
stations and implementing mitigation measures if it should cause
inconvenience to residents, including providing assistance to neighborhoods
to establish residential parking districts.

Comment F13-2d

Noise impacts along the Lankershim/Oxnard alignment are analyzed in the
EIS/EIR and the results are presented in Table 4-50. As is noted in this
table, for segment J (the Lankershim/Oxnard variation) would result in an
estimated 44 single-family residences and 97 multi-family buildings, as
compared with 11 single family residences and 29 multi-family buildings
under the BRT Chandler alignment. As a result, the BRT Chandler
alignment would be considered to be the superior choice between these two
alignments. The air quality analysis revealed no violations of the federal
carbon monoxide standards at the intersections along Oxnard Street under
either the BRT Chandler or Lankershim/Oxnard alignments.

Comment F13-3

The commenter’s preference for the Chandler alignment is noted for the
record.

Comment F13-4

The commenter should note that an extensive examination of alternatives
has occurred over the life of the project, extending back to the early 1980s.
An overview of this process is provided in sections 1-2 (Planning
Context/Project History) and 2-1 {Screening and Selection Process).

Comment F13-5

The commenter’s support for public transit is noted for the record.

San Fernando Valley
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Response to Letter F14

In order to address this matter, a soundwall will be provided. Please see the

Comment Letter F14 _ 4 g
Preliminary Engineering drawings.
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Comment Letter F15

Salazar, Maciana

From:  Michel, Kevin

Sent:  Thursday, July 05, 2001 5:16 PM

To: ‘DClarke3408a0l.com’

Subject: RE: Conwments on 8 £, Valiey DEISEIR

Wr. Clarke, Thanks for your comewnts on the DEIS/R, which ! wil forwand 1o the 1aam preparing ihe Fins EIG/R.

Kavin

Kevin J. Michsi, AICP, Transportstion Planning Manager
LA. County Metropolian Transpostation Authority

1 Gateway Piazs, Ma¥ Siop 95.22.8,

Los Angeles, CA 90012-2052

Phone; (213) 9222854 Fax: (213) $22-3080

—Origgirial Massage-——

From: DOarke340Qa0l.com [mailto: OCtarke 340G a0l .com)
Sant: Tuesday, July 03, 2001 11:01 PM

Tot michelk@mtz.net

Subject: Comments on 5.F. Valley DETS/EIR

Cemnients on San Fernando Valley East-West Transit Corridor DEIS/EIR

1. Trevel Time

On page 2+20 it states, “For the purposes of this environmental documeny, an

;d‘yven;)upn:dof;qmph (29 mph lndudin‘f u;::mps '“d‘mm F1 5-1
it bias

Chaudler Boulevard mailnn buses would niot operate fester than the posfed

apoedd limits on the adjacent north and south ;ﬁwm

"Assunted*? One can “sssumne™ anything t but foy valid decision-
for committing to such a major m.m ruquud.mm

Anawlpaedouo-:smphwelnmﬂ wore Hkely for the following

* Safety considertions make 85 mph ade crousings very problematic,
nmmﬁ&mmmuhgpmumemh;dm

'Mbawdbmweiw #10p at traffie signals — elee they

> The Metro Rapid line 750 vy about ;1 hefore 6 a.m. with siroilar
stopsﬂdu\dna mmummmmdmwhssnph:&m
on grade-crossing

Busway mxy also be s0-lmil
Todesd a Locally Py d Ab \mhmmnnmwl-tlm
odelling - and th idership eati - 5 . serious lepse
ofthe | review p

g.Safety
O page 4-266 it slates, “The interzections will operate as an st-grade

| F152

7/6/01

Response to Letter F15
Comment F15-1

In response to both community comments and LADOT policy, buses
operating along the Chandler Boulevard portion of the corridor will be
required to observe the posted speed limit of 35 miles per hour. Buses will
slow down to 45 miles per hour at all intersections in other portions of the
corridor.

During the development of the Draft EIS/EIR, the assumed average BRT
operating speed of 37 mph, or 29 mph when station stops are included, was
based on an overall 28.8 minute runtime for “all-stops” buses between
North Hollywood and Warner Center. (Note: This discussion refers to the
runtimes for “all-stops” buses using the BRT. Because some buses would
make only limited stops, the runtime numbers discussed here do not
indicate the lowest possible runtimes between North Hollywood and
Warner Center.)

The EIS/EIR also analyzes the potential impacts of a 40.0 minute (“upper
bound”) runtime for all-stops buses between North Hollywood and Warner
Center. Slower runtimes would lead to lower ridership, which would in
turn lead to smaller decreases in regional auto travel when the BRT
Alternative is compared to the No Build Alternative. Relatively more auto
trips could potentially cause additional significant traffic impacts. For the
BRT Alternative, the Final EIS/EIR has therefore been revised to analyze
impacts and state evalvation criteria for a range of runtimes from 28.8 to
40.0 minutes.

Comment F15-2

See the responses to Comments C5-7 and D6-3a.

A 3-foot-wide median to separate lanes is not required by any state or
federal agency.

San Fernando Valley
East-West Transit Corridor
"y EIS/EIR
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mw;-ﬁmmmmmmmapm,mm L o

Busway drivers will have direct
mwmmdrvdadunduﬂlbememhnkmuywmmwlo(
the way to avold incidents.”

Thisk mnnmopenlh:;nsamphwmhlbhbmmd
the way of cross traffic within 2 13-foot

Before such grade crossings sre proposed, there must be investigation of
corremiy-aperating 55 nyhbh:myp:dumshg-ﬁty Do aty exist?

Ab.ﬂunhwu!ntymdhnwwbem M&my This
conflicts with 1he three-foot median reconmended by the National Urben

Transit lostitote ("At-Grade Busway Planning Guide, December 1998).

Darrel Clarke

2.0.Box 913

Sunis Monic, CA o406
321-932-3402

F15-2
cont'd

Pegeof
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Comment Letter F16

THOMAS A. RUBIN, CPA, CMA, CMC, CIA, CGPFM, CFM
2007 Bywood Drive
Oakland, California 94802-1937
Telophone/FAX: {(510) 531.0624
e-msaits taruhin@Gearthilnk.net

Kevin Michel

Mail Siop 99-22-8

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Autharity
One Gateway Plaza

Los Angeley, California 90012-2932

July 3, 2001

¥ia United States Postal Service and FAX: (213) 922-3060
se¢  Comments on MTA San Fernando Valley East-West Comridor Draft EIVEIR
Dear Mt Michef:

We (Thomas A. Rubmuxdnu:lmdk. SIon)mpkmdtopmmouteumsonﬂum
Angeles County Metropolitan T y (MTA) San Fernando Valiey (Valtay) Bast-
West Corridor Draft Eavironmentsl Impact Statement/Draft Envirosmentsl Impact Repost (Draft
EIS/BIR), May, 200 (cover date). (All references cited below are from the Draft SEIS/SEIR unfess
otherwise noted.)

Dwmin'mnspomthn"mm is that this report is i i ibatantial additional
work 10 snalyze transportation slternatives that have not been smﬁgd . Tn nddizion to not udying
those “build” alternatives, such as a Busway/High Occupancy VehicleHigh Ocupency Toll Iane
couplet on the Venturs (State Route 101) F y, that have obvi merit, MTA has
fsilodmllum i ponsibility to comptre the “Build Akematt 'toa- portation System

(I’SM)" ive that it the " o3t that can be done 10 mprove mobility in the corridor
without the construction of major new transit facilities,” a# required by regulation.

Mmmluummmmwmnssmwmmmwmmm
nvuyhlthkofdupﬁcnmglmwmu&wmumdmlmmmmﬂnﬂlbn
operated at 55 miles per hour through s parsble urban comidor sincs s inception — and has
pménudumyfudﬂmmﬁshmymnlop«ﬂmummmwmmtm
in the United States combined. The DEIS/EIR’y summary dismissa) of this inordinate problem in
public safety is totally unacceptable.

This repont, as is common with every study of this type that MTA has ever condusted, improperly
focuses on the construction of & specific high-visibility, expeative projoct nthcupumofvully
neededlmpmvmmmltlnﬂlmlhnﬂemulﬂyfumuseﬁlllolhemmw
dent and near transit-dep sidents of Los Angeles County and other poteatial transit

L

.

250%

Response to Letter F16

Comment F16-1

Mr Rubin argues that the scope of the TSM Alternative is not the best the
MTA can do to decrease congestion under this alternative. He specifically
cites that “for all practical purposes, [the TSM] is little more than a
reduction in headways on 17 bus routes.” (Mr. Rubin’s letter, page 4.) As
stated in Mr. Rubin’s comments, the FTA’s technical guidance on Section
5309, New Starts Criteria, specifies that the TSM Alternative includes the
No Build Alternative plus lower cost transportation improvements that
represent the best that can be done to improve mobility in the corridor
without the construction of major new transit facilities. Implicit in the FTA
guidelines is the concept of reasonableness, i.e., the FTA does not expect
agencies to define transit services that could not realistically be funded, or
that would require stripping needed services in other areas of the county in
order to provide an unarguably rich transit system in the defined study area.

In the case of the San Fernando Valley East-West Transit Corridor, the
TSM Alternative calls for improved frequencies along 7 east-west arterials
and 10 north-south arterials. Such widespread coverage demonstrates that
MTA understands the need to have a functioning grid of service.
Frequencies for some routes within the grid were improved to 5 minutes or
less in the peak; alternatively, the demand on other routes in the grid did not
warrant more than 30- or 40-minute service frequency.

In order to accomplish this reduction in headways, the MTA has to commit
significant resources to it. Either more buses will need to be acquired or
existing buses will need to remain in service longer. In either case the
increased bus service will require increased staffing and result in higher
operation and maintenance costs.

The scope of the TSM Alternative was the culmination of over 6 years of
intensive study that is embodied in three study reports: 1994 San Fernando
Valley Restructuring Study (Draft EIS/EIR, p. 2-8), the 1996 MIS
Alternatives Screening Report (Draft EIS/EIR, pp. 2-11 to 2-13), and the
2000 MIS (Draft EIS/EIR, pp. 2-13 to 2-16). Most notably, the Draft
EIS/EIR disclosed that in the 2000 MIS study, the MTA developed and
analyzed the TSM Alternative under seven factors, which were: (1) capital
cost, (2) operating cost, (3) ridership, (4) cost effectiveness, (5) average
travel times, (6) distinguishing environmental characteristics, and (7)
community support.

San Fernando Valley
East-West Transit Corridor
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Kevin Michel

Juty 3, 2001
Commeats o8 MTA San Feraando Valley East-West Corvidor Draft EIS/RIR

Pagel
depend mdneu“‘", d idents of Los Angeies County and other potarial transit
users. By carefd ing the scope of this study 10.only a specifically selocted type of high-cost
cuhmmMunmo!mmAmamMMymh jugtify”™ e
sclection ofatocally preferred alternative of quasi-Curi| corridoe bus service snd a projected
capital cost of almost $300 miltion {for te “Full Bus Rapid Trantit sivernative) oves many fr more
peoductive and cost-sfToctive options that could provide gresier mobility improvemenis and other
bmeﬁh&mbuMuhCmmamthhqu\amk
sooner. Also, we are disturbed by cleas evidence that the. ting speed of the BRT alternative is
uwrwnuemndmnormmhmnnmwm
tsge for BRT in the wansportation modeling process.

¥ g4

THEDIIS/ZIR ISIN VIOLATION OF THE REGULATORY REQUIREMENTS FORTSM

w.nmmmmwmw-mmymwmumamw
nd | As this topoct will Iikely be part of & Poderal “new

Huts™ mapphmﬁf&nnqwnﬂum&yh' ¥ ¥ T

Aliemanive. MTA hus not properly sstisfied the TSM "‘

The FTA s Technizal Guidonce on Section 3309 New Staras Criteria (" Tecknical Guidance ™), July

IMWNIWOIWWWMWMH'M{MI&

page 31):

“Many of the New Starts criteria require faone B the p d New
smmummm.mhuMnu.mm
mbadmm:udniwnmlmnhdmhmmwuﬂud
proposed New Starts iy Whhﬁlmprldtmmmmﬁbudhc
altematives in each cosridor will depend on local cin proach st
ublhwdhdummmduuﬁvn .
ize that they will nead to g ink 3 the
mma:mmmmmmmumm
phuses, Although thess dascline altcruatives may no Jonger be read options for loest
Mmuymnm--unmmhmna ‘s project

svalution messwres.”

Porhnicol Cuddance deacrd P o System Miag (TSN altemative a8 &
*second baseling cass.” Mkdﬂﬂm‘uw.iu 1.2, page 363 .
*{TIheNo Build Altemative plus lower (e Jower

tost than the Build Mmm)wh&mhwmtwhmww
obrility in the corridot without mew transit Cacilities.” (Enphnh
added.) {Sowslsoid atpaged2 §4.2.2.2., page 32)) Inside the corridor, Uw TSM al i

{TSM).

w

F16-1

MTA respectfully submits that the TSM Alternative was developed in a
reasonable fashion and was designed to achieve the maximum benefits
given these factors and constraints.

Mzr. Rubin also raises the issue whether the TSM Alternative is adequate
under FTA’s New Starts program. The FTA criteria under the New Starts
program are the requirements that an applicant, such as the MTA, has to
meet in order to be considered for federal funding. The FTA’s criteria for a
TSM Alternative are not additional environmental review requirements
under CEQA or NEPA. The MTA respectfully disagrees with Mr. Rubin’s
assertion that the TSM Alternative is inadequate under the FTA’s New
Starts program.

In terms of the comparability of TSM Alternative service frequencies to the
build alternatives, the FTA guidelines recognize that *“the frequency of
transit service under the Build and TSM alternatives may be different where
those differences reflect differences in vehicle capacity and demand as
determined by equilibrating service to demand” (FTA’s Technical Guidance
on Section 5309 New Starts Criteria, July 1999, section 4.2.2.2). The peak
loads for bus routes parallel to the proposed BRT project under the TSM
Alternative do not call for larger buses or more frequent service. However,
peak loads for BRT routes in the build alternatives, even with more frequent
service, still indicate a need for higher-capacity buses, validating the
improved service assumptions for the build alternatives.

San Fernando Valley

East-West Transit Corridor
EIS/EIR
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Kevin Michel July 3, 2001
Commaents on MTA San Fernando Valley East-West Corridor Drafl EIS/EIR Page 3

spacing, peak and off-peak headways, ete ) as the Build Alternative or the Project, as defined 4

below.”

Aralysit of both a *No Build* slternative snd & TSM alternative, as well as anslysis of the Project
{"Build Alternative®) s requived in New Starts and related funding requests’.

! Id, seciions 4.22.], 42.2.2.

A oew Final Rule for this type of study, 49 CFR 611, ss adopted, sholished the
separate regunmgnis for No Build and TSM alternatives, substituting a single “baseline
alternative” " {Proposed rule, 64 Federal Ragiver, 17070-71,
Appendix 'A'.).

The Fimal Rule was not promulgated until December 7, 2000 (Federol Register,
Volume 65, No. 236, pp. 76861-76884). Tmplementstion was stayed for 60 days on February 9,

L4

Kevi!_MkM July 3, 2001
Commenis ou MTA San Fersanda Valley Esst-West Corridor Draft EIS/ER, Paged
The followieg is p ¢ verbatim froms §2-2.2, “Traup System Manag rsvn,™ 4
page 2-17: .
“The Transportation Systems Manag, llmw«uhcfmudeﬁmduhmmn
level of bus service that could be provided on the existing high ,lnd
(IHFMZ-‘) The TSMalt ive route netwock il ﬂl&!lmealheﬂn
Build al TSM imp! wwummmum)mhm:m

mdwuﬂlmmwmawmwmoﬁqmmmuuh

Whils the MTA TSM alternative in the DEIS/EIR may meet MTA's definition of an “optimat leve!
of buz service,” we raspectfully point out thet there sppeat to be & very large raber of
bes sarvice improvesmnent tooks that are not included, s discusted below.

stMwu!unﬂmendmmhlmkmm:nﬁnnumMpm 17%us

roufes. Howsver, are i routes

2001 (Feckeral Ragister, Volume 6, No. 28, pp, 9677-9678, Tharefore, this Fisal Rade did not pesk hesdways w“:;?:mm pooreve fservics, d i Jauly sx rou o o
g0 into effect until Aprit 10, zml.whi!theio-ﬁypﬁodﬂ\dedwkmm:wﬁonbdu period ehanges ot all. Inthe bass period, only dways undex thirty mioutes,
takea by the Department of Transy Asthis Draft ELS/ELS It belng prepared dueing e | 161 224 tix would have bedways of 40 minutes - again, hanly & level of bas servioe tiat wousd e | F 16~ 1
nmmwhxmrmm-mmmpu,uumnumm “aew” Final Rule described as “hesrty” or “sggressiva” cont'd
for changes in requi from the p dards. (Areview ofthe DEISDER shows | cont'd
that MTA followed the “old,” viu‘m sules for this study. l’wmmpk,ﬂzz.l-z.lz,'ﬂo
Build” and “Transpostation System Macag (TSM),” respectively, show that MTA studisd
both 8 *No Buiild” and 2 *TSM” A '-m!hls rid ,l qui of the “old,” bt riot (..éontinwed)
the "new,” Rule. Several other obwious points, includs ing of cost per new passenger, iditional cost-efRective transit improvements can be cin be made bayond ibose provide by the
llﬂuumumrﬂn"nﬂ'mkmwwmm mmh.ﬂmhwpmvlmnﬁn adupted plsn, the baseling will sdd tose cost-e(Tective transit improvements. mm.wbzwn
DEIS/DEIR was prepured under the “old” niles. propasad new start project is pict of a mudliodal sltsenative that inclodes mujor highway

Unider the new Fisat Ruls, this Draft EIS/EIR stilf non-complant. Itis clear that the b wil be the preferred multimodal alternative without the new
the “bascline altesnative” mmwmk&hmprwcdpum lho"old"TSM mmgmmg.gm
shernative, nof ths No Bulld Al Soveral ions rnake this und I3 [+ vx.s.:m-bysmamz §611.9: Project Justification
unquestionsble: Criteria, page 76871 - "In resp on this Issue and in recognition of

A §611.5, "Definitions,” page 76380 ~ “Baseline alternativa is the alternative thmummmmhkmhmm‘fcmw
against which the proposed new starts project is compared to develop project justification build and TSM alternatives, and inctead requires that the proposed new start be evslunted sgainst
messures. Relpfive 10 the No Build sltematives, it shouild include transit improvements fower in » tingls ‘baseline alernative.” The basofine alteroative is best described 25 transit i
cost than the new start which result in 8 better 1130 of measures of transit mobility compared 1o mmmummmmmmhammotmorm
cost (han the No Bulld alternative.™ Note that the "No Bauilld” alternative is specifically identified mobility compared to cont than the No Build sltemstive; the *best you can do® without the new
inthe last phrase as someiling different from ths “baseline alternative.” . start invedtment.” Note the similasity of ibis last phrase to the “best that can be done to improve

B.  Appendix A, page 76883 ~ “Depending opon the circumstances and , mobility in the cotridor without the 6 of major oew transit facitities,” Technical .
Mymrwmhnmmhmdmmhdmw»md 5"‘"“"3-'&?#35 the definition of TSM.
three ways. First, where the sdopied fi ined inckided within the corrid The DEIS/DEIR is required to perform a valid comp 103 TSM/Baseline
tusomblueost-eﬂ'edmuummprovum:}nndihmwﬂmpmjenl,lno-hlild Mtu?dummm-ou-:mmw vules, %0 do & comparison to the “best that can be 3

ive that includes thoss impe may serve s the basetive. Second, where additional dooa™— i thes satisfies the requirements of aeither the “0l8™ nor the “nesr™ Rules.
cos(-el!mmlumimovmumhmhmwmmhymdopld
plan, 1be basetine will sdd those cost-effettive transit impeovements. Third, where the proposed - 3
(eenmml)
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Kevig Michel July 3, 2001
Comments on MTA Ssa Ferusude Valley East-West Corrider Draft EIS/EIR Page3

The TSM regulstions quotod above specifically requirs that the TEM sltomative analyzed *strould 4
offer approximuiely the same level of transit service (coverage, oute macing, pesk wnd off-peakl
l’“‘“’f‘“‘" s unl?m‘ld Altergative or the Projoct, as defined belaw." Yet, fn Table S4,
“Co_mpn_moufm"mm Weseean“Operating Cost over No Build (million 19998}
{which is the increase in operating costs over the No Build Altemative) of $23.7 millics for “Ful | I 16-1
Bus Rapid Transit (BRT),” compared o $12.9 miition fas “Transportation System Management™ 'd
~ the Incraase i bus opersing coms for the TSM aitermative is only slightly over batfof that for e | COT
BRT shemative. In Table 2-10, “Year 2020 Peeder Bus Route Frequencies™ (for the BRT
;!:mﬂve),p:::magm &wﬂwnﬁm&ﬂywmﬁmlmnimﬂ
ways {on the ron-| portion aligmments), Thisis R the sans
tevel of transit serviee™ forﬂnTSMndBle‘);u‘. hardiy "sppraxismasely

THE TSM ALTERNATIVE IGNORES RAPID BUS, THE MOST VIABLE OPTION

thnmhwﬂmhmmhﬂww-hwwmﬂhnt
." ois asignificantl inbus operating speed oa 05e aligrment, virtvally nothing s dons
inthe TSM ol 1ve 10 artesmpt 10 b ing speeds ol tuses. The No Build afternative
{and, therafbre, the TSM and BRT aliemmatives) do include the operstion of the Automated Trafic
Surveiliance sand Control System (§2-2.1, page 1-16), which may provide some minos benefity, but
what istotally missing is any expanion of what is undoubled!y MTA"s gresient ansit improvement
since it come into existence, Rapid Bus, Figure 2-4, “Map of Transporiation System Menagrmnt
{TSM) Alieative,” page 2- 18, shows enly ons Ripid Bas line operaticas! ins the Valley, on Venturs
Boulevard from Universal City to Wamner Center. This is, of coarss, Ling 750, which has been
perating, ty fully, for spproximataly one yest as of this writing. Ay MTA itaaif
siates in its press release, “MTA Hoard Approves Wilkhiss Bus Rapid Transit, Exposition Light Rail
Projecis for Mid-City/Westside Corridor,” Jume 28, 2001 F16—2
Outtp:fAwwiy e pet/p 0106 Line/mat_ 094 hie Rapid buss cut the travel time of
commuters .. by 26.4 percent on the Ventura Boulevard corridor in just seven months of servics.”

? While wo willl pot acgue that the TSM regnlations require MTA 10 aperate the
same leve) of service In the TSM and BRT alternatives if thore are differeaces in demand ciused
by pced of trevel ar othar fictors, we believe that much of the difference in reported demand is
exised by MTA improperly astuming that BRT will have a fur larger speed sdvantage cver TSM
options, particalmty Rapid Bus, than will actusfly be the case. )

. Even if, after cocrecting for these errors, thers is still & ¢l fference b the Tevel of
service provided along the main Bast-West axis of the cormidor, then MTA shocld increase tw
Tevels of bus sexvice in otber portions of the corridor, inclading designing new bus roctes where i
p::m mlnmnmmnmﬂupuﬁmwtmwmmkmt
8 ve,

Comment F16-2

Initial results on the Metro Rapid Bus program have been promising. But
Metro Rapid Bus operates in mixed traffic and as such is inherently subject
to the risk of substantial deterioration in travel time as projected congestion
increases along the San Fernando Valley East-West Transit Corridor. The
BRT Alternative has a range of travel times to cross the Valley from 28.8
minutes to 40 minutes. By comparison, the Ventura Boulevard Metro
Rapid Bus line from Lankershim Boulevard to Warner Center takes
approximately 50 minutes during peak times. Accordingly, Metro Rapid
Bus does not achieve a decrease in travel time comparable to the BRT
Alternative.

Moreover, Metro Rapid Bus lines on the north-south corridors on San
Fernando Road, Roscoe Boulevard, and Van Nuys Boulevard are currently
included in the Long Range Plan and are not intended to be displaced by
this project. Thus, Metro Rapid Bus on these corridors is not an alternative
to this project. MTA believes that it has provided a reasonable range of
alternatives for evaluating the project.

San Fernando Valley
East-West Transit Corridor
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Kevin Michel ) July 3, 2001
Cemments oa MTA Sax Fernando Valley Kasi-West Corvidor Dralt EIS/RIR Page?

rumemwqumvmmmmmmwmaMuum‘
‘waits for buses, the propossd BRT will offer litide, if any, meaningful beoefita. With the sxception
of thove riders with destinations slong the BRT aligrunant, or thowe willing 1o make fuirly long walks
{sxy, ona 10 two mites) Gom n BRT bus stop in tiey of waiting foc s transfie bus, what we will have
is a changs fom 2 two-bus irip 10 8 theee-bus trip ~ with an sdditions! transfar wail time,

For example, let us consider 3 rider wbo nesds 10 g0 from Roscos snd Wimnietka to Lanrel Canyon
and Moorpark, Al the present time, this rider might choosa to take Line 152 Bast on Rostoe mnd
then transfer ta Line 230 South on Laurel Canyon to Moorpark.

rrmmanrmnumuﬁ&mwmnmmm
ther: the rider would first taks Ling 242 Sowtt on Winnetks 1o the BRT guidewny, take s BRT bus
East 16 Laurel Canyon, and then take Line 230 South to Moorpark Drive —or walk the last mile and
2 quarter Bom the BRT guideway (if we asume the Soos mph walking speed of s healthy, active
adult, nd 001081 tirme crossiag screets, this would take approximately 19 mimutes, whick compares

by with 53 minute poak headways for Line 230, 1ad evea the 30 mimmia
hesdways). Even with a relatively short headways on the BRT (fiom Table 2-11, “Yesr 2 Pesk
Busway Frequencies,” page 3-67, five minutes st Winnetka), there is still & Jong total wait e for
tuee differcnt buser. Even though this example was chosln to tactude & relatively hong trip on i
burway, to take advantags of the purported higher speed, the sdditional wait tims woria sgainst it
a3 the rider’s choice ~ espocially irs the mind of the rider, becauss transit riders typicaily weigh non-
moving tims al twice %o two-xd-one-hall times that of tirse i moticn. Whea the usua) concems
of schadule non-adherence and missed tripe are sdded in, it is wot clear that the BRT aption Is cos
that would be advantagecus to this rider.

Of course, il the destination had been, for cxample, Luzre! Canyon and Shematn Wy, the BRT
almost certainly would not eves be an option, becaust (s rider would kave to double back North
over two miles, adding aimost four-and-one-half miles to the former trig length.

There are literally undreda of thousands of these types of rigs takea every day. There is sbyolutuly
0o question 3 network of Rapid Bus linet would be of aignificant vaiue to far more Ssa Fernmado
mﬂmmﬂpﬂnﬁdmﬁ-qﬁwnﬂiﬂ

THE TSM ALTERNATIVE IGNORES TIMED TRANSFER BUS OPERATION
The Saa Fenando Valley, with its combimation of 3 grid systies bos setwork and locig hesdways,
haalangh b 3o act

option.

Timed Fer, at its simpt ists ofbuscs Fom seversl bus lives all converging at central point
3t the satne Livic snd remaining there while pusseagers tramfer unong thees, Prefersbly,

IF16-2
cont'd

for" bus operations would be 4 very productive F16~3

Comment F16-3

Pursuant to the recommendation to provide timed transfers at key transit
hubs in the San Fernando Valley Transit Restructuring Study, the MTA has
been phasing in timed transfers throughout the San Fernando Valley since
1995. Several examples are in operation today. At the North Hollywood
bus plaza, MTA routes 154, 183, and 166 are timed to arrive in the same
period once an hour. At Woodman Avenue and Roscoe Boulevard, MTA
route 158 is timed to coordinate with MTA routes 152 and 167. Similarly, a
10-minute time period each hour is specified for MTA route 169 to wait at
Vineland Avenue and Strathern Street for MTA routes 163 and 152. Most
bus routes serving the Chatsworth transportation center are designed to
meet in the same 10-minute time period each hour. Timed transfers are also
in use for late night services to allow connections between such routes as
MTA 156 and 150.

Efforts to expand and improve timed transfers in the San Fernando Valley
are being pursued independently of this study process. Analytically, the
benefits of timed transfers would be similar across all alternatives since the
concept would exist under the No Build and TSM Alternatives and all the
build alternatives.

San Fernando Valley

East-West Transit Corridor
¥ EIS/EIR
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mmm-wmwwa.mmmnbm,hm
that provide for mizimum route divergence for the majority of the bus tines,

MTA transit plaaners have loog known that timed transfer would be s powerful ol for improving
WMWM&WEMVMMMG&M!’MMWOIMM
However, with » few exceptions, thess plans have oever been imp

groenally ut sub-optimal locations,

The principal problem in the implementation of fimed transfer locations has been neighborhood
opposition. Wall founded ornct, MTA pianaars, aad thepoliticians on the MTA Board, have chosen
»mwh-@hmnmdm&rwmmhmmmwhmdmﬂem

organized resistance. There is 80 question, however, that MTA's own transit and operstions
Mnﬁmmmwmmudﬁmﬁwm&mmd
Valley bus operations ~ it is only aeighborhood resistance that is prevmting it from being stilized.

Howev« zh:mﬂhwhoodmmmﬂmdmkmhmm-lnnmhhm

zHwa of the TSM a} ive— the ““best you can 30° withowt the nesr stast
investment.” Cwﬂy,mmﬂu@mmmbamwmdmmu
timed transfer points. Bat there haa been very strong opposition i the BRT. Indeed,
& MTA Board Member and County Supervisor Zev Yaroslavsky (whose district includes the entie
proposad BRT slignment) stated of the MTA Board mesting lest week, after tie Baard spproved the
Wilshire BRT/Exposition light rail plan following a fous-and-one-half bowr peblic hearing aod
debate, “If you think thix was lough, wait uril next month when we discuas the Valley BRT DEIR.™

1P very beavy public epposition to the BRT alteenative does not disqualify it from being studied in
mnﬁmmmmmmuomwwumummuimommmm
Iy the TSM altemmative snd, dwrefors, it mmst bé inchadad.

FREEWAY EXPRESS BUS SERVICE

M«Mqﬁm&ahmthnmdﬂudlbmd“ﬂtnmymhn
mﬂ“mh:hhm:h%dl«Muﬂmd

Byh“;mwm;m:ymmm&wuwﬂum
mmkhamthninbtmdmhunmdusmdhhmymbhd.md
mdmdmﬂamlyumrmmmﬁﬂunydlﬂk’sdlnus — indend, during the
peak hoarr, it is ly closs Lo producing more tion wotk then stl of thery combined.
MIAMMM&WN&MDM&:WMHOVM@M

r

16-3
ont'd

F16-4

Comment F16-4

An express bus operation along the U.S. 101 freeway will not meet the
goals of this project due to its extensive cost related to the need to construct
an additional HOV lane, which was once rejected by the Valley’s
constituency.

This comment makes several suggestions for improving transit service
through the use of busway/high-occupancy vehicle (HOV) lanes on
freeways. As noted in the comment, the MTA has funded the construction
of HOV lanes along numerous freeways in the San Fernando Valley. As
suggested in the comment, the MTA is currently studying ways of making
further use of existing and planned HOV lanes as a part of a comprehensive
transit/alternative transportation network in Los Angeles County, as
described in the 2001 Long Range Plan for Los Angeles County. However,
as the Long Range Plan aiso indicates, no HOV lanes are currently planned
for construction along the 101 Freeway, the freeway that the alignment of
the BRT Alternative roughly parallels.

To a large degree, the reason why no busway/HOV lanes are currently
funded on the 101 Freeway is because of the 101 right-of-way is already
fully utilized by existing mixed-flow vehicle lanes. New busway/HOV
lanes would require construction of an aerial structure over existing right-
of-way or the purchase additional right-of-way adjacent to the freeway.
Both of these options would cost far more than construction of the BRT
Alternative. As indicated in the Long Range Plan, MTA is currently
conducting a corridor study of the U.S. 101 freeway, which will again look
at an HOV facility along the 101 Freeway, as well as alternative types of
improvements that may be considered for future funding. In the past,
however, the HOV lane has not been implemented largely because of its
prohibitive cost.

Barring a new HOV or the removal of an existing free-flow lane from the
101 Freeway, express bus service would continue to operate as it does
today, in mixed-flow lanes. However, by operating in mixed-flow, the
express service is subject to the vagaries and congestion of freeway travel.
In 2020, average peak direction speeds along the 101 Freeway in the San
Fernando Valley are estimated to decrease from today's speeds. Because of
this, the operating plan of the BRT Alternative proposes transferring
existing commuter service on the 101 Freeway to the proposed BRT.

San Fernando Valley
East-West Transit Corridor

xR EISEIR
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Express bus service from the Conejo Valley would enter the busway at
Warner Center and then proceed east along the BRT alignment to North
Hollywood functioning as a limited-stop service. “High Occupancy Toll”
(HOT) lanes exhibit the same problems as HOV lanes. Adding the
requirement that commuters pay a toll to use the lane would certainly be

Commeats o8 MTA o8 Pornsado Valley Exsk- West Corridor Drall EIVEIR * Boan s less beneficial than an HOV lane.
Seeways, including 1405, SR11S, SR134, 454 SR170 i the Valley. However, ther s vinualiy ne]
e of et of it o b i i vty Comment F16-5

MTA should stady moes exteasiveuse of these HOV lanes, along with SR101 {which does ot have F16_4
mmmmnmﬂmtummmam-mmxwummn
tan a1l e otber Vallsy HOV lanes coavblned), for exprese bus service. MTA should ko smay | cONt'd
&au&Othsfauuuhiﬁmmbﬁﬁlo‘anMde%a
productive use of unatilized capacity snd a new sowree of vences.

The comment is noted. MTA considers fare policy separately.

REDUCED FARES

There i3 & very simyple, and wlqu»ﬁmmmmumm
cost per niew riders: Lower the fares.

Whea the Southern Californis Rapid Transit District (SCRTD) lowered its ¢ash fare froe 85¢ o 50¢
at the beginning of its 1933 fiscal year, and kept it thece for thres years, SCRTD unbinked trips
immﬂovuﬂ&dﬁnonﬂuﬂn&mnpﬂﬂaﬁpwmummw. The
cost of this fare reduction was Jess than 20% of the 5% Proposition A Transit Sales Tax (lews thany
2.1 cent sales ax). As [ demmomstrated in Lower Fares for the Lot Angeles County Mutropolitan
Transportation Authority = A Proposal from The Exvironmemal Defense Fund, The Notwral
Resewrces Defense Counctl, The Coalition for Clecn Alr, The Arian Pacific Amevicon Legal Center
of Southern Colifornia, ond C . for @ Baster Ex 7" the subtidy per new passengsr
$or ridership incresses through fare reductions would bain the low $2.00 per passenger range, with
costs per new pusseager in the high $2.00 range, with moat of this increased subsidy duato the conts |
1o operate additional bus sarvios within Ui losd fictor requirements of the CD, There s 0o option. | F 16-5

bleto MTA has taly close to this extremely low taxpayer funding requirement white
pmduc:ingwchhw sidership incvesses ~ certaindy not the $10 cost per new passenger BRT
alteroative..

Ader 11 years of sn averags stnvel joss of slmast 13 miillion siders & ysar whils S SCRTD/MTA
fares incTeased from 50# 0 854 10 S1.10 16 $1.35 from 1935 to 1996, aftee the Consent Dactes-
impased fare rollback (and bas swvice impr ) Into effect, MTA bus ridership stopped
its decline und has since & d try an average of over nine million per yesr, even ss miltioes of
bus riders were shiftod so newly openod MTA bus fines,

. Indeed, it is very clesr Giet mock of the ridarkip oy MYA"s 13l thoes bas been geserated by their
“fias” fwes. For exxample, usiag today’s fiee soucturs, the Long Besch Blue Line has 5 $1.38

- This waa preseatsd to MTA Suring its public hearings foc a fars increase in 1959, ,
and 1 Incorp 1 by refe to this & v

-330
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cash/0¢ tokor/S42 monthly pass fire, while the two express bug lines from Loag Besch, Lines 436 4
um.mumm-numm-ammmmmms-umw-umn.m
fares. A setof 1989 SCRTD d that over halfof the Blue
Lmeﬁdmﬁpmmummﬁmmndhhmfnwnwmbﬂha
{ine. Similarty, whil the Red Line ridership on the Socth side of the Holtywood Hills has fallen e | - 16-5

Mdpnjmu(&ﬂ.ﬂ&wﬁduwuﬂwﬂhummmhdmhlmﬁmmx cont'd
Vatley Red Line tidership is wall shove exp ly, approxi 'roooouu.oou
projected) ~ sgain, arguably, due In large part to the flat face ually imp & vica the

zo0e fare struchire in the ridership models,

16 the objective s ko increase tranait usage, there it vo option avallshls to MTA that has snywhere
close to the potentisl of simply lowering bus (knd raif) fares and increasing e levals ofhus sorvica
0 handle the hordes of newly genersted riders.

IMPROPER BRYT AND RAPID BUS OPERATING SPYEDS

Assuming that MTA has followed d 218 p ctices, it has used fts tranep
mmummmzmmmmmmmas One component of this
type of model allocates trips ko modes throngh a varisty of logic rules tled, in part, o the relative
charscieristies of the mods) options, incloding faciors such «s cost, trip erigia, trip destination, sto.
All oige relatively equal, speed of ravel can be e extremely important factor in the sasigament of
trips to modes,

mmmutﬂa-mddmmhm-dmmmm“ch-w
and opesating costs, 1o produce the dats in Table S-4, “Compari ives,"page S-44. For
exsmple, we ses in this table that the BRT alternative daily doardings (over No Buikf) of
15,300, compared 1o 9,000 for the TSM. BRTMBIOOOMIoIMMW
compared to 225,000 hours for TSM.

F16-6
These appears to be 8 mumber of reasans for thase higher values for BRT over TSM, bt the most
Importanl ore je the fastor travel e, shown a 28.8 mimutes, from North Hollywood to Wamer
Center, compared (o 50 mi foe TSM “via pidbus in 2000." Hovaver, whes thoss traval times
mmmwimummmuzuuwmnmmm
ofsomhunbmmmbysﬂneum

Lot us look at the TSM value first, As the Table ltacif clemsly iodicates, thxis is based upon the use
of aRapid Bus line, However, the only Valley Rapid But line thet will exist in the TSM altarnative
umem-uMMmﬁmz 18, “Map of Transportalion Systeey
M TSM) Ak s,” page 2-13. This ine dovs xof serve the “North Hollywood™ end
ormuipmunmhummuynmmmmwmmsm
While the DEIS/EIR does oot specificaily discloss how the SO minute trave] time is computed, the W

Comment F16-6

This response addresses the portion of Comment Letter F16 under the
subheading “Improper BRT and Metro Rapid Bus Operating Speeds.”

The comment refers to Table S-4 of the Draft EIS/EIR, which compares the
runtimes of the various alternatives between North Hollywood and Warner
Center. The comment focuses on the stated runtimes of 50 minutes for
Metro Rapid Bus in 2000 and 28.8 minutes via the Full Bus Rapid Transit
(BRT) Alternative. The TSM Alternative itself doesn’t focus on a specific
bus route but instead improves headways for a number of existing Valley
routes as shown on Figure 3-3 of the EIS/EIR. However, the average
runtime in 2000 of the Metro Rapid Bus on Ventura Boulevard during peak
periods was included under the TSM column as representation of a peak
period on-street transit trip across the southern San Fernando Valley. The
Metro Rapid Bus route was chosen to represent the “best possible™ on-street
transit trip as it offers limited stops and signal priority, similar to the BRT
Alternative.

As noted in the comment, the Metro Rapid Bus on Ventura Boulevard does
not serve the North Hollywood Red Line station. Its eastern terminus is the
Universal City Metro Rapid Bus stop, which is also located in North
Hollywood. It is not an identical trip to the proposed BRT route, but it is
comparable. The Metro Rapid Bus runtime does not add a trip up to the
station at Chandler Boulevard; it includes only the trip from Warner Center
to the Universal City Metro Rapid Bus stop. The specific Metro Rapid Bus
runtime of 50 minutes is the average observed peak period eastbound trip
on the Ventura Boulevard line, provided by MTA Operations. In fact, the
actual average observed runtime was 52 minutes during peak periods, but
the runtime was rounded down to be conservative. (Neither the Metro
Rapid Bus runtime nor the BRT runtime includes transfer time to the Red
Line.)

The comment refers to the Ventura Boulevard Metro Rapid Bus (Line 750)
runtimes as included in the June 3, 2001, schedule printed by MTA. The
comment suggests that the schedule shows weekday travel times ranging
from 41 to 45 minutes. In fact, the schedule shows runtimes anywhere from
36 minutes eastbound in the early morning (before 6 AM) to 55 minutes
eastbound in the evening. Therefore, even if scheduled runtimes were used
in the comparison instead of observed runtimes, 50 minutes would be a
reasonable runtime for peak period Metro Rapid Bus operation.

San Fernando Valley

East-West Transit Corridor
"Tx® EIS/EIR
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most ogical method o compare the travel tiones Bor the BRT ané TSM akiernatives would be for T
trips that begin and end ol the same poiat — wikch [ would samane means the two end stations for

the proposed BRT line, nwmhmhunnmmmam,
on the crder of the pastenger bosrding the BRT tue st the eiation, riding it to Waner Center, and
exiting the bus. mmmﬂanmwmeruwmmum
Hollywood BRT termiaus 1o tss entrance 10 the Nosth Hollywood Red Line Station, king the
escelotors 1o firss the mezzaning and theo tie boarding plaifarm, waiting for & train 10 arive, boerd
the train, wait for the train 1o depart, traveling 1o Universal City, getting off e train ot the Universal
City Red Line station, taking the secalator wp froms the pistfoms 1o the mezzanine and the station
entrance, walking to the boarding location for Line 750, boarding the bas, taking the bus to Wamer
Center, and deboarding.

m:mumummmaummmmuhmmmw

|ummwquumwmmmauuuummm
time to get flom Nosth Hollywood 1o the Line 750 Eastern lacmions ot Uni City, p
vis the Red Line.

F166
This method of fon of time compaison dats doot not sppear to be entirdy in ot
i v e Lcontd

To put it less delicately, this s still another case ol MTA cooking the books 1o justily the renult it
vanted when it stated the acalysic.

Atus now atternpt So find 3 more conmpacative and useful time of travel foc & Rapid Bus sption for
SM. Prom Universal City © Wamar Center (which is actually slightly Jonges than the Nocth
lollywood to Wamer Cenier BRT slignment’) on weekdays, the MTA Line 73 Schedule (June 3,
001), shows ravel times from 47 to 43 minutes. To compencas for th longer route of Line 730,

3 The length of the actual BRT routs keng#h is shown 38 14.2 miles on page 3-19.
UMWMMMMSMMIWQWBIT
Hoas, 5 approximately 14.4 smiles, sacuming
mnwrmhmmm.mm(mwz-nunmz-
&, page 2-14). (The BRT aligrmnent, using Ahernative 3, wes 14.2 miles.) The routs of Line 750
Gom Universal {ity to Wames Conter came in ot approximately 15.6 mifes, 1.2 miles, or
spproximately 3%, longer,
To test the length of potentisl North Hollywood - Wamer Cenvter Rapid Bus routes,
:mm«omwmummm»-nmm
Victory-Ov h rote ot [4.6 milor. This ronis doss has cortsin sections (hat has
puwmmuvmm-d.ummumum.rm L 4
fewer, turns 2t signalived iatersections.

The comment also examines the development of the 28.8-minute runtime
for the Full BRT Alternative. The length of the BRT Alternative was
confirmed by the survey of the MTA ROW conducted for the Preliminary
Engineering phase of the BRT project. The survey sets the length of the
alignment from the eastern terminus to Variel Avenue and Victory
Boulevard (the exclusive busway portion of the alignment) at 68,900 feet,
or 13.0 miles. The on-street portion of the alignment from Variel Avenue
and Victory Boulevard to Owensmouth Avenue and Erwin Street is 4,600
feet. The total length is therefore 73,500 feet or 13.9 miles, as described in
the EIS/EIR.

Described in detail in the response to Comment F15-1, the assumptions
used to develop the 28.8 minute runtime include a maximum operating
speed of 55 mph, station dwells of 20 seconds at the 11 non-terminus
stations, and 8 seconds of signal delay at 13 major intersections. In the
development of the 28.8-minute runtime, only on-street segments of the
alignment were restricted to 35 mph operation, at the east and west termini
of the alignment. This runtime is considered to be the lower bound of
reasonable runtimes for environmental clearance purposes, and the BRT
could potentially operate with this runtime.

However, in response to comments from the community and LADOT, the
Final EIS/EIR has been revised to include an upper bound runtime of 40
minutes as well. Therefore, the EIS/EIR analyzes the potential significant
impacts for the entire range of runtimes between 28.8 and 40 minutes. The
average speed along the busway (including station stops) with a 40 minute
runtime would therefore be approximately 21 mph, or 23 mph excluding
station stops. As the runtime of the BRT once it begins operation would
likely be somewhere between 28.8 and 40 minutes, the 35 minute projection
suggested in the comment is entirely reasonable.

The comment continues by comparing the daily boardings of the TSM and
BRT Alternatives. Listing the Metro Rapid Bus runtime in the TSM
column of Table S-4 has potentially led to confusion about the makeup of
the TSM alternative. The Metro Rapid Bus runtime was only included for
comparison purposes; in reality, the Metro Rapid Bus on Ventura Boulevard
is an existing route (part of the No Build alternative) and its ridership would
not be included in the estimate of TSM ridership. Because of this
confusion, the Metro Rapid Bus runtime has been moved to a footnote in
Table S-4 in the Final EIS/EIR.

San Fernando Valley
East-West Transit Corridor
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However, the comment is correct in suggesting the additional boardings of

the BRT Alternative would decrease if the runtime of the BRT were to

increase. For this reason, the MTA has completed a transportation model of

the BRT Alternative with a 40 minute runtime, and the Final EIS/EIR has
Kevte Miche sy 3,301 been revised to reflect a range for criteria such as ridership, number of
Cotmptants on MTA Sin Fernando Valley East-West Corridor D EISITIR  Page 12 buses, capital cost, operating cost, and cost-effectiveness. Table S-4 has
Jet's assxme that 41 minetcs, (e fow ead of the rangs, would be the &avel time fom Norts T been revised and Table S-4a has been added to the Final EIS/EIR to reflect
Hallywood 1o Warner Center, calculated on # basis comparsble to that of the BRT travel time. a range of runtimes for the BRT Alternative.

Now Tet us exumine the time ta travel from North Hollywood so Wamer Center o1 the preposed
BRT slignment. In Tabiz $-4, “Comparison of Alternatives,” pagn S-44, we 3oe a projection of 28.8
minutes. In §2.2.3, “Bus Rapid Trantit (BRT) Froa: North Hollywood to Wames Center,” page 2+
20, we have, "For the parposes of thls envirosroantal document, m sverage speed of 37 miles per
hour (mph) {29 mph including station siope snd intersection delay) has been sssumod.™ [fwe utilize
the 18.2 mincte travel time and the 29 mph all-inclusive ravel speed, we see that the distance
travaled must be 13.9 miles ({28.8 micutes/60 minntes/how] x 29 mph = 13.92 miles)’,

Now let us examine the FEIS ¢iaim of 29 mph all-inclusi g speed by g il with I
uummmmmmummamuamm mumm;m
uMmmmwmmmumuLm)umawwmmw
the Federal Transit Administration (Bius Line); travel times are from the most recent MTA
publishod schedules.

First, to set the operating conditioas: Fi6-6

[ Valley BRT - 12.9 miles (sa cal¢ulsted from MTA data shove), 13 noa-terminus stations, Cont'd
for an aversge disiance betwoen stations of spproximately 1.07 miles’, Assuming Nowth
Hollywood Staticn Altemnutive 1, Gvere ars two sections that will mot be on ez wxclusive BRT
alignment ot the ends of the line, lotaling spproximately 1.6miles. Two sections of the BRT
alignment, on Chandler and through the intersection by the Lot Angeles Valley College
station, totaling appeoximately 2.5 miles, are speed restrictod to spproximately 35 mph. Top
operating speed sppears 1o be 55 mph,

! This s, hawever, about baif s mits short of the 14.4 miles we obtained though
messuring uaing mspping software, which is puzzling. 1f the travel distance iz 14,4 miles, then it
would take an extra risute, & 25.4 minuies, to cover this distancs 5t 29 mph. For the 14.2 mile
BRT length from page 3-19, and the 28.8 minute travel time, the average, all-in, travel speed
wauld be 29.8 oph ~ bowever, this would round up to 30 mph, and the FEIS states 29 mph.

Since Gemaln p of this ias was 10 compare the trave) times for BRT
nmﬂmdhnmdohuuﬁlhdnpwjeulhlﬁdhnvddmwhudn
the relative distance of avel on the BRY and Rapid Bus rovits, &2 measwed utiizing (he ssmu
apping softwaze, thea the refative travel time beswesn Bxss two siternatives would not be
significantly impacted, even if MTA used an Incorrect BRT length in ity cakeulations,

. In this ealcalstion, the Senominator is [(number of ststions) - 1], whick is the *
wmber of “gaps” between stations.
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Kevin Michel _ July 3, 1001
Comments 0a MTA Ssa Farvends Valiey Bast- West Corridar Dt EISEIR Pags 13

. ldl.hn,)leﬂlﬂc!ymdhlkbﬂﬁ‘hﬂu l&f’lﬁl&hﬂl’y,ﬂtﬂt‘lﬁ.qﬂy
speod rwtrictions ers curves rod Ration

Wl.ﬂﬂuvﬂehmwu“m

* BlueLine, Long Boachte Los Angoles, 21.7/21.6 miles (Southbound/Northbound dipecti
of travel, 21/20 ststions. sesrage distence betwem statiocs spproximately 1.11 miles.
Approximaiely 3.3 miles of track in City of Los Angeles is street-runalng with trafBic signal
prefereacs; approximatsty 3.8/1.7 miles of track Is i City of Long Besch without traffic
:ipnlpnfmau. Ramaining portion of track, spproximately 13.6 miles, bas SS mph 10p
opersting speed.

Nwinn_vdt&mamdmm

®  Valley BRT - 29 mph, (13.9 miles i 28.8 minuses)
*  RedLine- 30 mph (147 miles in 29 minuies)

E 3

Wevin Mickel July 3, 2001
C & MTA San Fi de Valley Bast-West Corrider Draflt RISEIR Page 14
Jetlony: sod bas slgnstiredis Sons tlong the high-speed poction of the aligs a1

achirve an aversgs oll-ts operating speed m:unuum (14
There is 8 simple answer - itcan't. I i simply Impossidie.

In our opirion, buses on this BRT slipment wil be doing very weil if they achieve Norh
Hollywood to Warner Center sverags opetsting speeds of the Blue Line — 24 mph.

‘What will (his more realistic speed assumption 4o 16 the end-t0-cod travel tima? 13.9 miles ot 24
ph will take approximately 34.7 minutes - I'H round this 1 35 t Bave consistent significant digits
with the 41 minute projection for the Rapid Bus shormative.

Now 1at's ook st the original sl revitad end-to-end, sl in, Tavel times:

%  MTA Projection: 28.8 miinutes for BRT, 50 sioutes for Rapid Bus, 8 savings, for BRT, of
21.2 minutes, or over 42%.

Reviood Pejoction: 3 miguis i o Ragid 8 svinge F16-6
®  BlusLine - 26 mph (21,7/21.6 miles ih 33/53 minptes) F16:6 ¢ ¢ mlnsten, or 15%. * fr AT, 41 o R B » o BRT.of
Now let us examine one additional issue. Os page 2-20, wa bave, "Foe the purposes of this transportation modeling, difference in travel Hime would sknost certainly produce
environmental document, an average spoed of 37 miles par hour (mph) (29 mph including station &n:m&mnm&?mm&mnmmmmamm
stope and intersection deliy) bas been assumed.” Usicg our 13.9 mile wotal BRT rovts slignment impact, all else oqual. Given he complexitiesof these models, wd becasa it lsnot thess two modes
{including “normal” street running segaunts), it 37 mph, & would take 214 minutes o travel the compeling against cach other for passengers, bul against other modes, pricaarily wuto travel, it is 2ot
full length, or 7.4 minutes logs than the 29 mph, all-in, opersting spoed. possidle 10 bs more prociss than thess generalitics in projecting how the ridership will change.
Thereare 13 BRY stops. Exclading the tw ions, 11 locations along the roste What we aow predict, however, is that
wmmmmpbmwmhuutmmm
m"l:&mzomuﬂuy«mmwﬂhm“ 120 seconds, 3.7 minutes, ot hatfoftis ®  Rapld Bus (TSM) daily boardings would uua::uuu.mm b Table 54 and
th station 'we asime 30 seeonds per stop, that would BRT daily trunsit trige will be lowir Gan the 24,700 shown
yequire 330 seconds, or 3.5 suinaten, o 74% of the total sistion siop/tatersection delay time. .
v . .. uuhnﬁﬁs%&mmmuunnmus.mmmmm
o traffio sigaal prefierence, 1.9 10 3.7 mioutes for | fion delsy ti ba rsiher will be lower: shown.
muamumswanmummwuﬂ.m
spproximately Rxr signatized tatersoctions ja Wemer Center & approximately two to thres 4 Tavsl Time Savings for Rapid Bus wosld be higher than the 285,000 shown snd BRT
signalized intersections in Norths Hollywood that are nof on the BRT proper, * wonkd be lower thas the 439,000 shown
Here is the main question: How cas thix BR ik e & &b ‘J\banthbﬁ * Cost par New Daily Traosit Trip of 33 for Rapid Bus would be lower and the $10 foe BRT
mmmmmmm«uwmuumdpmw : would be highee
' Note: tn many publications, MTA clarms st the totad Rad Line is 1 7.4 miles
(inchuive of O Wilshize'V ermont w Wikhire'Westem leg). The sctual lcagth is 15 S milie. W
page 7-334
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Group F - Individuals

Comment F16-7

The following information is offered regarding the accuracy of the MTA
travel demand forecasting model and model preference assumptions.

5:'.'1:'.'.‘.’: MTA Sau Persaude Valley Eas-West Cortidor Draft EISEIR hu:'n:?llc A ACCURACY OF MTA MODEL
We beliove that aof Gowe changes will peoduce matarially different results for tse BRT and TSM The compariscn between 1998 MTA model outputs and actual data reported
alternatives that reqiire that this portion of the DEIS/ELR be redone.

in the 1998 National Transit Database (NTD) yielded the following results:
POCUMENTED SHORTCOMINGS OF MTA TRANSPORTATION PLANNING MODEL

: ot 9 pradece e seechs analyzed i rwbing, 1o 1998 1998  Percent
find the use of MTA's raasportation modsel to q
::Mth?:;m;uw.ﬂnhmh.m&m ﬁmmw NTD Model Difference
lysis, an ratocal reals producd by piar verions of s eodel ad the MTA madeliog
Lasie m’:ﬂ' In Mafor Trobians wih Los Angeios cmm m:m MTA Bus Operating Characteristics
Authoriy (MT4) Long Rangs Transportation Plan (LRTF) Model And Sveivarion %‘#& Peak Hour Fleet 1,808 1,873 -1%
1 provided 1o MCTA Salf duiag the LATP proces fat Ful, s wiieh | ncompoct AM Peak Average Speed (MPH) 12.90 12.87 0%
Midday Average Speed (MPH) 11.20 11.30 1%
[ am specifically concerned with a serious error tist wes revealed in the modet validation peocess.
mmwm«ummmuwu%mmmm:m
w%hu&mhmﬁum,uaMMhuyw - Daily Boarding
well it does in predicting the past. hﬁlmwl;mhmﬂ was utilized 90 “prodict”the | F16-7 Metrolink Boarding 25,637 25,120 2%
Ko value for tramipoctaton md el e e 98- Total Urban Rail Boarding 117,143 119,450 2%
jiled , ind oo model of tis be sxpested 10 be
oo ey ot et iy e roce s e, T Red Line 42,418 48103 9%
Blue Line 49,725 46,878 8%
¥, continued) Green Line 25,000 26,469 6%
) Agtin, we camot ogly et ot wil dop by 165, bacat e MTA Bus Boarding 1,074,558 1,012,770 6%
B ‘m::mm;mwn;usnmw 16% Funded MUNI Boarding 337,128 328,860 2%
“betteciny® Soc the Rapid Bus (TSM) case, s combined change of soproximately 40% against
BRT{(L + 181 - 16%)} Thisls dpificant chooge, ooe tut s 3o mafoe o B oo The above model validation results were presented to local modeling
. I3
and BRT trnsportation sodel reas wid (b ew iavel tnes,ter jsing e cots to bandle professionals (e.g., SCAG Modeling Task Force), FTA officials who set the
- il s fasly. J—— standards for modeling practice in the nation, and third party consultants.
J-Ann;udxg:mmmhmmdmbqlw The predictive accuracy of the MTA model was considered acceptable and
©lan, Reason Posadation Policy Study No. 209, July 1996, This is a short version of s fir more

Setalied analysis of the fewad 1995 MTA LRTP that Tom Rubis produced 28 a export for superior to most modeling practices in the nation.

it ot 0 8 v | _ R
e ' Mr. Rubin’s statement of “that the model overestimated rail ridership,

compared to bus ridership, by over 22%"” does not apply to the performance
X of the current MTA model as reported above.
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Kevia Michel July 3, 2081
Commests en MTA Sai Farsando Valisy East-West Corvidor Dt EISEIR Page 17

above cited paper documented a Targe rumber of major discrepancies betwaes: the products of thy 4
Mh\moddndﬂnhowvdmhlhbﬂm Of thess problems, oae of tss most disturbing (
was that the model averertl d rail ri d 20 bus ridership, by over 22% for the
Imown 1998 yer. ﬂupmmbh@doglt&mmﬁmnmtﬂ
ridership, compared to bus ridership, for 8 known past period, cosld it not also display similar
overstattments for futore perfods? And, if MTA plaoning stall arv ssaming the same types of

sttributes for BRT that it has traditiosally asrumed for 1ail, will these stene distortions apply (o the
BRT projections?

Ofcounse, while the
criterin is cost per new p
mmanmmmdnwmbynﬁnmmhﬁhlynhhmm
the overstaieraent of total ridership,

mmmmhmmwmmy.mmmnﬁmmmmm
trips to modes, This raised the issue if e asmumptions are somebow differwat. | have no spacific
knowledge of what these assurnptions are, bus past experionce with the eactier vervions of the same
modal mises certain questions: ; F16"7

14 Wasa“modal preferemnce” mdt?hoth‘vn&.w&mabﬁenkmh cont'd
umhmmmmcmmhmmhwmwbhhuﬁpmaﬂﬁn
on Rapid Bus? 1f this is tho cane, what sre the exact details of the difference betwoen the
propensities 0 use BRT and Rapid Bus - especitlly as Line T30 hat conclusively exhiticed
quﬁd&uhmdﬂymh Cortidor?

More impartant, H‘:In-uﬂnb-mpﬁu.whahmhdﬂeihnhlﬂ What research
shows (hat a greater lendency t use BRT, s opposed to Rapid Bus, can ressonsbly bes
axpected ta exist in this Comidar?

15 wmmmm-hmmmnnuwwr«
example, i the ssrumptions used for the 1995 LRTP, 1be experts working for the plaimtiffe
in L/CSC v. MTA discovered that the dus “walk distsnce™ — the maximum distance that
porential wransit riders would walk 10 & bus stop — was one-quarier mile, buf the il walk
distancs wes o full mile. This afectively made Bie geogtaphic walk distsoce circie sround
4 T} siation sixtenn timas the compsnable circle For ¥ bus 310p. Thers were additionsl
sssumptions in which bos and rail weee treated difforantly.

By not including sty of the sbove, «dnﬂl.bwuﬂ.mdmnﬂhmrmwnﬁx
this study, MTA has unfaizly and improperty “tlied™ ihe playing fisld 1o fivor hilh cost guidewsy
tranait. [If these elements Aad boen included, Ihey would hive genarated substantial additional
ridership withows the high cost of BRT, thus making this aliemative f less corepetitive. Indeed,
1 expect that even partisd inclusion of soms of these elements would have gencratod far mors noy o

-

Additionally, since the BRT technology proposed in the Draft EIS/EIR was
modeled as part of the bus service, not a rail service (see more explanation
below), the estimated BRT ridership is more likely on the conservative side.

B. MODAL PREFERENCE ASSUMPTIONS

The MTA mode choice model is a nested logit model. Its transit portion
contains five submodes (e.g., local bus, express bus, transitway bus, urban
rail, and Metrolink). Mode specific constants (MSC) were specified to
measure the importance of subjective and often unquantifiable attributes
(e.g., convenience, comfort, and reliability) associated with each of the five
modes. These MSC’s were calibrated based on origin-destination surveys
and on-board bus and rail surveys conducted in 1997-1998.

When modeling the New Start project using BRT technology, the proposed
service was modeled as a component within the express bus category,
except its running speed is enhanced to reflect the advantage of exclusive
right-of-way operation. It was felt that the image of BRT would be between
an express bus and a transitway bus. However, since the latter was used to
represent the extremely fast and premium bus service on freeways, and
since the BRT in the East-West Corridor will not achieve the 55-mph
running speed (except in very limited segments) as on the El Monte Busway
and Harbor Transitway, it was determined to model BRT service as express
bus.

Because both Metro Rapid Bus and BRT technologies were modeled as bus
modes, Mr. Rubin’s fundamental statement “bus and rail were treated
differently” which led to the series of discussions regarding the potentially
overstated ridership forecast for Metro Rapid Bus and BRT are not
applicable here.

San Fernando Valley
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Kaevin Micke July 3, 2008
Comments oa MTA San Fernaade Valley East-West Corrider Draft EISEIR Pagels
Tiders than tho BRT alternative - fust s the 0% fars progr dan | of 143 enillion

snlinked trips a yosr— off new tips - in just thres years, compared with ot MTA badgoted urban
rail ridership (Red, Bloe, xad Geoso Linos combined) of $4 million in Gscal yoar 2000 (FYO0), with
most of thess bieing former bus riders. Of course, the cont of the fire subsidy program was & smail
fraction of MTA's bitlion-doliar-s-year-plus expenditures on rail during the pericd fom the mid-
19873 to today.

W am very dissppoinind that ons of the alternstives considersd was not 8 pair of limited access
hmm&thn(ﬂlOl)M combining ooe, twa, or ifl theee of e following: burwsy,

vohicle (HOV), and high-occupancy/toll (HOT). While an SR10)
difficuities, the very Iargs potential benefits, coupled with the Liksty low capital comt, make it
difficult to undarstand why this waa never 3 cption in this comidor stady.

INTERFERENCE WITH SURFACE STREXT TRAFFIC FLOW

The proposed openting methodology for the BRT s almost cactaln to impose major Impositions on *

the movement of sutod wnd other rubber sire velicles troughout the distriet.  To illustret the
difficultios that will be genersied, we will focus oa what will Hicely be the “worst of the worse™
Jotations, that of the Lo Angeles Vallay College Station at the intersection of Fulton and Busback.

M:mhmﬂbil&'ﬂl\fdml,&hm“o. 49, IInBRT'lﬂl“ﬂypm dlomlddh

of thie 4 9 from Northwest to S og o)l through traffle
umm»mmmmwmum lvnmdhbwwm
onred™ ( Southbeund Pulion to Westh and (rom bound Pulton
to Bastbound Burbank) must be prohidited, as they would directly koerfovs with BRT bas
movemeets,

From Table 2-11, wo ses st ths “Muxbmun Combined Peak Frequancy™ »t the Yalley Collepestop
will bo 1.3 minutes. However, since this refers \o trave] in ech direstion, there will be sctually bs
2 bus comdng through #w middle of this intwrseciion, on sversgs, svery 1.65 mimstes —or sbout oow
bus every 100 soconds - 36 buses en hour't,

b MTA, Proposed Budgat For tha Fircal Yoar Ending June 30, 2001, Appendix 3,
"FYOl Modal Operating Statistics,” pags &-3.

" Undoubtedly, thero will be some times in sach peak hour whes & bus trsveling in
each direction will arrive ak the Intersection at the same time, thereby requiring only one theough
signal for both, rather than two discrete signals, one for each bus. However, the best way to

{contioned...)

-

-

F16-7
contd

F16-8

Comment F16-8

The EIS/EIR analysis of this intersection and other study intersections
indicated that traffic impacts to automobiles at most intersections is likely to
be minimal. At those few intersections where impacts will be significant,
recommended measures have been provided to reduce the impacts to an
acceptable level. Operational details of the Fulton/Burbank intersection
will be designed to the satisfaction of LADOT according to design
standards.

San Fernando Valiey

East-West Transit Corridor
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Group F — Individuals

Kevia Mickel Jaly 3, 2001
Comments on MTA Sas Ferzando Valley Esst-West Corvidor Dran EISRIR™  Pagedt

The reasons thet the risks are higher are thal the Burbank-Chandler BRT corrider has sl the ookl 4

factors of the Long Beach Blue Line, but the BRT guidewsy will Isck 5ignificant miti gation factors
unmumsmmmm

. Mmﬁmmumﬂuwﬁﬂw b in each di
wmmwnnwmmmmmuumqummu
10 3.3 minmies between Reseds snd North Hollywood (page 2-67). With a8 many as twice
ummmwmwmwmumdwha
much a3 mathematically doub

Fat worse, howaver, is that these additionsd exp will i the " facior”
n!mofmbb«ﬂnveﬂch.wwlymtmnmhmym
vicistions of statutory safety restrictions than this simple mtio of croning would imply.

L M&BWMW«MB&MMmW&WM

i - x0d now, finally, soms gates,

almmlhvlunlmduﬂmwm;deviul. 1 seu sbaolutely no mention of such devices

in the DEIS/EIR, Whils thess safety devices lpve not proventod certaln drivers from

undertaking risky, in many cases, fatsl, sctions, on the Blue Line afignment, the abseacs of

such devicos for the proposed BRT alignment sxposes the public to risks in the proposed
BRT aligrunent that sre higher by orders of magniinds.

. There has never bestaa (atalivy, of even amajor (nory, lo a Bloe Lina passenger or Bius Line
‘operator. Tha primary reason Cor this is \be vast dizparity in mass between Blue Line trains
‘ared sutornobiles. A two-car Blus Line train, with passengers, weighs well in excess of 100
fona; most automobiles sre wnder two sonx. This S0:1 mass ratio, means that, while e
whmmnmmuhmmwmud
vehicle often winding up spread gver undreds of fisot, the impacts on the train are relatively

O{_contimed) .

aro in motion) of 37 rmph, abviously, speeds higher st 33 mph must be matatsined on the BRT

llim Adter factoring in the sloww speads in (he nea-BRY pordons of the routs slignment, |
timne apnt acccierating and braking e stations and other stops, snd the spessd restricted sections

of the BRY alignment, the ocly possible way for fhis sverall apsed to be obisined would be to

oparats st 55 mph through at Jeast some greds crossings.

Howwver, 3 noted above, MTA's calcwlations of BRT spereting speed wre
obviowmly deficient; therefors, without & specific sistement as ja BTA's intent, it is not possible
0 be 100% sure what {ig intoations are. At the present tims, however, we are forced 10 sasms
that MTA will do what the matters preacnted in the DEIS/EIR Smply. T6MTA has omitted
significan information from dw DEIS/EIR ~ and this watter is cbviousty very significant ~ then
itis obligated to cowect de DEIS/ETR and rosirculate it for poblie

J

F16-9
cont'd

Kevin Micked Jely 3, 2001
Commexnts on MTA San Farsande Vafley Rast-Went Corridor Drall EISEIR Page 22

ol E - N P "
mkhmmmu:ﬂmmmﬁnhml&w»mm
track into other vehicles or ationary ohjacts,

A 40-fort bey, leaded with passeogers, weights spproximusety 20 tons; 2 louger, ssticulated

bus, pehaps 301033 tous, depending o th exact vebicles that way be spacificd by MTA | F 16-0

(ummn&ﬂimAmoeﬁ#lhlllobvhulynmht,n:buu
sulo oollivion, Gs bux ~ sad, more important, the bus —~ &w suby '

1
mlrmulmnhpmumnmn-mwhin lmniswm'hbu Cont d

mﬂmb:, MMM«W“M!&N&MMM nﬂquyw

passcogers aad operalons is wany thnes bigher.
Alw, ki;mnﬁm&ﬂ“h-b«sm%bvmm&w
ofFtheis original tmck, exposing 1 thois gart, W herisk of impacts withather

mmmmm The risk of overtumning ean also be high ot thoss incoorsed
wpeeds, puticuluty since most of seth coltisioas would lnvolve noar right segle orpacts.

wmwm«m&qmmmrwmmu
#3003 bus pazcengers and opersians 10 3 significantly higher sisk of fisality snd serions
injusy Uraa has been the case for Bloe Lioe pastengets and opwrators. With S0 to 80 people
m u buy, the quastitative impact of extremely serious incidents eould rangs fo the

Recognizing (e sarions sisks of this type of high-speed bus operations through s denve aibas ares,
MTA has wisely agrecd to imis opevaling speeds o 35 mph in the Chandler Boulevard section of
the propossd BRT altpameot. mmummnmmmmwh

Uisions and the I ulting froc the collisions that 4o oocug, which
mm-ndlubnum-pada mAmuwk-mwamwmu
precaistion.

Hm.m?ﬂkmmwhmﬁhmﬂnmhkmm
wimilar speod revtrictiont in the many other segments of the proposed BRT aligueent thal are
qudﬂymim Whist MTA his dosse for 002, it trust alee 80 for otbers that are fubject 10 the same v

" ‘Wikle Gere are obviows differonces in the physical istangsenents for the proposed

"BRT oo Chandler mnd in othor suctions, these ae peneeally enly tainop differsnces of dogrec of

n’:‘;:l. not greatty significant in terns of gvorall exposure 1o the 1ida discyysad in this

San Fernando Valley
East-West Transit Corridor

xRy EIS/EIR
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Group F - Individuals

Comment Letter F17

R Bast Want Comridor

Subject: RE: East West Corridor
Date: Thu, 2 Aug 200t 18:31:31 0700
From: “Michel, Kevin® <MichciK@MTA NET>
To: "Kinney, Alison Joi™ <Alison.Kinney @cshs.org>

Ms. ¥inney: [ have shased your e-mail wirh the profect roam propsring the
rinsl Environmental lmpact Report for the project, which should go to Che
BTA Board lstar this year or early next. We will address the public
corments in thac document, Thank you for your comments, KRevin

¥evin J. Michel, AICF, Transportation Planming Manager
L.A. County Metropolitan Transportation Authority

1 Catwway Plaza, Mail Stop 99-22-5,

Los Angeims, CA  90012-2352

Phone: (213) 922-2854 Fax: (21X) 922.3060

——— Original Hessage-----

Prom: Einney, Alison Jei Igailfe:Alisen.ignex@anha.ozd!
Senc: Tuesday, July 10, 1ncx 12:43 PR

T0: *Kevin Michel®

Cc: 'Richael Besis'

Subject: Bast West Corxidoy

My, Michel,

Thank you for cosing to my nsighborhood last night to explain the NTAs
ponition regarding the Bast West Corcidor. 1 have tried fo gain sccwas Lo
the MTA webgite, but the server sests o ba down.

I have been a residant of Xelody Acres for 38 ywars. @ can remanbgr when
the trains used to coms by. 1 have to say that the past train noise i@
nothing conpared to the ancise wo will encountor day and night with the
current MTA proposai.

We live in an vasis. 1t {# & rursl sres in the midile of the city. In the
mornings. you can here Lhe sopstorg crowing.  We have been very excited by
the fact that we are on the Cal Trans schedule £o get & Ireeway sound wall

in the nex: couple of years adding to our tranquilivy, This project will

destroy all of that.

Having been urable to access the website, I apologize for any Questions that
may Bave heen addressed. Here are zome concerns that T have:

who sre the projucred riders of this system? It is my feeling rhat
they will mout 1likely be thcse people without cars, whe live in spartment
canpiexnn, Wiy not piace thie aystem Lthrough Sherman Way which 13 more
.centrally located to apartment bulldings in the valley?
L #es there been an auydit of Warner Center employees to tind out where
they live and if they wowld ride such a system iF given the opportunity? 1
ws guessing that a great nurber of people who work in Werner Center live in
the west valley, Agoura/Westlake and Simi Velley axeas.
. Bas there besn & noise evaluailon of how the south side of Tephan
will ba offected with & sound wall on the north gide of the buaway? It
seems to me that the sound will be hounved zight back to =y froat yacd.
> How can you guarantee security when the LAPD iwx atretched so chin,
thae #y husband s friends in law enforcezsnt are talling us not Lo leave cur
bowt at night, becaurs the LAPD canmot c¢over the vallwy adequately?

wWhat happent to the busway if you do not get the ridership you are
cs:mrim’

Our streets are narvow and of ficially pormitted &n gravel roads.
‘Hne City will not replace the roads withour snlarging them and taking awsy

|F17-1

|F17-2
|F17-3
| F17-4
, F17-5
|F17-6

Response to Letter F17

Comment F17-1

The EIS/EIR estimates that the busway will have between 19,000 and
25,000 boardings per day by the year 2020. Many of the riders will be
Valley residents who live within a mile or two of the busway and who want
to reach one of the many employment, educational, governmental,
recreational, business, and commercial uses that the busway will serve. To
arrive at the station, these nearby residents will be able to walk or ride a
bike, take a local bus, get dropped off by another driver, or drive to a park-
and-ride lot.) The busway will provide convenient access to the Valley’s
important destinations, including Valley and Pierce Colleges, the West
Valley Occupational Center, Warner Center, the No Ho Arts District, the
Van Nuys Government and Commercial Center, and the Sepulveda Basin to
name a few. Riders can alsc connect to the Red Line station in North
Hollywood to go to similar types of destinations in Hollywood, Mid-
Wilshire, Downtown and beyond. Other riders utilizing the busway will be
arriving from outside of the Valley, using the Red Line service connecting
to the Los Angeles basin as well as to other transit services from the
Conejo, San Fernando, Santa Clarita, and Antelope Valleys to reach the
busway and the destinations across the busway described above. Certainly,
many of these riders, whether origination from within or outside the Valley,
will benefit from faster busway service. Other new transit riders will be
former auto users embracing an alternative to driving on the freeways and
other streets, particularly as they continue to get more congested over time.
So in the end, a wide cross section of residents and non-residents will use
the transitway, as has been the case for the other transit services introduced
over the last 10 years, in the Valley and elsewhere. Metrolink, the Red
Line, the Blue Line, and the Green line have come into service in the past
ten years, and their ridership continues to grow over time. All of these
services captured existing transit riders as well as riders who previously
used single-occupant vehicles. MTA expects that the BRT project will have
the same experience.

San Fernando Valley
East-West Transit Corridor
EIS/EIR
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Group F - Individuals

R B Wt Commdox

rry land charging the reaidents hefry feoss}. Currently, they will only
1111 the potholes, and oven then, it im after moltiple carplaints. Weat
will thekw pacple do with therw cars to catch » bus at Topham snd Tarpal
Most likely, they will park e our narrow atreets. There 1s no room for
resldents to park on the strset let alone bus riders. Currently [ire trucks
can just barely make it down our streets. Thixz will prodiuce & serious
probles in case of en emergency.

To conclude, to say that I am extremely distressed sbour this proaject, is an
underatatement. 1 will not be & user of this systes. It would rot take e
saywhere that I want/need to go. 1 sppreciate the fact that you sre teying
to make it more visually sccepteble with ths gresnbelt, but that does not
mioimize the fact that 450 buses per day are planned ofi this route dows the
streed from my home. My family's quality of 11fe will ba destroyed, and 1
Tegent. thal.

I {favor increasing curient bus lines not anly for the valley, but thome
acuas in Lov Angeles that are scroaming for wore busen. I€ we camnot get &
greenbalt /blkeway-ONLY to replace the old tracks, them I3 rather have
nothing at ail,

Hy work schedyle will prohibit so from sttending the two mewtings you
informed us about. Flease do not take this inability to attend as
arbivalence on my part. would you please let me know, in addition te Deanis
tinw's office, who 1 need To COntact to voice my concerns.

Sincersly,

Alison Kinn

4055 Shirley Avenue
Tarzans

{818} 342-3511

Comment F17-2

The MTA team worked closely with the Warner Center Association and the
rideshare program managed at the Center. They were enthusiastic
supporters of the Valley busway because it offers a viable and competitive
alternative to the single-occupant vehicle to bring employees and customers
into Warner Center. Warner Center also has a significant residential
component with hundreds of apartments and condos. The busway will
provide an option for those residents commuting out of Warner Center to
the many activity centers served by the busway, including educational,
governmental, recreational, commercial, and employment centers such as
Pierce College, Valley College, the Sepulveda Recreation Area, the Van
Nuys Government and Commercial area, the No Ho Arts District, and the
North Hollywood Red Line Station. The Warner Center Transit Hub would
provide connections between the busway and many other transit providers,
including DASH, LADOT, Antelope Valley, Metro Rapid Bus, and MTA
local service. As part of the implementation of the busway project, the
transit linkages between the Chatsworth Metrolink station and the busway
would be enhanced, which would enable Simi Valley and Ventura residents
to have access to the destinations served by the busway.

Comment F17-3

Topham Street separates the proposed BRT alignment with residences,
including Melody Acres, to the south. As identified in Table 4-50 of the
Final EIS/EIR, the average predicted noise level from bus operations (L, of
approximately 61 dBA) in this area is below the ambient condition (67
dBA). As a result, project implementation would result in only about a 1-
dBA increase in the existing L;, noise levels and no impacts are anticipated.

Although the proposed sound barrier walls on the north side of the
alignment between Corbin and Tampa may reflect noise from bus
operations, the increase in overall sound levels caused by the reflections
would be minimal and no impacts are anticipated.

Comment F17-4

Please refer to Section 4-13, Safety and Security, of the EIS/EIR for a
discussion of additional police measures.

San Fernando Valley
East-West Transit Corridor
EIS/EIR
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Comment F17-5

The MTA model estimates between 19,000 and 25,000 daily boardings on
the BRT by the year 2020. Based on previous modeling efforts, MTA staff
believes this is achievable. The route includes station stops at many of the
major activity centers in the Valley, including Pierce College, Valley
College, the Van Nuys Government and Commercial Center, the NoHo Arts
District, Warner Center, and the Sepulveda Recreation Basin, which should
help boost ridership. Local north/south transit service that intersects the
BRT will be increased to facilitate access. A bike and pedestrian path to be
constructed parallel to the busway will provide two additional options for
accessing the stations. Approximately 3,000 new park-and-ride spaces will
be located at busway stations, as well as kiss-and-ride areas, which should
also help to increase patronage and enable the MTA to achieve the ridership
projection. Regarding future services, the MTA plans to introduce Metro
Rapid Bus service on other streets in the Valley such as Van Nuys
Boulevard, similar to the Metro Rapid Bus service on Ventura Boulevard.
Lastly, the State Legislature and the Governor approved $100 million for
improved north/south transit service in the San Fernando Valley, which
should also boost transit ridership on the busway. These additional planned
transit improvements in the future will also help boost future ridership.

Comment F17-6

As stated in Section 3-4.3, Parking Mitigation Measures, MTA and LADOT
will monitor the spillover parking situation around these stations and
implement mitigation measures if it is to cause inconvenience to residents.

San Fernando Valley
East-West Transit Corridor
rTy EIS/EIR
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Response to Letter F18

Comment F18-1

M. Fritz Friedman Please see the response to Comment C9-2.
12749 Magnolia Bovlevard
Nortfi Hollywood, CA 91607 Comment F18-2
PRone 8310403  lax 88141801
July 10, 2001 Please see the response to Comment C9-3.
TSN S R 2053 U301
Sacraments,

VIA FAX: (916) €53-2134 - 10 Pages totat

for diseri %0 All Board Members: Mr. Allen M. Lawrence, Chadrman
mmmm:xm Mr. ]tremhh“!dmmnr R Kirk Lindsey;
Mrjmmw.tdhu M. Estetan E. Torres; Mr. Joha K. Eawson
Mr. Robert |. Remen, Executive Director

Re: LACMTA Sun fernando Valley East-West BRT

Dear Commissioners and Director:

On July 11, 2001 will be considering the the LACMTA

la wthe y::suasummvmynnm Rapid t plan, There
tes in (his DEIR/DEIS which nre sddeessed [n the numerous

mmen camments submitied to the MTA bymmnﬂected entities. [ would

those with respect o the'Calilornia Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA) htuy:rommed from e DEIR/DES,

Semmsndnpml‘m the CEQA Issues, the proposed project Is iliegal per se bicause

2 large portion of the funds utilized for the of the: t-of-Wi !lmlhe
BET would utilize were docived from 108 fiute, el ay Eeipe
Streels and Hi, ;hmyscudeucuuuvm.acnpyolmnmmmm

‘€. As set forth in the ballot propositis that ion
loa&{%@mammaﬁ&mmmﬁmmw funds for
20q te-0f-way, ca ulsition
ferhmwmmmmwrwwmmu by

ey w‘:gm-mmd unu:
were told that the bond funds woild be used for rall Enes and they approved of F£18-1

Section 2701.6 requires that exclusive butway coastructed oa such right-of-eay, be
mvmuuﬁlomﬂmm mmwmm

of section 2701.6, the vaEBmmnmbmvmmesrmwanuﬂn

mm«mzmsuammm Rmin!ymﬂmun&e
redrafting of the DEIR/DES 1o fully address the
eveyieual rall Line oo the SP ROW, vammmdlmmdhm.mmm
depth of community oppasition ajoug the entire cotridor, It lﬂrdyuunvdllbe
bmghltommmllwwmumdmmmmu the SP ROW becsuse
B0es not meet the voter imposed vequirements of section 2701.6. {woukd ask that
mcererrumgormesnmmmmmm«mmmmw
comply with section 2701.6.

. In adition to the complete sitence of the DER/DES oa the convension torail,he | £18-2
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eZ - 10, 2001
éhafumj?r?u?'mmn

130 violates nomerous subsections of California Public Utilites Code section 4

BRT
130265, a copy of which Is 210 attached hereto,

First, subxiivision (c) prokibits the construction of any “exclusive public mass transic
guideway” (other than deep bore subway) oue mile (o the east and west of Tojunga
Wash. There is no language in subdivision {c) that would Emit this restrictioa 10 rall.
The subdivision applies to any "guideway,” Le., any excluslve muss ransit route for
bus, train, light rail, etc. {the expansion to Include and therefore prohiblt the 31T s
¢lear from be omission of the rail reference in the phrase "exclusive public mass
transit (rall) guideway” as It Is found in subsacdon (z)). At least one option of the

BRT, the Chandler t, would use the SP ROW a5 & mass transit guldeway in the
uupmhiﬂtedbymm. b

b d, two of the proposed BRT stations, namely {1) the station at the intersection of
mmmmmw«wwmmtz)mwmmuonmmg

stipulates: “Jocated on pro wiiich is corrently part of the Los Angeles Valley Colicge
W«mmmmmﬂemmﬂd right-of-way located north of Burbank
Boulevard and east of Fulton Avenune®,

The victation of the siatute presented by the BRT may M to be grounds

e o e pfc, b eyt 8 B TS e e o
- 3 1

Specific Plan 3). 1t may also be xgufomplhmvdﬂ\ Federal ummw%v

{199
Standards and violate Federal Eavironmental Justice standands as well.

[ would request that the Commission obtain the advice of 1ts own counsel 10 the LAGMTA'S
flagrang di of Federal, State and local s1atutes. Fallure 10 do 3o will mean that, at &
dme of great crisis within gur Siate, the Transportagon Commission
will be comsmitting funds to a project that coutd be ted up in the Courts for years, waile
ather wansit aeeds o unaddressed,
lmuuuwmpmuymuwumnWatmmungmMy 11, 2001,
or if there {3 0o time aliored for public comments, to eater thls Jetter and Its
amachments Into the record. Thank you for your consiieration.

Flease call me at 818 761-4936 if you have sny questicas.

Sincerely,
L
. Fri

The Honorable Kevin Mureay, Fax: {916) 445-88%9
The Honorable john Dutra, Fax: 916-319-2020

Fi8-2
cont'd

F18-3

Comment F18-3

Land use impacts of the project on the North Hollywood-Valley Village
Community Plan are discussed in Section 4-1.3.1 of the EIS/EIR. Please
also see the response to Comment C9-42.

With respect to environmental justice concerns related to the Orthodox
Jewish community, please see the response to Comment C9-52.

With respect to the FTA Livable Communities Initiative, please see the
response to Comment G56-2.

San Fernando Valley

East-West Transit Corridor
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§2701
§ 2701. Short title

Thix chapter shall be known szd may be cited as the Pessenger Rall and

Clean Afr Bond Act of 1990,
(Added by S1aa.1999, ¢, 108, § 2)

Histerica) sad Bistutory Nates

Sccrions 1, S 1o 7 of Saex 199, & 108, pro-
vide:

“Sec. 5. {a) Seciion 2 of this act shall take
offect upon the adoption Yy tse volers of the
bmhllnddﬂnkhldlﬂd!m
| i) is Sectivn 2of tkis act. [Section 2,
submined 1o the volers a8 Prop. 500, was sp
iy o the primery slection on Jeow 8,

'(l;)m)dvﬂuuhlllhdd
wpun the by the vorus of the Paswen-

Bai) arwd Clean Alx Boad Ach of 1992, w st
[ 3 of this a1,
1:):::%‘0(»1!3::\#3?“
upon adogiion voitrs of the Pogen.
Rail and Clean Air Bond Act of 3994, s st
h in Sextion 4 of thi» act

“Ue) Scttion 4 of Odu act shal) b subusitied

provisions of
Gerverwenant Cods wod the Elwcticns Code gov-
wrning U sebmission of Eaures 1

i
¥
¥

§ “Whare the veting ta ihe siacriea s deae by
voling machines wsed purswars w
i evacier Sh carries 0wt (he bdewt of

thereof are in counplience with this ecetion.
TS gromal

:mh h-:;?:-um ki ‘A;ubxtmz.mdz:uul.au
Goveerurwar Code ond e Elections Code 17, subjeny 1o adoption dhoctocy, was
nmun:;: of ‘l: refected by The shectons al the peimary dection

held Juoe 7, 1918
Cross Releresces
Passrnpee Rail Ing Cotami At e Code § 12900 &t oy

§ 2701.01. Defiatitons

As used in this chapses, the following lerms have the following meanings:
{8) “Committce” means the Passenger Radl Finance Committee created

pursuant to Section 2701.12.
(b) "Departmant” mesns the D

of T "

i

(€} “Fund” means the Pamenger Rall Bond Fund created pursvant to

Section 2701.08.
(Added by Su.1989, c. 108, § 2)

CALIFORMIA O3
STRESTE MD NIOMAYS COa%
SECTION 2701-2702.02

31781. This chapter shall ba known and mmy be cited ap Lhe rasBARgeY
Rall and Clean Air Soud Ack of 1390,

A791.81. Aa used fm this chaprer, the following terms have tha
foliowing meanings:

[8) "Committue* means the Passenger Rall Finance Committes treated
purseant to Ssciion 3761.32. .

{d) "Department® weans the Department of Tratsportation.

{c) *Fund* wmeans the Passenger Rail Bond Fund crested purTsuant to
Seccion ¥701.0%.

A1P3.02. The legislatuve haw previded khat, in addixion to the one
biliion dollara’(#1,000,000,008} suthorised to this chapter,
the Passenger Rall and Clean Alr Sond Act of 1992 wil) be submitted
for voter approval for the issuance of additional bonds of one
billien dollars ($1,000,000,000) in 1992 and the Paszanger Rzil and
Clean Afr Bond Act of 1#34 will be sulmitted for voter approval for
the issusnce of additions) bonds of one billion dollars

($1,000,000,000) in 1994, for a toral 0f three billlon dollars
££3,000,000,000) .
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CALIFQRNTA COLES
ETREETS AND MIORWAYE OCDS
SECTION 1701, 05-2701.08

2761.05. 'The procceds of donds issued #nd gold pureuant to thim

chapter #hall b deposited In the pamsenger Rail hich e
hereby created. enger Rail Bond Pund, w!

3761.06. The money in the fund, upon appropristicm by the
Leginlature, shall be available, without regard to fiscal ysars, for
sequirition of tig'hu-o.'«nr. capitsl expendicures, snd acquisition
of rolling stock for intercity rail, commuter rail, and urbsn rail
transit and for capital improvements which directly support rail
transportation, including excliusive busways which sre converted
within 18 years after completion of coasstruction ioto vail Lines,
gua: ::pan:im to wnhance rail passenger service, and sultimodal
terminals.,

3701.07. The appropriscions for capital isprovewesta and
acquisition of rolling stock for Incercity rall, coemuter rwil, and
urban vell transit shall be used only on the following routes and
curcidoss end those epecified by statutes enacted by the Legislature:

(e} Intercity Rail.

11} Lox Rngeles-Sar Diego.

€3] Sanzs Barbara Coumty-Los Angeles.

{3} Los Angeles-Fresno-San francisco Bay arsa and flacrasento.
(4} San FPraceisco Bay area-Sacramento-Aubern.

(5) San Prancisgo-Bureka.

) Coomuter Rail, *
{1) San Prancisco-San Joss.

{2) San Jose-Cllroy.

{3} Gilroy-Meoterey.

{4} Btockton-Livermore.

{8} Orarge County-Los Angeles,

{6) Riversmide County-oxange County.

(T) San Sernacding County-Lom Angeles.

18] ventura County-San Feraundo Valliey-los Aageles.
{9) Saugus-LOa Angeles,

110} Q¢eanside-San Diego.

{11) Escondido-Coeanside.

113} Riveveids-Coschiella valley.

{13} Riverside-Los Angelas.

(14} Jackson-Sacramento.,

{13} Jackoon-Stockton.

{e) Urban Rail Tcaasit.

13} Eavramento.

{A} Roseville exteasion.

{B} Hezel exteamion.

{C] Meadowview excension.

{B) Arens excensisn.

{2} Ban Francieco Bay Area Rapid traneit bDistrict.
{A) Baytaix-East Livermote,

{8l Concerd-Zast Antiock,

{C) Prevcnt-varm Springs.

(D} Daly City-San Francisco Intsrmarionsl Adrpors.
{R) Coliseum-Oaxland Tnternational Airport.

{P) Richmond-Crockett.

(G} Werm Springs-San Josw.

{3) Alameda and Contra Costa Countizs.

{A] Pleasanton-Concord.

14} Santa Clars Counvy.

{A) Sunnyvale-Santa Clars.

(B} Jan Jose-Vasoni.

{C} BLace Highway Reute 237,

isg :: rr:ncltoc h:“’ and County.

A ensions, rovements, and addivions to the sncisco
Manicipal Rilway. $an Fx

(6} 8an Franclsco-Sante RooA-Soncos.

(7) Sants Crux County.

1A} Soarduslk avsa-University of californla ar ssnta Crus.

{8) 108 Angeles Metro Rail.

1) wilshire/Alvarado-wilehize/Western,

(B) Wilshire/Alvarado-Lankershim/Chandler.

(C) sam P do Valley ion.

(D] Union Gtation-State Highway Routes § and 730,

{x} ¥lishize/western-Wilshira/Gtate Highway Route 49%.

{9) Los Angeles County Rail Corridors.

{A) San Teznamdo valley.

{3) panadena-los Angeles,

{C] Cosstal Coxrider {Torramce Yo Sants Mokics).

{D) Santa Monick-LOf Angeles.

(F) State Highwsy Routn 5.

(V) Stace Nighway Route 110.

{10} Ban Diega County,

{x) 81 Cajon-Santee,

(Bi Downtown-Old Town.

{¢) Aivport-fPeint Loma.

{1 0ld Tosm-Mismion Valley.

(B) Nisslon Valley-La MNess.

{F) La Joila-Kiramar.

10) 014 Town-Oul Moz,

{#) Downtown-Racondido.

{1] Chula Vista-Otay Meas. .

{11) Fullerton-Irvime, with an extensicy from Santa Ana to
Stanton, and sn extonpion to Norwalk.

113) Riversida/San Reraardine to brange County, including
axtansions to Rediands and Hooet.

23103.08. At lwast i35 percent of the woney 1o the fund shall ba used
for invercity rail rposes and shall Be squitably expended on
iatareity rail carridors based on the relstive population served by
«ach cerridor.

San Fernando Valley
East-West Transit Corridor
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CALTFORNIA CODES ”
PUBLIC UTILITIES CODE
SECTION 138258-136265

139265 . In 1999, the los Angales County Tronsportotion Comslssion
odopted on approved San Fernando Volley roit rapid trensit route ond
plan gs described {n the Findings ond Mitigation Monitoring Progrom
adopted by the Los Angeles {ounty Tronsportation Commission on
Fehruory 28, 1999, a% on extension of metro rail or advonced
technology tronsit, other than light rofl, that s a deep bors submay
through residential aress, wnless modified through a subsequent
state or federal envir L review p + Therefore, the
following apply within the right-of-wy of the Surbank Branch Line of
tha Southern Pacific Railroad:

{a) In the area between the mestern curb of Wareltine Avenue ond o
1ine parallel to and 58 feet west of the western adge of the
Hollywood freemay, there shall not be constructed any exclusive
public woss transit rail guidemay, rail rapid tronsit or light reil
systes, of other track, other than os o subway system which 1s
covered and below grode.

(b) In the area describes in subdivision (c), no stotion shall be
constructed, other than o stotion where the main entrance {s locoted
on property which is currently part of the Los Angeles Valley College
campus oF on that portion of the existing roilrood right-of-may
tocated north of Burbank Boulevard and sast: of Fulton Avenue.

(¢) In the areo below Tujunga ¥ash ond at least one sile to the
east ond west of Tujunga Bash, there sholl not be constructed any
exclusiva public mass tronsit guidemay, rail ropid tronsit or light
vail system, or other trock, other thon os o subwoy using boring
technology os o deep bore subway lotated at least 25 feet below
gruum:. measured from the extsting ground level to the top of the
tunnel.

{d) This saction {s not intended to mondote the selection by the
Los Angeles County Transportotion Commission of eny tronsit route or
the construction of ony route configuration or aligmment, or to
prevent consideration by that comelssion of any sonorsil or other
advanced technology option on ony olternative route, but this section
is intended solely to define stotutorily the route configurotion and
alignment limitotions adopted locally by the Los Angeles (ounty
Transpartation Commission on February 28, 1999

San Fernando Valley page 7-350
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Comment Letter F19

Subject: RE: Pruposed BRT Public Commend
Date: Wed, 11 Jul 200) 19:03:33 0200
From: “Michel, Kevin® <MichelK @MTANET>
To: "Jacobren, Ken™ <Ken_lacobsen @mpaaarg>

Doar Wr. Jecobson, thanks for your couwents, which I will foxward to the
tesn preparing the Final Environmentul Impact geport. Yhe FXIR prepares a
comprehensive response to &1l the comsents received. 1 will not be sble to
address your speclfic concerns at this time. Thanka, Kevio

Kevin J. Michel, AICF, Tramsportation Planning Manager
L.A. County Metropolitan Trangportation Auchority

1 Gateway Plaza, Mall Stop 99-22-3,

Lon Angoles, €A 90012-2932

Phone: (213) 922-2854 Fax: (213) $22-3060

» e e-Qriginal Message-- -

From; Jocobsen. Ken [maiito:ken Jacobsentmpas.orq)
Sont: Wednesday, July 13, 2001 8:06 Ax

To: ‘Kevin michel'

Ce: Jacobsen, Ken

Subject: Proposed HRT

Deox Kevin,

Thank you for appearing at the Woodcrest Bchool on Monday evaning and facing
the wrath of ny neighbors vhile sttempting to explein the proposed e
project. 7T alamp thank you for exterding the time to comment on this project
and request you iske py corwente aveilable to the WTA Planning compittes as
well as the fuyll Board.

¥y rasidance addrass fa 19562 Calvert which seans my property backs up to
the North edge of the proposed BRT betwsen Corbln end Tamps, while 1
understand the nesd to creste bstter public transportation options in che
San Fernando Valley and hate to becoms & NIMAY, T am concerned about this
project for the followlng reascns:

1. Bafety of children whe bave becoma uowd te using this right away to walk
on, ruft an snd just sixply play on. They have becoms accustosad to no
Igager baing worried aboul sny conveysnce traversing cthis right swey.

2. The Iimpeet upon local businesses such as the Red Barn and Terry's Lunber
which have surved this coammunity fo5 many years.

3. The impact the local sitation at Tanpa will have upon parkiag snd sratfic
in my neighborhood. I can't imagine the riders will not stliwrpt to park on
the vff gtyeets and take the bus. This will increese congestion
substantially and make it difficult and dangerous fur me and py neighbors to
attempt ko drive out of our nelghborhood which has limited egress and access
streets. Thosa who don't perk will be dropped off which mesnn cars stopping
in & confined area that already suffers from tra?fic overlced and a high
intersection accidenr rate.

4. The logect upos my sanity during constxuction and before the sound walls
mre Up. Thers will have to be & substantial Incresse in noise and in dirc
and duet pollution while the conscruction in ongoing.

The porential aagatlive affecc upon the value of my property. This is

S.
difficult to predict and wiil dopend £o & graat extent upon how affectiva l F1g_5
1

the project im in cresting soand protection and stiractive landscaping.
mMisSC say, howavar, it is hard to lmagine that locking az an 8' sound wall

Response to Letter F19
Comment F19-1

Please see the response to Comment E6-4.

Comment F19-2

The Red Barn will not be affected by the project. Terry Lumber will be
displaced for the station and park-and-ride lot at Reseda and relocation
assistance will be provided.

Comment F19-3

Mitigation measures are proposed at the intersection of Tampa/Topham to
reduce significant impacts to levels less than significant. As stated in
Section 3-4.3, Parking Mitigation Measures, LADOT will monitor the
spillover parking situation around these stations and implement mitigation
measures if it is to cause inconvenience to residents.

Comment F19-4

The commenter is correct in noting that the construction process will
produce increased noise, dust and other inconveniences. However, in the
course of planning the steps to be undertaken in the construction process,
full consideration of potential mitigation measures will be done, including
the placement of soundwalls early in the process, thereby providing
shielding to adjacent sensitive receptors for the remainder of the
construction process. With regard to dust, SCAQMD dust control
procedures, as prescribed in Rule 403, will be employed by the construction
contractor.

Comment F19-5

Please see the response to comment C9-5.

Comment F19-6a

As currently drawn, in this reach of the corridor, the soundwall would be
located approximately 8 feet inside the MTA right-of-way, or 8 feet beyond
the existing private property line.

San Fernando Valley

East-West Transit Corridor
EIS/EIR
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Comment F19-6b

The MTA will install and maintain landscaping on both sides of the
soundwall. In addition, while the wall would need to be approximately 12
feet higher than the busway in order to mitigate noise impacts, where

pinced upon a4 ¢ berm will enhance propexty values. AL the same time the
wall is sbaslurely necegsary or the sound will rake oy proparty uniivadie. | F19-5
1 am aiso worried about an increase in local air pellution from the mirber

of buses projecled to pass bohind my home each day, ! . . .
. u:‘ pre "“m :“'"t u»: “”: . d:y  os wable co ok cont'd possible, an approximately 4-foot earthen berm would be built up around
. uge o e SIRGH O Deecing las! 1i1 . was ® LO AS . . . .
. 1 4111 2 f commen! d
mascions, 1 caslize vou wili xeceive 4 lerge srount of comsnte and =my | £4Q 6 the base of the soundwall, reducing the visible height of the wall to 8 feet.
following:

A, How much distance will be botween Lhe sound wall/teynm and my property
line?

b. What steps will be taken to reduce the eyesora effect of the aound
wall/bexm on the side whick laces my proporty?

¢, Row will access Lo the area between the sound wall/berm and my properey
be controlled? {st the sdjaining atreats of Tampa and Corbin - The telephone
and power peoplie now use this «rwa to provide needed service to the lines
behind my house).

Unfortunately, at this tima 1 cannot support the full BR? project as
propascd and request that cthe MTA board adopt one of the alterratives,

Thank you,
Xennath A. Jacobsen

19562 Calvert St.
Tarzana, Ca, 91)3§

San Fernando Valley page 7-352
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Response to Letters F20 to F81

Comment Letter F20 The commenters’ support for the Chandler Boulevard Alignment is noted
SCANNED for the record.
N RNe
Roger B. Huntman 4 ,1 f)
6259 Lubao Avenuc 17wt
Woodland Hills, CA 91367 %
(818) 884-4348, ImAfishin@acl.com S

Fax: (818) 884-02%

June 3, 2001

Mr. Kevin Michel

Los Angeles County
Meftropelitan Transit Authoxity
One Galeway Plaza

Eos Angeles, CA 90012-2952

Dear Mr. Michel,

The conceps of the Burbank-Chandier line would be an improvertent aver the
now baren desolation &t the end of my street in Woodland Hills.

Where comunutess discard their hitter by day and trucks dump their trash by
night and graffiti vandals ply their trade on the still in-place train signal
boxes, the artist’s rendering would be 3 welcome sight indeed. The Culver
Bivd. median leading to Marina del Rey is an example to be emulated.

With Jess pollution through clean-buming, fuct-cficient quict busses, an
increasing valley population using public transportation means less cars on
the road, comsmuters beating the high price of fuel and a less streasful
commune with no parking worrics at the end. Finally, we may all see LA,

it’s a win-win, So, why the NIMBY dialogue? Why should the few stand in
the way of the majority who would benefit from such a sound project? '

Given time, prople will adapt without the added burden of the costly
construction of a pedestrian underpass. That's a subway we don’t need!

Cott=

San Fernando Valley page 7-353
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Comment Lelter F22

SCANNED
e IN RNC
Azneita
6218 Tunacy Avaza i ”
Taruave, Califoexia 91333 s
Kevia Mickad, Project Museges
RE: DENSR

T have read the DEIS/R for the parposed Sas Fernando Valley Bast/West Treesit Comidor Project,
Ukave also Jooked very close st the ilustralcd brochure. We have drivea tha route st Jifferent
fimes of the duy and boun. | thisk the project would help elininme raffic congestion and will be
8 greal service 10 out valley. 1 would like to sdd, if we hrve Tampa Avenue 25 one of dse
stops,the 0o parkiag 3igns in the residentisl arame should he removed. ‘The sigas wone up and
Tacpa becwroe s fieewny,  Familics bave a0 place to park when coming home from work, The
parents sce ruaning. 87055 Tampa with children in the moming hoors b0 drive tem 1 school,
They had no whers to park when coming homo from work. Diner guests have no placo to park.
This is a residential area, & place for families aed chifdren. The moming hour traffie was sharod
with Corbin before then signs went up. Would appreciste yous halp.

Thank you,

S~/ i v, e Y

Aansite Millee

Comment Letter F23
g £ d‘c'n:;;z ante
Ferth Itc'-uz-ood, o
Juns 5, 2001 xer

Xr, Kevia ¥ichel, g,/

»a: Transportit:d:
# ?‘;:n-: ;::u- ;é-za-s Y Eali
Los Angeles, Ca 900

Dear lr. ¥ichels:

I built my homa at above address in 0, Just one blook up
on Gantry Avenus, Up till now it has besn a wonderful place
to live, X am now years ald and dissbled, After 60 yeara,

%e have had traind on Chandler Boulevard Street cars and now
busas.Nons has tothered any of us.X have a neightor next door
that hias besa hers 50 years, There desms to be & certhen mob
now that 1s trylng to run our Valley, Changsing the name was
bad enough.

Ky neiglev u\dtn}l}J. :huaehudrlucrgll.d the ratlroad tracts and

no cne syer got hur 6 went to Jr. High as well as High school

Plsyed iz the Band £t both Places and did planty of uré‘hhin.(. *
r

We need Transpertatios on Chandler. #hy oan one bunch of people
run City Hall. T am sick and tired of it for ons. J4lso others. -

After reading the paper decided to write you. Hope you realize
what I am saying, ¥ are not trying to run thers lives and they
do not have to run surs,

Hops you oonsider what cartddn things moan %o s, 0ld Tisers,
Thanking you in advande, I remsin

sor Retiined

P31 Exsuse errors
ac 9
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Group F - Individuals

pehugelrs CaonTy Tramprlatron Hrbers &

Oac €alrvwey Mz g
aa.wmdFeon iINGGPR TN JUN22 2001
APL Bagrler. cy Foeig,

P ny e g 4] June 19, 2001

| totelly support the MTA EsstWest Valley Bus Plan EIR. As @ senior who lives
Just 3 houses south of Chandler Bivd betwesn Coidwater Canyon and Bellaire, |
can only sas bensfits for myself and the community, especially now when we
are afl experiencing 80 much gridiock on the freeways and sireels.

Since the compietion of the North Hollywood Station | have been iaking the Red
Line downtown (o the Music Center and to the downiown libvary. When the
Chandier Bus Route is approved | can then leavs my car at home and take the
bus 1o the stalion instead of driving o the slation first.

Many of my immediate neighbors including thoss who are members of the
Shaarey Zadek Congregation insist that the value of our housas will bae reduced
by 30% and that the buses will run avery 5 minutss twertty four hours 8 day.
Neither of these statements have been varified as far as | know.

What | do kniow Is that, except for the past 4 Or 5 years. freight trains and buses

1 fae] that thoss who ¢ vehemently cpposs this lan or want to dump i on
Oxnard Street or Burbank Bivd. ane ignoring the traneportation needs of all our
cifizens.

| urga you 1o suport this pian.
Eaythe Goodwin
5336 Alcove Avenue

North Holtyweod, CA. 81607

Comment Letter F7

SCANNED
IRMG
LACMTA
Aucation: R Miche Y
Quieway Plars
Maifstop 99373 7/"/1
LA 90012- 2952
Dear Mr, Michel,

We are strongly In faver of the Al BRT along the Chandler Boulevard median.
The San Famando Valley desperstoly needs this exclusive busway w help
aliovinte traffic. We believe that during the current encrgy crisls, the MTA, should
do its part to help. You should insorporate sclar panels into the canopies that sre
over the platforms st each station.

Respecthully,
David und Eva Shiuker

11739 Addison at.
North Hollywood, CA 91607

San Fernando Valley |
East-West Transit Corridor

METRDO EISIEIR

page 7-357
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Comment Letter F28

SCANNED
1N rMe

LACMTA
Attention: Kevin Michel
1 Gatewsy Plaza

Mailstop 99-21-5 3/:71 /vl

L.A. 90012- 2952

Dear Mr. Michel,

We are strongly in favor of the full BRT along the Chandler Boulevard medi
The San Fi do Valley despermtely peeds this exclusive busway to help
alleviatn traffic. It would be convenient for us to wse the BRT to connect to the
Red Line terminal in North Hollywood on our way to work, We believe that the
MTA should incorporate solar pancls into the canopics that are over the platforms
a1t exch station.

Respectfully,

Julie and Kurt Zimmerman
4259 Stern Ave.
Sherman Oaks, CA 91423-4126

Comment Letter E29
N me

Leryrr el JUN22 2008
Nortk Boltyweod, Califorsis 91606

June 20, 2001

Dear Mr. Michel,

{ s 3 homeowncr on Oxnard Strezt and stiendod the meeting a3 Laure! Hall on June 13 1
was extremely plessed 10 hear that you feis the MTA bus line was best suited on Chandler
Boulevard. Thank You. 1 did oot get & chanca to speak at the mecting because of time
constoaints, $0 | am enclosing # letter ! am sending 1o Mr. Haon. | am suse you ae already sware
of all the facts and issues | address in my letter, but still feit you should have a copy.

A=A 1

METR

San Fernando Valley

East-West Transit Corridor
EIS/EIR
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Group F — Individuals

Comment Letter F31 Comment Letter F32
\J JUJ

JUN25 2001 SCANRED
, ) SCANNED
Elizabeth C. Florio 1N RMC ST ELLE A VAL BAUELA HANG
5339 Hermitage Avenue, #4 o
_ S R LTS 1111
valtey village, CA 31607 BP9 CYAVIY - R

WOATH HOLLY S EOHD. La 3168

June 21, 2001
June 21, 200t
Mr. Kevin Michel, Transpostation Planning Manager
itan T i th
g::'g:'m PT:::WMM“ Authority Mr. Kevin Michel, Transportatior Planning Manager
Los Anqeles, CA 900122952 Metropolitan Transportation Authority
! One Gateway Plaza
RE: Support of the San Fernando Valley East-West Transit Corridor Los Anqeles, CA $0012-2952
! RE: S 1 of the San Fi do Valiey East-West Transit Corridor
Dear Mr. Michel: .
As a very concerned citizen of the San Fernando Valley, | would like to Dear Mr. Michel:
voke my support of the San Fernando Valley East-West Transit Corridor As 2 very concerned citizen of the San Fernando Valley, | would like 10
Prolect. voice mv support of the San Fernando Valley East-West Transit Corridor
We are very aware of the transportation problems we face here in the Project.
Valley and {t Is now time to take a stand. After reviewing the DEIS/R , We are very aware of the transportation problems we face here in the
1 would llke to state thas | am definitely in favor of the Chandier Busway. Valley and i Is now time to take a stand. After reviewing the DEIS/R .
Thank 1 would like to state that | am definitety In favor of the Chandier Busway.
nk you.
Thank you.
Sincerely, Yyou.

s ¢ Gl Dot flhs

San Fernando Valley page 7-361

East-West Transit Corridor
Yl EIS/EIR



Group F - Individuals

Comment Letter F33
Los Angeles County Metropolitan TranspBRatie

0.8, Department of Transportation Federal Transit Admlnuthon

San Fernando Valley East West Transit Corridor
Bus Rapid Transit Draft Environmental Impact Statement<eport
METRO

COMMENTS s
Muhwmmmcmhmmmn&w Suwnmu/&cpm(b!lsmnn

the Sun. Famando Valley East-West Comdor. You may discuss any sipect of the project in which interested
sndior specific iteaw related (o te DEISR. " youem
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Group F - Individuals

Comment Letter F35

Jume 23, 2001
To: LA Times Valiey City Desk

Regarding the une 25™ articte ~ Orthodox Jews Fight the Busway...”, I'd tike ta clarify a few
m.np “The Orthodox Jews slong the Chandler corridor continue to tum this imo a religious
issve, Thmm'lfﬂmmnMnhmquoﬂbﬂoﬂymod.mﬂdtheyma
idor throagh their community?™ has a not so subtie ring of persceution... but
mmmmmmmmnm 1 gew up in Northem Indisns where
thers iy a large Amish populstion. There would be ro such thing as the Indiana Tollrosd or the
interstate highways if they did not go through Amish communities, and, 1 might add, it has st
destroyed them a3 the scare tictic of “financial conzuliaat”™ Amnon Charash suggests, Also, the
figure of “6000” Orthodox Jews residing within the § % mile stretch of Chandler i1 & gross
exaggention.
Not memicned in this article is that the proposed route is slong the former Southern Pacific
railroad right-of-way where traing ran for many years. This land is awned by the MTA, paid for
by taxpayers. THIS IS NOT THEIR PRIVATE PROPERTY. Dedicated busianes dere, as
ded in the Envi } Impact Study, serve the grester good for the entire Valley.
By nat being in mixed tmaffic, transit bese svould be fastes, more reliable, and safer twn other
aliermatives.

if indocd Mayor-clect James K. Hahn believes that A p ion corridor alnng Chandler
Boulevard is simply the wrong project for this ares.” then what does be suppoct? I bope Hakn ia

Judy Price
Valley Glen B18/787-9946 (phone)  $187787-4270 (Gax)

¢c: Superviser Zev Yaroalavaky, M. Kevin Miclm!(MTA), Mr. Ervin Polka(FT A},
Mayor-elect James K. Hahn -

Comment Letter F36

June 25, 2001

To: The Duily News Vallcy City Desk
Re; MTA/Valley busway fssue (Waiting for the bus, editorial &/1501)

It s corract that the San Fernando Valley has failed to achieve an effective mass transit system.
1f the population growth projections hold true, mihuwrmnopud\mllprweiobetw
litte, o kute. [ agree with the Daily News, we must start /ere and that st
be what the MTA has proposed: dedicsted busianes on ihe former Southern Pacific railroad
right-ol-way, slready owned by the MTA. Bymtbelngilmiuélnﬁw mithetewouldbe
famrmnlublc and safer than other alieriatives. This would

o ull the wities slong it with 8 gresnbelt and » bike puth running from
Lankershim B, scross the Valley floor 10 Wamer Center. Also, the residents along this route
wﬂdhaﬂenhwmbalﬂﬁpﬁonwﬁmmdhd«s ‘This is not an option for a proposed
altornate, Oxnard 8¢ whers this would put the buses in mived triflic The MTA Eavirctmentsl
Impact Raport (EIR) states the impact would be worse along the Oxnard alignment than along
Chandler BL, which is the segnert from Lankershit Bl. (o Ethel (near Fulion ),

Tha Chandler community snd their sctivist organization, Concerned Citizens Transit Coalition
have been lobbying, cumpaigniog, and rallying to promote the Oxnard route for the sole purpose
of getting it out of their backysnl jt's as if those along the railway right-of-way belicve it is
Privase property. . theirs

Some have oppoved both options and wan an alternative that was explored bt not
recommenided by the MTA: Tmasportation Systemss Management (TSM) which would simply
udd more buses to the existing comidors. This i3 at best 2 short term fix for s long term problem
and will once again shortchange the valley.

MTA's project manager, Kevin Miche! kas dooe a terrific job of getticg out into the community
0 sxpinin the MTA report and to snewer questions. He has faced much hastility s these
reighborhood mestings but kas urged people to participate in the pricess. By Mtending the
public hearings (June 21, $-8P, Pierce College and June 26, 5-8P, Valley College), Valley
cltizens can be both bener informed and bave their voices heard.

The Daily News is right that improving the quality of tife for all will require better public
transportation.., and the time is pow.

Judy Price

Valley Glen B18/787-9946 (phone)  $18/787-4270 (fax)

cc: Sapervisor Zev Yaroslaveky, Mr. Kevin Micke{(MTA), Mr. Ervin Polka(FTA),
Mayoar-eloct Jamnes K. Hahn

San Fernando Valley

East-West Transit Corridor
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IRY N
Mr. Kevia Mickel June 26, 2001 aINNYDS

ACTMA
éﬁ cﬂn”‘faf}AFI;aifz
Emil Sy Foars]
Dear Sic:

My hushand and I emnbstically swpport the Busway from North
Boliywood to Waraer Center, Wa've been homeowmers for well over
20 years in what's now Yilley Glen, vary near the provosed Bugway.
When we moved Beze we koew it was right of way bactuse thers wers
treins still rusning on it.

T also have heen & hescider for over 40 years in Los Angeles,
usmf Santy Monics, RTO/NTA and now the BSK every day. Yallay
busriders face ton! walts for buses and increasing transfer costs
»s we wait amid poliution-loophole SUV fumes for our amcient
heurly bus to show up.

The optonents of seunsible use of this welleknown loag-established
tuhlie righteof-way cite vague non-specific perscnsd and “uabience®
issues only, They should not Bave discomnted the existence of a
railway vight-of-wey when they putchased property, As to pollstion,
wodera CNG-powered duses do not nnllut' in the wiys permitted to
SUV*s. Buses will help sklevinte tryffic congestion if they are
»ade attractive to vsers as this ncnestreet route will be, lessening
vagreit use of the corridor smd thuy the ovotential for trime.

Why should these opoonents in effect add this public-owsed pight--
of-wsy to their propertiesa?

Plesse give us belesguered busriders s bresk, support the Buswayl

Most s rely,

¢ et
(:nol.m_g:,sun:.y
P.O.Bax 56913

Sterman Osks, CA 91413
& M Ervin Pilfa
s‘f‘*“’:f”f Lev y«vslwsf-’

Lus sigttve Lounty Metrcpoman Irans plESMLLL G =Gl BRI
U.S. Department of Transportation Federal Transit Administralio

San Fernando Valley East Wesl Transi Cairidor
Bus Rapld Transit Dratt Envk ) impact

&t /Report

LR COMMENTS ¢
+lone use this page 1o suburi your coummants about the Draft Enviroemental lmpect StatementReport (DEISA)
the $20 Fornamdo Valley Bast-West Corvider. You-mey discuss any aspect of the project im which you are interesied
andfor specific Rema related to e DEISR.

¥ 4

1 was disappointed, thought not susprised, at the indedpess of most of
thase who com the sati-MTA moh &t the transit carridor hearing st Valley College
on June 26%. Al they could see Is their own personal nesds.

Thers is s grester need. The need of the whole comemunity is that we move
people more efficieatly east-west through the Valley, or the whole Valley will suffer
and they with ft.

Yon've come Lip with & godd plan that serves that greater need. Ifwullcn!
neighboerhood NIMBYs io continually shout down wh Jtematlve is prop
notking will get dooe, and we will ali suffer.

1 bope you, the politicians and the transit suthorities, will have the cowsge and
wisdom 1o Jook beyond the placards and do what's right for the prester govd of the whole
Don*t be intimidated by irmtional Theie are plenty of us out here
who believe in your reasoned spproach. Approve the Chandler route fir the East-West
copridor.

(¥ necesasry, plse e canlinvs your convmeals oa ihe reverse aide of this paper,)

To recoive informztion regarding the Ean Fermande Vafley Evs! West Transit Contdor Bos Rapld Transit DETSAR, plesse
comploln s fafarmatisn below.

TORN_[<R) 2£C Phone; T2 - 28 oYY

At {3615 Dy ST

VAN NUYT “State: Zip: UL
E-aail Addoass: dberizele € agf - Covn
Plonse rotorn by ity 3, 2001 b
MTA, Kovin Mickel, Project Maneger, One Pars, NS 90-22.5, Loe Angeles, CA 500122062,

3 Galensy.
(243 9223084 Fex; (213) 922-2080

San Fernando Valley
East-West Transit Corridor
l:ISIEID - " — .
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Comment Letter F39

This is a duplicate of Comment Letter F37.

This is a duplicate of Comment Letter F38.

Comment Letter F40

San Fernando Valley
East-West Transit Corridor
"EEy EIS/EIR
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Comment Letter F41 Comment Letter FZ

As £ BEVELOPMENT £0. ING. — Jupe 27,2008
4128 Suniend Boulevard
' Sun Valley, CA §1382 Mr. Kevin Michel
Phone 818-771-0140 Fax 8187710144 TLos Angeles County MTA
Jme 27, 2001 Emeil sgsweviQearthiinicast One Galcway Plaza
22" Floor, MS 99.22-5
Los Angeles, CA 90012
Kavin J. Michel
Tm.pumﬁo? Planning Manager Re: Draft EIS/R for the proposed San Fernando Valley East West Transit Comvidor
One Gatewny Piaza
Los Angeles, CA 80012-2052 Dear Mr. Michel,
Via Facsimile: 213-922.2000
' Thank you for this opy ity to review the proposed project. Tam & strong supporter of
Rs: MTA Meeting. June 20, 2001 st Valiey Colioge. mass transit sind 1 support the preferred Chandler Boulevard alig This ahemative
. is supericr 10 the Oxnard alternative because buses will trvel s mentioned in the
Dear Kevin: gv;mnennl document in the dedicated right-af-way to Woodland Hills. The proposcd
. Cotlege Public Meeling. I'm segmend is traveiling with mixed flow trailic that will continu to have a poor
.m,l %m amm:n:u':m ot the Valley College Meeting level of secvice. Futue traffic conditions on Oxnard Street will confinue to deterirate,
Lest ovening. She lek i the bresk st 2:00 p.m. and she informed me there wers restricting waffic flow, if this ¢ is adopted. ‘The Chandler Altemative is much
il 8 big of 1o be heard. safer, hat fewer schools and pedestrian traffic than Oxnard Street, although some
batch of cards oppon:;m on Chandler would think otherwise, The opponents on Chandier Boulevard
on the . our impression 8 1 what heppaned, are self-centered, don't Jet & few seff-contered people ruin the projoet for the majority
Tmh' mmmebm stnmmmm;ym:dl who support this project.
Chandies Corridor which is airesdy ownad
strongly sbout ulkizing the - A sl | ad et o e prjes. consema b el e b, Will e b
intend to have pecpie al the MTA hearing on July Ploses a live time table schedule providing resl-time bus amival times at csch siation? Will
&uﬂ:m- bﬂ:flkdhood of the MTA Hearing being held on July 26* there alsc be rubberized asphalt wsed in segments where noisc miligation is required?
ot 600 am Rubberized asphalt can d noise levels when used in conjunction with soundwalls
and or earthen beems,

Ttook forward (o the grand opening of this segment shong Chandler and I sincerely hope
the Chandler Boulevard alt is adopted by MTA in the upcoming meeting.

Sweet
of Transportstion ] Sincevely,

Chambers of Cormmeros
o o oo Ve Gl g
. " Robert I,

12249 Collins Strect
Nonk Hollywood, Ca 91607-1769

San Fernando Valley ’ page 7-366

East-West Transit Corridor
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Comment Letter F43

T M Miche) Junz 2001 Sue 37299

I weted to bt poo feew Aol ory
w Orfhelc Sew wg,x‘(mwn"- I,M

”2:;

G(m qrsﬂ F n‘ J
Les fngeler clu w‘r/ food) toam, ,#n
q[frmuf‘w'J Iifee 'ﬁf" ”W""

cm fo Syt 4o ,n]«%

Comment Letter F44

This is a duplicate of Comment Letter F43.

San Fernando Valley
@ East-West Transit Corridor

PEEXXS EIS/EIR
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MARILYN WEISS ALPER

15229 Magnola Bivd. #D  CR ~07-0094-CR
Sherman Oaks, Ca 91403 GRNERAL CoMMENTS

(818)905-0261

LA County
Metropolitan Transportation Authority
One Gateway Plaza . . N
Los Angeles, CA 50012-2952
June 28, 2001 R

, My
(als0 sent by e-mail)

AN .

Desr MTA, - NS . e

é\;w accopt this e-mail as & public comment sbout the proposed San F@ This is a duplicate of Comment Letter F45.

First. 3 would like to spplaud your efforts. Tha Valiey needs repid transit. The
Metro Red Line is s great addition. 1t is 100 bed it could not be extended Fitrther.
It it also too bad thet commoters in the Valley do not have easy access to it

Second. Tund d the battle t the diiTerent home owner groups and
their respective interests. 1 believe that the proposed b y down Chandier is the
best alternative. Chandler is a wids street and can more oasily accommodate
sdditional aaffic.

However, the worst result would be if the batils among the different groups leads
to nathing being done. Such stagnation may pacify each individual group, bt
fails to take into socount the entire community, Year afier year [ have watched
proposals for rapid transit be stopped by individual or group intesests that de not
take into account tha greater good.

Please make sure that what ever plan is acceptod results in prompt action. The

Valley has waited for years 10 have rapid tansit. "NIMBY'ISm” should not be
permitted Lo stop additional rapid transit.

-

44

San Fernando Valley page 7-368
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Comment Letter F47

Salazar, Marlana
Froar: Michal, Kevin
3 Friday, June 20, 2001 5:27 PM .
2t mmuw.mmmmﬂxanmwmw
Bubject FW: Chandier 8us Route Proposal

please ssa DRIR comwents below, thanks, kurin

~Original 9
Froe: Custamsr Selations
Sant: Wednesday, June 27, 2001 5109 MM
To: Michel, Xevin
Subjuct: FW: Chandier Bus Raoute Proposal

Attached are conmenls regarding the San Fernando Valley East-West Transit Corridor Project
which wers received in Customer Relations,

Thank yau,

Beriha Bruner

Costoser Relstions

~==-=-0crkpinal Message--——--

From: Customsr Relations

Sent: Wednesday, June 27, 2001 5:0% PN
To: "gezryjimdearthlink.nett

subject: RE: Chandler Bus Rnute Proposal

Thank you (oF your e-maj) cosaenis regarding tha proposod San Trrnando Valley East-West
-snsit Corridor Project. A capy Bas been Lorwsrcded to the Froject Nansger for inclusion
. the study file.

ATA Customer Relstions

original Me.
From: Qerryiimdearthiink.ner {mailtozgerry)islearthlink.net}
Sent: Morday, June 25, 2001 9:99 A
To1 cuseomerrelntionsfuta.net
subject1 Chandler Bus Route Proposal

1 juoet want te lend my support to tha proposed Chspdler bur route
proposal, 1 resd abeot the concessions MIA is waking a8 Lo the timud
wplk, don't walk cgossings on Friday svenings. the mid-bleck crossings,
the bricges, beautification, wnd fesl you have bent ovez backwards to
appeass the Orthedox Jews. Thay are out of line,

Cearaid Orcholski
Pasadens, Californis

Comment Letter F48
1 Uz Ul

SCANNED
Marcia Mednick & Associates I RMC

Tune 29, 2001

Mr. Kevin Michel

Lou Angeles Counly Trassportation Authority
One Galewsy Plara

22* floor, MS 99-22.5

Loa Angeles, CA 50012

Dear Me, Michel:
Thark you for the ogportunity 1o review the ETR/ELS for the San Fernando Valley East-West
Transht Corvidor,

(hddwpdvilcpiomenncmiom,rwﬁulmciwofwAnugle;,onlho
Los Aageles County Transportatien Commission from $985 - 1989 during the evaluation of
several potential alignments for tight rail across the San Fermando Valley. Based on this

experiexce - and many years of living and working in the San Feraando Villiey - [ have the
following comments on the EIR/BIS and the decisions 10 be made by the MTA.

Transpostadion toites scross the San Fernanda Valley have been discussed, studicd, debated,
and argued for the past twenty yeart As you have indicated, (p.5-45), over the laxt seveateen
feass, many route snd technology alicmatives have been malyzed 1o find 1 visble transit
ernative for the San Fernando Valley, These have all lod to the determingtion that the SP
Right of Way is the best route for trantit serving the 1.4 million residents of the San F d
Valny.

During these studies, resideats in portions of the right of way repestedty asked that the coridor
be used for buses rethes than for grade separsiod or st-grade trains. Ger lime, the proposed
techoology has beea scaled down Gom grida separated rail to xarface Kight rail snd now to &2-
rade, clean fucied buses operating withia their owa landacaped right of way. These residents
continie 10 protest, and it is their right to do so. However, their basic concemns have been
sddressed, The present technology is non-inirusive. The mitigstion meansres are extensive,

pmmyomhpmiemdbrtb-SPV(mmm%)mumuuimpkmmmionofl
sapid transit system that will divert people from passenger cars. As the BIS/EIR notes, {p 1-8)

‘The entiro San Fernando Valley is suffering fom foa today. C ion that will onky

5724 Yalerie Avenue. Woodland Hills, CA 91367 « Phone: (818) 888-9417 « Fax: (8)8) 833-9607

San Fernando Valley
East-West Transit Corridor

'Y EIS/EIR
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the Ventura Freawsy iy congested for much of the day and is one of the most
freoways in Southern California, Reliefis nrgeluly meded!! And It is imply ot ﬁuibleto
construct the eight new lanes needed in each dit 18 COng

end anticipated growth.
Attemalives Conidered

The “build” sltemative in the SP right of way can provide some relief to alleviate the maffic
congestion in the SFV. Any varistion - such as the Lankershim/Oxnard on-streel alignment -
which takes the bus off the exclusive bus right of way or the MOS i less desirabie. Studies
conducted in the late 1980's for light rail in the SP right of way included analysis of an Oxnard
Street diversion to avoid Orthodox Jewish community facilities east of Coldwater Canyon and

idences and other ity facilities along the diagonal portion of the right of way, This
opticn was dropped because:

3) The street ng?nofmywnmmdce\oud\wprwde for & now trensportation

mode without seriousty i ing the \g carTying capacity and the on-street
yuhn;neededbyﬂl:rmdmu.

b) The residential and community facitities stong Oxnard Street would be impacted 1o
2 greater degree of severity that would those alovg the SP right of way because there
wis little or no opportunity fx environmental protections or mitigation,

The minimum h) is not acceptable as an akemative b

a) It will 201 generate sufficient ridership to make sn impact on traffic,
b) It will sot hetp the populstion living west of Balboa Boulevard.

Onplges-M you have estimated the nutime for BRT at 28.8 mirwtes and the runtime for the

/Oxnard ali ®ILSmi However, In 1 footnote, you that
lhal.nd&ershmﬂ)mudmibmdmmddddvdwwmmmmmwm
sirert and iotersection eonuumn Your own figures show an anticipated 30 percent increase ln
employment, more than 20% increase ia population, 19 percent increase in toeal daily vehicle
11ips and 44 percent increase in vehicle mites traveled by 2020. This will, ungquestionably, have
2 negative impact on the running time for axy portions of the toute that share street spece with
other vehicles., m-!soaddxlmwmkyofulumutywuhmpeamtlemvelum R
should be clearly indicated in the Financi

As you know, it is exceediogly difficuky 10 eatice people out of their own ears and onto public
wansportation. One of the major inceatives that we can offer is the certainty of trip time.

B it runt in a dedi ‘d;hdmywpmmuaguhonﬂmmudnam
the BRT akernative offers 3 urons incentive totbanpnph vd\a are currently iraveling by car.
Conversely, uncertsinty und [ ness,

§.2-2.3.3 Concept Design.

Certain communities along the right of way bave exp 4 aver the p of
soundwalls. The MTA should evaluste and contider the benefits ofuun;aﬁdnmml
landscaping as 2 noise barrier i portions of the righs of way or along the entire route.

2-2.3.4 Tranxit Priority

I\Mbﬂnﬁdﬂuun-mmﬁcmsmSmFernandon.Heyhhnvymholh
dlrectione in the ng and afler g peak bours. This presents 3 challenging
mymhlbmmdmﬁummyuﬂmﬂ:ngnﬂmm Frequeatly, the
son-traditiona commute, i.¢., west in the momirig and ésst In the p.m. peak hours, seems 10 be
beavier but of sharter duration than the “raditional commute route®,

2.23.5 Station Locations snd Concept Design

The EIR shows Park and ride facifities at only six of the eleven station stops amounting to
3,000 parking spaces. This is not acceptable. In order to generste ridershilp, secure, aceessible
and nelghborhood compatible parking must be provided at aif stations

The BRT has the potential to capture the person who is now driving. In arder for 1his potentizl
o be activated, there must be convesigat &0cesy to the line! If tkis potential rides cannot
conveniently access the station {meaning finding a parking space), but insiead must take s
mndmglmlnlhBRTllne,thcymtlnotpvewunww hrhn;spmmubma
financial investment for the MTA than station

Comments on partiular stations;

Van Nuys Boulevard,

mmmmmmuuumw:mwthm. do Valley Admint
Center, and the station, as proposed, would be an & 10 the sesthesi oflhfom«

SP right of wey. However, pmdnudmmlmlureutm!mdumbmnhpmpond
station and the Administrative Center, the Sylmar Mall should be extended south fram its
present termination to the station,

Sepulveds Transit Center
The EIR does not discusa signags identifiying tho station Jocations. In locations such as the

Sepulveds Transit Center, which would not be readily visible from Sepulveda Boulevard, it is
important 1o have clearly vishle signage identifying stcess 10 1he station and the parkiag lot,

San Fernando Valley
East-West Transit Corridor
Exr® EISEER
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Balbos Station

This design pre-empts the existing park and ride facility for Comtrouter Express buses. While
some of these buses go downtown and would, possibly be replaced by the BRT/Meico
connogtion, othérs go ts Cantury City and El Seguado. What provision would be made to
replace those park and ride facilities?

Pierce Callege Station / De Soo Station

The EIR, p. 2-50 identifles the Pierce College Station location st Masoa and Vietory Boulevard
and that is how it is shown on Figure 2-24. However, the De Soto Station is described a¢ being
“a mile from the Winnetka Station”. The distance from Masor Avenus to DeScto Avenue is
only a few blocks. If the Pierce Station could be located at Wisnetka, there would be batter
spacing between stations, and the station would also servo the Weoat Valley Occupational
Center. There appears to be land svailable for parking &t Winnetka where the day care center
and/or Little League Field are now. Pechaps 2 land swap could be arvanged to accommodate
these Iand uses in the area presently designated as parking at the Masoa Avenue location or
ather portions of the Pierce campus,

The Warner Center Station

You indicate that there are no packing provisions planned it the Wmucmer'l‘unmm
This effectively closes off access 10 the BRT for the residents of the San Fi

Valley. If parking is not &n option within the boundaries of Watner Center, the MTA should
axtend the line wesl to Fallbrook Avenue where parking facilities could be aranged.

Section 2.1.5 B Mini Oporable S

H i 4 4

1t would be 4 great mistake to slart operation of a Mini Operable S utilizing on-
mmmm;mmmmmwmnmmmm Given the
very vocal exp of sbout operati ddnBRTmtthhrd!ﬂBwkvuddsh
of way, if the lize were startod bypassing the Chandler stament with on-sreat
would be exceedingty difficult 1o relocase it st a leter date. Mumk.thumu-&n?mado
v-neywumbes-uadwahummmmtwdmMwumbseﬂbmfﬁewm
mdlhatmerfandmmtbmmng ipacity of i d strects. A

for MOS i wmddbemmfw&eath!mgthofmepwjmmﬂn
thorlghofmy,bmdd‘mdofﬂutdhnnbumn pies, wt work, and
landscaping.

CHAFTER 3, TRANSPORTATION SETTING, ACTS, AND MITIGATION

1t is ciearly evident, bath from the information in the EIR and 16 anyone traveling through the
Sufuumvmey,lhnlhmnndndcd'&whm-mmmntmﬁc
congestion. ‘lhaimpumoﬂhaptmkwllof westion cause f I, physicsl and
emotional impacis which excoed our sbilities 10 quantify them.

The!!lkpoun!lod.Sectlo:! -1.].1. that "increased freeway congestion on US 101 would
resulk in no ravel time advantage o commuter express buses on freeways®. Aswnauuon
worsens on the 101, drivers divert o ah routes incloding Vemturs Bouk

Boulevard, Chonard Strest, Victory Boulevard, Vanowen Smu lndShu-mmW . These
strects are akready congested with ralti-directional traffic in peak hours. Whls t u physically
poniblelooperuelBR’l‘huounnyonhem,mymchopemionwoulddmplywmtun
express bus, without the advantages of ceduced travel lime, station facilities, and parking that
are possible within the exclusive right of way. These sdvantages are the ones, which will draw
poople out of their cars and into public transportstion.

3-3 Study Ares Traflic Impacts

‘The EIR sssumes that operations of transit service connecting Nonth Hollywood and Wamer

Cenler would divert trips from automobile (o iransit. There is pasticular potartisl for 1his to

happen because North Hollywood is the connection point to the Metro Rail system. However,

this can ouly happen if

1. The BRT is s time saving shernative

2. The BRT is s money saving akternative

3, The BRT is accessible to people coming from the west vailey and bayond in the 101
comidor - menning that there are parking spaces avallsbie ot the western end of the line.

3-3.1.5 Access to Stations

This saction ¢ites da from the El Monte Busway and Harbor Freewsy Tramsitway to the effect

that the majority of patrons on & buswsy reach the busway stations vis teansit or walk (o the

facliity. While this data may be true for tke two facllities analyzed, it would not apply to the

San Fernando Valley becsuse

1. Vehicles, not transit, have been the principal mode of transportation in the San F d
Valley.

2. Because of the combination of land use policies snd local resident's preferences for low
demity residential uscs, walking iv not & viable option for mont potential riders.

34.2 Parking Toapacts

The parking domand analysls assumes that, based on dats from the Bt Meate Busway and
ﬂubomemimmy 19,91 | riders will pae transit nrw-lkiothutmom Thudluis
ferable 1o the San Fi do Valley, which has historically been more
dapundemﬂmmh«ofﬂwolh«mu. mm.epuldngmhnmumm
[} Mmonmvnllpnkln di areas,

TN

] aress, or
b) Mmunmwiﬂnnkmﬂnﬂwnmmdmunﬂnﬂl‘l‘

The EIR notes that, if some aumbers of BRT patrons seck to park on residential stroets,
LADOT should monitor the situstion. Any resufting actions by LADOT, such as
Ucketinghowing of vehicles or creation of parking districts, would further reduce ridership on
e BRT.

San Fernando Valley

East-West Transit Corridor
"I Y} EIS/EIR
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Comment Letter F49

JUL 05 2001
. SCANNED'
Martin Komn I8 RiAC
The sokution to these incvitable parking impacts is the provision of an adequate nunber of 6276 Van Noord Avenue
parking spaces at the Valley Glen, CA 91401

CHAPTER 4, LAND USE PATTERNS

The EIR noies thet the SP ROW was formerly operated as a freight fina but hes not been used

for transporiation purposes since 1992, By your own data, this corridor bas been used for July 1, 2001

transporistion purposes for more than one kundred years. it was the exrly Rod Car streetcar

mc“MWSPfaﬁe@l“muﬁuhm«mwﬂmw During Mr. Kevin Michel, Project or

the Valley's growth, any land uses that in the cormridos, were. d and A i i

lwew“v;mndﬁwmmmmmmmmhmhwmwmm SMl_nr:emandoVallcyElst West Rapid Bus Transit DEIS/R
1 s 0ot been industrial ,

reain st 1 b g ooy e A St i s Ono Gateway Plaza, Milstop 99:22.5

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Tablc 4-1 shows the sensitive land uses adjscent 10 the Bus Rapid Transit Ahemative. In

consideration of this information, it should be noted that the BRT option allows space for

landscaping, bicycle paths and other neighborhood friendly amenitics that are not possible Dear Mr. Michel,

wi:hinmecnmlh_d Lankershie'Oxnard right of way. Thu,lbll‘l‘_dgh of way s fas .

ot with Surrounding uses han the Lankenshim/Oxmard cption or sty Other 1 nttended the hearing on June 26, 2001 at Los Angeles Valley College.

" Though | had expected to be able to speak to the gallery at that time, [ was

unable to remain in the hearing room long enough for my name to have been

RECOMMENDED ACTIONS called. 1 therefore would tike to add my thouglws to the decision meking process
The MTA should adopt the EIR/ELS, via mail.
It is naw time to mave decisively and consider the ica needs of the San Forsando 1am a fourth generation Angelino. My greal-grandfather seitied in Boyle
Va.lleylueomplelaulﬂyrﬁhstinilphwmedmm The SP ROW connects the west Heights during the First World War, My fanily watchied with prids as the

valley with Metroreil and its connections via Ugion Station with the entire southern Califorsia origingl Los Angeles transil system grew to world farme as a model for public
nail system transportation. My family watched with despair as that system was later
hbm&dgwdphmngwmmvnmuw&ﬁﬂmmwaﬁ% dismanticd.
to vesidents, the MTA must chooss to implement the BRT length se : i . . .

e North Hollywood Metro Statian 10 Wasmer Cester and the West San Fecnsndo Valley. Los Angeles is once again in the midst of 2 transit Renaissance.
from the Non to et o ey Metrolink works. The Blue Line works. The Green Line works. The Red Line
Thank you for your sitention 1o (hese issues. works, and has exceeded all expectations. The Pasadena Line will soon open.
) : But the Valley continuct to squander its opportunitics for & working system of

; public transportation.

MARCIA MEDNICK The chance to extend the Red Line subway along the old Southem Pacific

right-of-way was foolishly thrown awsy for political expediency when the
voters of Los Angeles eliminated subways 21 a future transit oplion. The chance
o it Dt Zie 10 extend the Red Linc with an elevated of trenched light rail was killed by
shorighted NIMBYism. Now we are Ieft with the three least desirable options
~ 8 dedicated busway; crowding ouc already busy streets with more buses; or do
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nothing. Of these, the dedicated busway is the only option that makes any
sense,

Do we use all of the old Southern Patific right-of-way or do we once
again rollover for political expediency and subject greater numbess of Angelinos
0 a situstion they nover anticipated?

The individual and commercial property owners along the Southern
Pacific line stand much ta gain by forcing the MTA to select the
Lankesshim/Oxnard Street route. Those propesty owners either purchased their
land when the trains stilf rumbled stong Chandier Boulevard and through
Hillview Park or they bought their homes and businesses later, when the RTD
and later the MTA was considering various oplions for using the right-of-way.
They know about all of it or should have taken reasonable care (o do s0. They
purchased their properties anyway, and for lower prices than homes in the
surrounding neighborhoods precisely bocause of the il line. They gambled oa
the political unwillingness to use the right-of-way, iss order to incrcase the value
of their properties.

Six and a half years ago my wifc and ! were ofered an opportunity to
purchase & home in Encino. Precisely because the rear of the property abutted
the right-of-way, we declined. Even though we were unaware of any specific
plans for any transit use conversion, the fact that the right-of-way was still fhere
totd us all we needed to know. We did not accept the sisk that we would have
bad truins (or anything elsc) behind our house,

The residents Hving along Oxnard Street never had trains rumbling by.
The RTD never considered using their stroct as the Vailey's main East/West
cosridor. T is only a recent altemative forced upon them by the oppasition to the
Chandler route.

The injection of religion into this issue is 8 red berring. 1 was bom and
taised in the East San Fernando Valley and have lived here most of moy life. 1
have been proud to witness the growth of the Orthodox Jewish community in the
same neighborhoods where I sttended both public and Hebrew schools. 1also
lived in the heart of the Pico/Roberison District for six years, at the same time
sitting on the board of congregation whosc synagogue was right on Olympic
Boulevard,

The insistence that n dedicated busway along Chandler Boulevard will
hacm the Onthodox Jewish community’s ebility to both worship and observe the
entire miticu of Jewish law, is to me B misrepresentation. The Orthadox Jewish

2

commgnities in the city thrive along thoroughfares far busicr and more
dangerous than Chandler Boulevard will ever be, Olympic Boulevand, Pico
Boulevard, Beverly Boulevard, Robertson Boulevasd, Third Street, Fairfax, and
La Brea all support large, vibrant, thriving communities, The resideats there can
shop and dine &t Jarge numbers of stores that exist to service the Jewish
communities. They have places to walk to in the city. In Valley Village, the
elements of the Orthodox Jewish community do not include shops or restaurants.
For shopping, you have 1o go north to Burbank Boulevard, Oxnerd Street, and
Vietory Boulevard  Or south to Magnolia Boulevard. Otherwise, you've got to
drive to the West Valley or back into the City.

The Orthodox Jewish residents along Chandler Boulevard would have us
beliove that the busway will cut their comimunity in half. I do not understand
how they can make this ¢lsim. Cumently, the vast majority of the Orthodox pnly
cross Chandler Boulevard at recognized interssciions, just as they would with
the buswsy. The reason they do not cross mid-block is simple; the tracks ars
still an obstacle, gravel and sand make it impassible to the strollers we 30 ofien
hear of, and the median is often choked with weeds and debris, The median is
home to 50 dead and dying eucalyptus trees and an annual collection of dozens
of dead Christmas trees, In shor, most pedestrians avoid the median because it
is s dangerous cyescre.

In the city, it is enough to look both ways. In Valley Village is this not
the case? In the city there are places to walk. In Valley Village this isn't
necessarily the case. Is it the integrity of the East Valley Eruv? 1 think not,
because the Lankershim/Chmard Street runs right through the sams Eruv and
would carse an equal distuption.

‘Why Oxnard Street instead of Chandler Boulevard? At least four
Orthodox synagogues would be adversely affected ont that route. They won't
have the option of dedicated pedestrian crossings. They won't have the
atiractive greenways with walking paths. The buses will pass within a dozen
feet of one synagogue. The Kosher restaurants and stores at Oxnard and
Whilsett Strests will be afTocted.

The aon-Orthodox Jewish residents along Oxnerd Street would be
negatively impacted as well. Valley College, Orant High, Monlux Elementary,
and Erwin Street Elementary ~ where my own children attend, would al! become
a more dangerous piace in the momings and afterncons. The deaths of at least
two children have already oceurred on the main feeder strects (Oxnard and
Fulton) to these schools. Is the MTA plamiag to try for morc?
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Though I no longer believe thet the group opposing the Chandler route is
still promoting the sacrifice of the Oxnard residents for their sake, I still beligve
that the Oxnard route would be » disaster for a much larger population. [t is too
slow for the MTA's goals, does not serve the conmmunity as well, and 10 borrow
a phease from an eardier fight ~ it is unsafe a any speed.

We need public transit that moves more people quickly withoul clogging
our streets with more buses. The TSM concept is a joke. To suggest that the
snswer 10 Our iransit woes is to simply add to the congestion with more and
more buses on our streets is ludicrous. 1tiken it to the amosba epproach. Yes,
amoebas can move around as can a fish, but the fish has a dbackhone which
makes it much more sophisticated, more versatile, more mobile, and yes - even
faster, The San Fernando Valley noeds a transit backbone and the
Burbank/Chandier route will do the trick. It is time for the MTA 1o stop
allowing small groups of property owners from holding the rest of the 9 %
million of us hostage to their peroeived propetty values.

Building the BRT is a marginally accepteble extension of the Red Line. Tt
will connect the Warner Center business community with Downtown. It will tie
threc community colleges 1ogether for the benefit of all their students. This is a
much-necded project i any form. Yes, a subway extension would make some
people very heppy. Yes, a trench and cover project would make some other
people very happy. And yes, doing nothing would make a whole bunch of other
people happy too. Unfortunately, we can’t please everyone with any project.

‘This is all sbout improving the lives of millions of Angelinos. Let's build
8 busway and let’s use the Chandler Boulevard route.

Respectfutly yours,

7o A

Murtin Kora

Comment Lettevr FO
T

iN jic

5824 Wilkinson Avenue
North Hollywood, Catifornia 91607
e-inail: - mhurwilz@lsl-la.com

July 3, 2001
M. Kevin Miche!
Lot Angeles County Metropalitan Trensp jon Authority
One Gatewny Plaza
Los Angeles, California 90012
Muil Siep: 99-22-5

Re:  Chandier and Oxnard Roukes for Proposed San Femando Vulley
East-West Corrider Bus Rapid Transit {BRT)

Dear Mr. Michel:

‘Thank you for taking » few minutes lo spozk with me during tho 8:00 p.m.
intemmission o the hearing &t Valley Collage last wesk. Given the volume of speaker
staiements st the hearing that were antagonistic towand the MTA, I appeeciate that you
were willing 1o lake Some tme from your brief respite to allow me 1o voice some
conterns directly 10 you. While 1 did submit handwritten comments on the forms
available »t the hearing, my wife and 1 would like 1o take this npgumnnly to eapl:m ou
views on the BRT propasals mnd the Draft Esvi ] Impact R
Impact Sisement (DEIR).  Alhough we ace Sabbath-observint’ Jews in Nosth
Hollywood who walk across Chandler with our small children to attend Ssturday services.
8t Shaurey Zedek Congregeiion, our views have not been reflected by the Concerned
Cilizens Transit Coalition (CCTC) or the other anti-BRT forces along Chandies
Boulevard

This letiey is based on the wssumptivh that the BRT will be adopted, sod that the
only issue is whether to use the full Southemn Pacific Righ! of Way (ROW), including the
Burbank-Chandler baanth (ihe. Chandier route). or to use the LankershimOxnasd
alterntive (the Oxnand route).  We offer no opimion on the purparted *No Build” or
Transit Sysiern Manag (TSM) proposals, as neither is a true alemative to the BRT,
and there is no uppareat reason why the addition of more buses on existing lines undes
TSM, if desirable, would depenuf on whether the BRT is adopled. W also do ol addresy
purported proposals that are not carrent options under the DER, such as » subway. [fthe
MTA desermines Lhat the current climaie now favors a subway along the ROW that had
previously been disfavared {whether due 1o Red Line cosl overmes, cnluniue: such a2
the Hollywood sinkholz, nr neighbarhond opposition), we would pmbably a

! W prefer the terrn “Sabbath obssrvant” w0 “Orthadox”, s iice e fows who do mot conéider teemétives

METRO EISIEIR-

Orhodor but who obeerve 1he prohibitions agsing driving snd npersting olecwrical devices on
the Sabbath wed certain holidayn, WMW»MRMMTAMMMMI wffice # w0
aay tham the relcvast Jewish concern bere is Sabbath woLp 1 affitinion.
4
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continuous Red Line {from Union Siation to Wamer Oenier.  For now, however, we
restrict our comments to the Chandier route sad the Oxnard route.

Thie Chindler Rowe Is Prefespble to thy, Oxpard Rome

For the reasons discussed below, we believe that the Chandler Routs must be
chosen if the BRT is adopted. We bave come to this contlusion knowing that we will be
affected by either choice. We live a block east of Whitselt, just a couple of blocks south
of the Oxmard route, and we often walk across Oxnard 1o visit my sisier and her family,
who live on Rhodes Avenue, less than a black nosth of the Oxnard route. On the other
hand, we walk to Saturdny servicey at Shaarey Zedek on & weekly basis and are donors 10
the synogogue {slthough we are not full paid membors, as we have membership
obligations cliewlhere), Thus, to the extent that the BRT poses a buzasd for Saboath-
observant Jews. we will confront this hazard on cither route,

Omofthcmmldnnnb-ngamo[theb[ﬂkhlhtmlwkdny

i ion for the f of a vibcant Sabbath-observant Jewish y along
Oxnard. Ons of ihe promi Orthodox mlhern(EmHahmmouhmd
C‘nnynnurCulﬂa.twnhlockuunhuf()xn:d)hnumnnmdmtheubleornaby
places of worship in the D! 3 the DEIR ions Ohr Simcha {on

Oxnard sl Witkinson) and AM Yeshurun (on Sylv:n Srect, jout ext of Whitseti and &
few blocks north of Oxoard), there is no mention of the effects thel the BRT on Oxnard
would have on pedestrisns who cross Ounand on the same l-m.hyl. Saturdays and Jewlsh
hohdlys that affect the Chendler commnmly. Ceruinly theve is no mention of any

such a ing signuls for Sabbathi and holidays, or
peds(rnn bridges, for the Oxawrd community, We are left 1o wonder whethet the MTA
his cver ubserved the theongs who walk Krass, for instauce, Oxnand at Whitsat after
Saturday or holiday moming services,

To be sure, there is & greader concontration of Sabbath-obacrvant Jews and
Institutions slong Chandler; Indeed, despite our proximity 1o Oxnard, we thonss to
traverse the distance to Shaarey Zedek. Nonctbeloss, we are dismayed that the Oxnard
route has been portrayed, both in the media and in the DEIR, a3 8 means of satisfying the
concerms of Sabbath-observant Jews. Perhaps this is due o the apparent lack of
organized Sabbath-obascvant Jewish opposition 10 the Oxnard route. The sbsence of
soch orgavization, however, does not mean thal the concerns do noll exist.

It is clear why the CCTC snd other Chandier-area voices have boen much louder
than the Sabbath-observant Jewish voices wound Oxnaed. First, as the DEM discusses,
the ROW hay been the subject of mass transit propossls for well aver s decade. The
Chandler forves have thus had 8 hisiory of opponunitics 0 unitc against various
proposals, including light rail and even the subway, (We seem Io recull » movement to
suppont & monordl on the Venturs Freeway s an shormnative 10 a subway along the
ROW.) There has not been any such history slong Oxnard.

FPurthermace, oee living song Oxnard would oot have amy season to suspect the
possibility of 4 muss teensit corridor down » relatively narrow thoroughtare. There is po
medizn, much less an ROW or any MTA “No Trespassing™ sign, along Oxnand, Indeed,
the raison d'elre for the Oxnard rouse proposal, as reflectéd in the DEIR, is 21 & respanse
1o the opposition slong Chandler,

Amuau;h the CCTC now chuns to be uppcsed to the Oxnard route and supgesis

that the MTA is to blame for proposing the route, § d for months and years (o calis.
at Shaurey Zedek to suppor ¢ the Oxnard route. En past months leaflers were dnpllycd ™
Shaarey Zedek that explsined, without subsuatiation, why the Oxnard route is prefershie

10 the Chandler route, even going so far as to argue that the Chendler route would have a
disaswous fipple effect on property values throughout the area, while the Oxnard route
would sot have any cuch sdverse impect. At the very Jeast, it can safely be sxid that the
Chandler community did not take any public action 10 address the concerns of the
Sabt becrvant Oanard y, and instead wurtured the mistaken public
peroeption that the Oxnard route was the only choice for Ssbbath-abservant fews 1o
support,

In summary, if buses & the spoed and frequency propoascd for the BRT ae 2
danger to Sabbath-observant Jews who crost Chandléer, then they are aléo a danger 1o
Sabbath-observant Jewt who cross Oxnard,  Accordingly, the MTA cannot clie the

of Sabbath-observast Jews a3 2 justification for the Oxnard rouce.

Seculae Concerns Clearly Favor the Chandler Route

Omnoe the falre preference for Oxnard based on ' religious concerns has been
eliminatcd, logic diciates that the Chandles route is prefstable o the Oxnard route. Any
casual observer can soc that Chandler (particularly near Shaarey Zedok) has a wide ROW
that can éasily accommodate the BRT (plus sume badly noodcd Iandscaping and, wé
hape, pedcﬁnml.ndblkeplihs). Oznard, on the other hand, not only cannot support »
dedicated busway, but is in any eveal nﬂmnm fotlhuvﬂy traveled thoroughfare
{pezticularly in the heanl of the S vant Laure] Canyon
and Coldwater Canyon). The DEIR indicates that the Oxnard routs wauld significantty
increase travel Ume and decrease ridership for the BRT. - Placing buses in mised waffic
for oao-fourth of the. Length of the BRT would both be detri { to traffic condhtl
along Oxnard and Lankershim and woald o & grest exlent defeat the pumpose of the BRT,

There is also no fund { i 1o Chandler area residents in placing the
BRT on the ROW. Anyene who Jived in the ares 10 or more years ago knows that
commercial irxing ran slong the ROW through the Chandler oonmmlly. Although the
t.mnlnolnn;unm.tbemmmm;lmuvu- (md ightly) reminder that 2
transpontation ROW exists along Chandler. The MTA signs, end the disclosures o
homebuyers in the area, further Indicate the possibility tha 1he ROW will not slways
temain an shendoned eyesore. Of course, the media sttention 1o the various disputes
concerming mass it plans for the ROW over the years has served as ootice 0 arca
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idents thet the i hocities intend to develop the ROW., (o contrast, the Thank you for your consideration.

P

Cxnard youte is & recent jon, with no indication on the street jisell that it

iy

may be part of a mass transil coridor. Yours truly,

;az sy
We can understand that people (includiog ous own friends) living en or near f‘/a/% ‘mfz
Chandler would not want sn active mass transit project in their neighbothood. Thay does . Muark and Eilen Hurwiux ﬁ
not mean, howsver, thal the residents of one commuaiy, which for beter or worse has ec:  Mr. Ervin Poka -
!heROW shouldhsﬂ:lc to force a traasit route 1o be divested to the detriment of a

i i y, the ridership of the pr d BRT, and the San Femando Valley

asa whole.
The MTA Must Instituto the Proposed Safety Measuey Along Chandler

Assuming that the Chandler route Is adopied, we sincerely hope that the
aniagonism expressed towrd the MTA by Chandler residants will not deter the MTA
from implementing the safely measures slong Chandler 10 addeess the concems of
Sabbath-cbservant Jew.s lnd odm in the Chandler ares. We lock forward to the
instatlation of (ciendly ing tignals that will allow us Lo cross
Chandler safely and enily on Saurdays md hohdayz Indeed, it is currently impossible
{withou! running} to cross sii of Chandler & Belisire on foot on a single green light,
which thus causes many people to croas at lcmme segment ofChmdleron a red light.
‘We assume thet this problem would be d by the Ings ulnslal
Goodland and at Beliaire. In addition, we hope that the pedestri i
which is now oneven, pornly paved and unsafe (yunwhdy for strolkers and
wheeichairs), will be graded and improved.

thcme.weupeddmmeBRTmﬂnuhcmlbed:uded"buﬁmm'
drpitied an the phiquitous signs displayed o and sbout Shaarey Zedek, We expect that
the buses will observe the 33 mph spudltmit. thnt they will be cican fuzl vehicles (e.g.,
natvral gas), and that the fencing will be simllar to that depicted in (ha wtist's rendesing
of Chandler-Goodland rather than fi y-type sound walls. Mogeover, pethaps the
frequency of the buses coadd be decreased on Saturdays, especially if rider demand is lest
than during the workweek. While we do prefcr the Chandler rouss to the Oxnand route,
we will still have ta cross the ROW wilh our children: and we do want thers and all
others in the arca to be safe,

Finally, ploase be assured tha the Sabbath-observant community will survive
along Chandler with or without the BRT, as long as there i3 8 will fo survive. Vamuuy
every large Orthodox symagogue in the Las Angr.m area Is situated on N major

thoroughfare, such ay Pico Boulevard, Olympic Boulevard, Beoverly d and La
Bres Avenve. Ssbbath-observant Jows n:guhﬂy walk acrots these busy sireets, buses
and all The safety along Ch we d, but the MTA should not

allow scare tactics 10 cause it to put the BRT where it docs not belong.
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Comment Letter F51

This is a duplicate of Comment Letter F50,

Comment Letler F52

12133 Dabby Bt,
North Mollywosod, €A 91606
July 8, 2009

Ar, Xevin Riochel

Loa Angeles, CA
Dear Mr. Nichel:

A9 8 resident of North Hellywood, I feel that it is witslly
important to proceed with the constructiop of the Chandler
busway, My firat choice wovld have resn & 1ight rsil line
such a they have in fan Diego, but with the opposition of a
am3ll, but powarful, Jewish Oxthodox coamunity in North Nolly-
vood, Lt appears that would be wishful thinking.

1t is inoonceivable to me that a handfull of pecple in North
Rollywood can prevent ths vast ssjority of psople in ths san
Teraando vallsy froa snjoying s nyetsn that would help to al-
leviste the tremsndous traffic problea that we have at this tise,

Fleass do all that you can to maks thl'l busvay & Teality.

jlq truly yeur%
Ber! « Pencilla
nr/a

cc1 Major James Hahn
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Comment Letter F53
Tfotier

Jut 102001

SCANKRED
N RNC

My, Miched:

T am wearing 40 Supeory ¥ ecagasadl
ey
Eost-wast Chandlzr route in ¥y SDon fernaads
Volley,

T howe Ctod abeur +he oppexn\lq Lrarn Ocvhodiox
Juwusn groges ‘N otha areaq. T, 4ua, am Juwish,

H-m:o.w‘ ule feed- Punlic Ianipartation New |
ond. Srer F\YA suns 1hq F;SKT‘G;-NO\y for *he
Chondier (ol ... Yher Mawres dha moest 2nme,

Most ok +he Iyngy eg el Tesdents Yt whet Yoy
bt gatnag into whan Yy txpandad thasr b...\a_msl.!

fad, Tm sive ¥hat walkways, spenmted Wes ondl
ec Dridges can be buld fov Safahy cenetmns.
Lo connal obford onetrar daloy .. we nzd to
cwerd | T wond \sve do ravR Pra. bos
fo the Qud -lwe ond
Qud. Lin 1)

poIsang

Mo e
{ A Laest SE Vallay
to Steows Caniee e

{ran go
OMS“‘&\&:M‘\S ! A:.g:;f of Subuoﬂ e 13 mnuch nasdad s U
. - 1
Plessn mave forword wah e Orondlar uore ]
Sincacdly,
2?“& Go1dustesn Chafrwortt
el

Comment Letter F54

Salazer, Marians

Prom:  Mchel, Kavin

Semt:  Monday, July 08, 2001 9:20 AM
T Cutiomer Relstians

Ce

Baiexar, Etaine Carbrey (E-melly Angeow Mondschein {E-medy Pstarson
(E-mat); Lithan de Loze (E-mal) ® ¢ o+
Bubject: RE: PUBLIC COMMENT NTA propossd buswity o6 Chandisr BLVD North Hollywood
1 will Torwaurd the comvnent (0 The lsem prepaiing the Finat EIR for tha project
waOriginel
Freaw Ostomaer Relations
Sent: Moadey, My 09, 2001 &:51 AM

—Origal

Sorns Monday, Suly 09, 2001 8:50 AH

T Vectraver

Subjack: AE: PUBLIC CONMENT MTA propossd buswiy on Chandier BLVD North Holywaod

Thank you fop your s-mail & the p San Fe Go Valley Bast-Nesr
Transit Corgldox Project. PFleasa knew & copy has been Corwarded ve the Project Managar
for inclusion in the progrsm study filae.

HTA Custemer Aelations

Fromi vectrawell {nusita: vectravel@socalir com]
Sents Ssunday, June 30, 2001 10:57 AR

T customermelations@mta.net

Subject: PUBLIC COMMENT MTA Dropossd bswsy on Chindier SLVD Northy Hollywond

The bupwaty wayst bis bulkt o4 Chandier Bvd. Ihhuﬁmmhmmhmh%ﬁ. Thew hay
mm.ﬂmdwhmwmdnﬂmhm-‘mdlmmnu

I-nmwhnummwmumhhukymmmmw-lﬁw
Mnmdnbﬂhvd. wnd the neigh involvad, & s also excelient ff the surounding

5001
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Group F — Individuals

NSV NRT Project Comment Lelter F57

Subjeet: RE: SFY BRT Praject
Duter Mon, 16 Jul 2001 19:25:03 0709
Frem: “Michel, Kevin™ <MichelKGMTANET>

To: “Pauls Dagasac™ <pbagassc@ucla.edu>

CC: “Salazar, Mariana” <SatuzarM@MTANET>,
"Sanchoz. Kathleen” <SANCHEZK@MTA NET>,
*Gary Peterson (E-mail)” <gpeiersen@ mynifrank com>,
*Eluine Carbrey (E-mail)” <carbrey @mail.greenasiociales.com,
“Andrew Mondschein (E-maily* daschein@mail.g COM>,
*Lillian de Lozs (B-mail)” <idelozs @ consensusp.com>

Dear ¥Vs. Bagasav. thank you for your commeniu on the pruject, which I will
forward to the tean preparing the Pinal Environmental Lmpact Nepozt (FBIN).
Wy will 833 you To our meillng lisi. Please call if you have any Quedtions.

Revin J. Wichel, AICE, Transportazion Planning Manacer
L.A. Coudty Metrepelitan Transporzation Authority

1 Gateway Plaze, Vall §top 99-22-5,

Los Angelen, TA  90011-2952

¥hone: [213) 922 2858 raxy {213) 922-3060

Original

Yrom: Paula Bagasao [pallro.chagasaqiucla.edst
Benrt+ Thursday, July 12, 2001 l:41 PM

To: michelkdats.net

Subject:

RXevin,

It was good to maet with you yesterday and learr aboul the project that you
are working on. I have resd now s few maws arcicles about tha WPA project,
that include your interviews. I zhink your corments aboit the proposed
projact and the inforzation you have provided to Lhe public is excellent.

Once sguin, thanky for the grest information. Godod luék with the projsoc.
Regards,
raule Y. Dagueso

Pauls Y. Bagewao. PLD

Associata Diractor. IKLA Center for Health Policy Resesrth
Direcror, Cermunicatiens

10811 weyburn Averus, Suite 300

Los Angalee, CA 90034

310-794-E930-tel

310-794-2626-2ax

pragasaciucle . sty

Website: DLip.(/wow . heaitbpolicy.ucla.edu

28072001 0148 PM

July 17, 2001

Los Angelss C Y tropolitan Transportation Authority
Countywide Planning and Development

1 Gateway Plaza, Mail Stop $9-23-2

Los Angeles, California 90012-2952

Artn: Toa Horpa/LRTP

Daazr ¥Mr. RMorne:

T am writing to exprass my desire to support the MTA in its
plan for the esst-west busway in the San Ternando Valley.
The MTA needs to be sllowed to move forward, piece by
piece, with the Long Range Transportation Plan for our
cities. I hope the vors on July 26 will be “yes* to putting
effective public transportation into sexvice for valley
residents and cosmuters.

“M.:gcy" >

San Fernando Valley

East-West Transit Corridor
EIS/EIR
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Group F - Individuals

Comment Letter F59

SCANNED
IN Rmg

July 17, 2001

Los Angelas County Metropolitan Tr
Countywids Planning and Davelopmant
1 Gateway Plaza, Mail Btop 99-23-2
Loa Angeles, Californta $0012-2552

v

fon horicy

Attons Tom Horne/LRTP
Dear Mr. Horne:

I am writing to express my desire to support the MTA in its
plan for the east-west busway in ths San Fernando Valley.
The NTA needs to be allowsd to move forward, piece by
piece, with the Long Range Transportation Flan for ocur
cities. I hope the vote on July 26 will bs *yes” to putting
effective public transportation into service for Valley
residents and commuters.

Comment Letter F60

SCANNFD
Hek. iv

July 17, 2001

Los Angelss County Metropolitan Transportation Autherity
Countywide Planning and Developmant
1 Gateway Plaza, Mail Stop 99-23-2
Los Angeles, California 90012-2952

Attns Tom Horne/LRTP

Dear Mr. Horne:

I am writing to axpress my desire to support the MTA in lts
plan for the east-west busvay in the San Fernando Valley.
The MTA needs to be allowed to move forward, piece by
pisce, with the Long Range Transportation Plan for our
cities. I hope the vots on July 26 will be “yes” to putting
effective public transportation into service for Valley
residents and commuters.

Sincersely,
eammeny

¥ hevwerd
2 UM ol llwy
.

San Fernando Valley
East-West Transit Corridor

METRDO EISIE’R
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Group F - Individuals

Comment Letter F61 Comment Letter F62
l UU

SCANNED
IN RMC

o N ana

July 17, 2001

Los Angeles County Mstropolitan Transportation Authority
Ceuntywide Planning and Davelopment
1 Gateway Plaza, Mail Stop 99-23-2
Los Angales, California 90012-2952

Attn: Tom Horne/LRT?

Dsar Mr. Eorne:

1 am wrlting to express my desire to support the MTA in ies
plan for the east-west usway in the San PFernando Valley.
The MTA nseds to be allowed to wmove forward, pisce by ¢
piece, with the Long Rangs Transportation Plan for our isi 1 . 45,
ot oa B eiat o B ol bt sty o i e T This is a duplicate of Comment Letter F45
affactive public transportation into service for Valley
residents and cosauters.

Sincerely, .

&w?ﬁmma

San Fernando Valley page 7-382

East-West Transit Corridor
E1G/EID : \




Group F - Individuals

Comment Letter F63

This is a duplicate of Comment Letter F45.

Comment Letter F64

\}
4188
JOE BURROW 3\\\-?' oi®
REAL ESTATE OEVELOMER o
OFHERAL CONTRACTOR 13730 ERAIN STREET

AEAL ESTATE SAOKER VAN NUIYS, CAUFORNA 91401
PUBLIC ACCOUNTANT

TELEMHONE A (8+782:2381 FAX 8| 89090287

July 19,2001
To the MTA Board of Directors:

1 reside at 13730 Exwin Street, Valley Glen, [Van Nuys), which [s iesa than 1/4
mile from the proposed San Fernando Yalley East-Weat Transit Comridor,

I support the Chandler SBoulevard route for the following reasons:

1t Ls the most logical direct route.

1t is the most cost effactive propasal aince the MTA already ouns the
right-of-way.

It will be the least disruptive way to provide much needed transportation.

It nddresses and mitigates the major concerns by the Jewish COrthodox
coramunity.

wmummwumm.mdma buascs and is
3 m narrow street, Mmmm

If the profections of travel times along major thoroughfares are even close, even
the current proposal will be inadequate to serve the burgeoning populstion,

Tbedmewlctkm
the l

and alleviate some of

Please fast-track this project. Doa't be persuaded by a few NIMBYs.
1 urgs you 1o support the Chandler Boulevard route.
Sincerely,

San Fernando Valley

East-West Transit Corridor
EIS/EIR
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Comment Letter F65
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l\tﬁ
Lers L Prichak, sc\\“ml"-
¥ j.u,é bermptlirio Lo worits &
ﬁ&cw ate 1‘.&”4&’1‘1’-‘4.1 e L hein

A e adenf T uf;r-l-uL— x‘“‘”_‘/
2{‘” - /m Farrtraie f»lw ! v
v Tt oo dhrmrii L o PArd e

s BALFANE fhnd 0 AT [Trorn /My“—
C‘.nm~7 %\.&\A— M"‘y 7“"“"‘/ i Aluek Lo apgn
thie L iticinr Mg anad J:‘/-‘"-’» w‘m/
& alitsenle Ahiie Lomid ,d,d':«é«—rn
Liner Tha PITR bwrna 2hat ¥ 17 o Aty
abmscfonchor tacle ol dee Lhao as an
it/ assil st %fciﬂuc / L ,luu% “r

Dted ce: Lot etz df ¥s 4744/ ;—«V z?.w(q. )&;
I treh it Bk A vy = 1’
PP aeX s

bt asme of Sa L f v ‘5’7

A am a »ﬁw;u&w acy A P e f—“h’di
1/ '/ il

s

Ml EIS/ER

Lhilt be & yood Sl 7% Doypacursip The F(o//:y; Vo poarirrod frollens Em%“%;
(1o o0 favea)
1%, Tl Mt s ches. Lo BElme Shacaty —
bioe L0ilh g — (e Taghen Ob»ﬁ._ - 262 ¢ Fmicy
2 F IJ"’?T"/‘H $r-
ML ey e pomeq . Rescds, @etif 51335
WP Lafitnt OF - kot Sl Palseq
R gaopats i oo
San Fernando Valley page 7-384

East-West Transit Corridor



Group F - Individuals

07/26/2088 BRLT  219-478-3MS5 FRED M2 ,.Commenl Letter F67

AFL Miller
$415 Van Noys Bodlevard
Van Nuyy, CA 91401
July 23,2001
ViaLeosizaily ard 119, Mall
Los Angsles Comty
Boerd of Direcices
Place
Los Angeles, CA 900122034

We own sppexicactedy six sores of Iaad sdjacsat t0-wad casierly
Sapubvade Boslevart Suion componet of he Bar West o Conidar ey ey T
mmmum“dwmmmmm
lﬂm«am-“‘umnhudtmmw

s o€ lead wea pchemd thirty years agn. Conmmgusatly, e are
whﬂ-w‘ﬁ Mhmmhwm‘:

Trasait s 44300 48 1Whar 42 exprescion of scpport for e plard MTA Bas-Wost

%

For: AFL Ml
{Rormerly MAL Srrestasent Co.)

Comment Lelter F68
7- 23~ st sca(rr;{rﬁn
Iyt Am,a(»(, JUL24iH
7’4&-&/3 ‘%W ./L“’V‘T 4"%‘-
Avia‘ ,Jf;‘-r( 4 ke Artesso i
doy fo- T, Fedirs Viadds dad
ot Serteisa o i Wr’ﬁfz
e cnedict g cond b proands
e fwfk ngf-hﬁi

San Fernando Valley
East-West Transit Corridor
Y] EIS/EIR
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Comment Letter FG9 Comment Letter F70

FROS  Gumnt Borilew Froi HO. © 918 935 11 Jul, 23 2005 09:4%M Py

FAX

Deiodi July 23,2001

TO0:  John Frosus, Chairaian of fhe Deard FAX: 215-0T1-4004
Las Angoles Comty MTA
Oss Gatwway Fisxe, Ml Blap 9931
Las Anguim, CA ML

TROM: Gwen Bastiey
Mediaters Collshorsiive of the San Fornends Vollay

This is a duplicate of Comment Letter F67.
Sherman Ouak, CA 91423
Fhoaatfux: S1A94.3190

Is Ra: Thursizy's Hearing on the Full RRT

Thusy Mir. Fatuna,
As n J-your vosidant of e Southansl Saz Fornande Valley, I el strungly that ihe Full BRY
3 shoukd be  dmath A relaively by vecal

peep T sleag s
Burbask/Chandir Corvider shoakl nat dictain the futare of Kast-Wost pohila srasspertation for
thawsods of oumauuiers.

Congovtios sinagument weald ba grasily
Aabaak/Chandior Cartider, sud { implors yos 16 suppurt the BRT
Thank yoo far your kind sttontion te is matter,

Snserly.

Bacliuted by She Sl ST propam] aleng Sie
propetal.

>d Furnands Vallay

acz NTA Baxrd

San Fernando Valley page 7-386

East-West Transit Corridor
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Group F - Individuals

Comment Letter £72

Notes on MTA Meeting, June 26
Reported facts:
$264 M project
2005 projected finish

 hour trip frem N. Hollywood to Warner Center
MTA owns the 14 mile Right of Way

A large percentage of the crowd of the standing roam only crowd
was ogainst the Chandier Corridor, They corried placards and
wore bumper stickers that said “Save our liveable community” ond
*No on Chondler”. The Valiey College President spoke in support of
the BRT. Howard Berman is against. The peapls on Oxnord were
incensed that their street is an alternative. They wouldn't here of
it. They blamed the Chandler people and then found out it was
the MTA's ides. That started a kot of MTA bashing. There wos
mostly negative comment about the MTA, I must say there were
quite a few people thers in support of the Chandier Corridor, mare
than T expected, There was o lot of discussion about the busway
being changed 1o light rail in 10 years and that started o whele
new argument. Kevin Miche| did state that the Boord Meating
regarding approval of this project may be postponed. I got there
at 4:40 and signed up and left at 8:20 and T was not callad. T saw
Trwin, Guy, Moriom and Alan Paul and none of them got 1o speak.
Many pecple scid the busway wifl not solve the traffic problem and
this is not the way to go. Mary wanted a subway but they know it
is too expensive. Many questioned- who wants to go to Warner
Center? Others said It would just move the ridership from the
rapid buses on Ventura Bivd. to the Chandler Corridor and
ridership would suffer on Ventura,

My name is Liz Florio and I live at 5339 Hermitage
Avenue. T am a resident involved in my community and my
street butts up against Chandler Bivd. All of us here
tonight are well aware of the traffic problems we face in
the San Fernando Valley.

I strongly believe that this is o time when a small area
must sacrifice for the goad of the entire Valley. Thisis
not a time for us o be a bunch of NIM8Y's.

T om informed on this Issue and strongly support the
Burbank Chandler Right of Way .

San Fernando Vailey
East-West Transit Corridor

A -
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Comment Lelter F73

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
U.8. Department of Transportation Federal Transit Administration

San Femando Valiey East Wes! Translt Comidor
Bus Rapid Trenalt Dratt Envh ital impact St /Report

COMMENTS
Pleuse e this page o Submit your comments sbout the Desfi Esv ] Iepact 5 Report (DEISR) on
the San Feraando Valley Eagt-Weat Cormidor. Ymmdmumymﬂuummwhsbywmmm
and/or Wpeific ilems rolated to the DEIS/R.

Comment Letter F74
Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority

U.8. Department of Transportation Faderal Transit Administration

San Fernando Valley East West Transit Cormidor
Bus Rapkd Tranait Drait Environmental iImpact Statement/Report
L IRILAC) COMMENTS
Please use tis page (o subimit your 2bowt the Draft Eav 1 Jmpact S /Report (DEISR) on

the Ssx. Femendo Valley East-West Corridor. You may discuss any sspect of the project in which you sre mterested
andfar speeifie iterm related 1o the DEIS/R.

T ke it i Wmid bt a yuﬂ/

T+ werdd realdy “An
al wild at Sul’r‘h»\hobl/hé WW7

fud M trawtl Rod, T

(F neoB3RATY, DBR CONRLY YOUr COMMNEE o7t Ihe reverss ik of s paper )
nmmmummmwwnmwmmmm&v,*m

-nm- tioe
Address: _\0225 Mm@ Creelf :wg
c,,, Aarpniaie P T | E7
E-mail Address: ,kgq a’ betmipad, rond
MTA, Kevin Michel, Progect Menegpa, Mum”mz'»ﬂé Los Angales, CA 30012-2952
{212) 923-20584 Fax (213) 9222080

we nod, s Gead Bus Tansporinfior/ SYsT2m
2 9« Rimands e LA Caunty

+
AQ:M Jﬁug Qin Pofutior/ faa’w;.wolﬂ
(oasuupﬁ;/a\# WW\I‘é @Jw -

by s mj) 2 S

e Imze
1 Slantd Loolbad- Brord P ol

d bl Eaed system g 5
@8 ;;o/\/ L7/ ?aff-‘bpv

i (If necussacy, pleess SOntinue yoiT COmmeRs o the verse side of this paper)
the San F Valtay Esst Woat Trunslt Carridor Bus Rapdd Transit DRSS, pease

Name: - ¥ ) doe Phone: B 11) 3¢f-2332

Address: 2315] s‘dhdu'ldcol o
City: LT} Stue: ch Zip: _ﬂ-;‘7
£-mait Addn il & ) Fewo. (or

P!nllnnmbyms 2001 bo:
MTA, Kavin Michel, Project Manager, One Gataway Flate, MS 35-22-8, Los Anpeles, CA $0012-2952.
(213 922-3984 Fax: (213) 922-3080

San Fernando Valley
East-West Transit Corridor
293 EIS/EIR
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Comment Letter F75
Los Angeles County Metropolitan TranspoManion A

U.S. Departmant of Transportation Fedaral Transit Administration

San Femanda Valley Exst West Tranaht Cosridor 7 p) i
Bus Rapid Transit Draft Environmental Impact StatementRaport B E%

COMMENTS ).
Please use this page ¥ suburit your eommenis about the Draft Envi i Impect S {DEIS/R) on

the San Fernando Valley East-West Comidos. You may discuss any sapect of the project m which ;wm interested
sad/or spesific Mems relsted W the DEISAR

MTYTRO

Resse Conmete THe VALLEY BT £s @uickiN
LD SARELY £ ESE. TTHE khta's
Buppalk- cranouse. RBoute |s THR NOST
PRAZTICAL. ©LEASE (N CORPORATE. ADNANCES

Il SpFery TELHNOOGH AT AL PEESTRAM
Cepssias JNC-URING, Bul NOT  LimiTED 10!
Mero-Liaue  PecrStpiand DeTecmes, |N- BAESRT
Fasniue le AND CounT- pollll ALK

Slewlals. AEase (ulLudk  LEST TR SIEalsS
AT Ace- RSB S, ONEE. THR.  SEEMENT

T® Lisziag=, coames s APREOWED, Mo QuickeY

T Paoad 4 uozrm/Sm'm Buswist [ Pacarmd
O SRSl CBis. THEN, EXTRd THe. BRT
BASTLWARD D THE. TRk S@Ta E

. | fnecessary. peass comiinine YOUr Gommentt an D reverse side o tivs paper,)

r.m- sardho the $an wio Vadey Esst Wast Tranak Comidor Bue Rupld Tranatt DEISM, piasse
Name: Phone: M.;L
Address: A (B iul. ANE

City: SO, Swe LA Zip_ Flel2
E-mail Address. =7 a¥

Ploass Meiurn by Jily 3, 2001 %o
MTA, Kawvns Mictal, Propect Managr, Dow Galewsy Plata, MS 65.22.5, Los Angeles, CA D0012-2962.
(217) 622-285¢  Fux: (213) §22-20860

Comment Letter F76
Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation oril

U.8. Department of Transportation Fedaral Transit Administration

San Femando Valisy East Waest Transil Corridor
Bus Rapld Transit Drak Environmental impact Statement/Report

COMMENTS
Pleasc we this page 10 submit your comments. shout the Drafl Enviro ) mpact S

Repart (DEIS/R) on
the San Fornando Valley East-West Corridor. You may discuss any sspoot of the project in whick you tre interegted

andVor specific items related o the DEIS/R.
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TO  BEAERT TE Pubue oF TRE. Sod Feruswo

VaLLEY, A Svasir SECvENNT OF A LesuTiy
PoruLsmol  Stoulp NOT TRY o SeParage
o> DNRE. THE PoxEz MENBeRe S A
SoeeTd. WM PRouisoas  Ackgany ALLDIED
B, SUCH AS TIrMEp FPRYESTRIaN CROENAES,
Sounn BBzms Anb WALLS, ddp THE THOSANCS

oF TTEgES  Plamnep T B ATCED. W SHaD
LOoNsipee Tlis PR

I necaRBAY, PleaRS SR poUs COBMINS of Ibe teverTs e Of 8 popet)
To recelve Infuimation regarding the Sam Fernands Valiey 8231 Waat Tranakt Cerridor Bus Aeph! Trensh DETSR, pisses
nomplets befow,

Name: < Phone: _ £IR- Xor 2y
Address: _ A4200  1SNINE  SVE.
City: Sy Can™ - swe_ Cde  zip_ Nprz
E-muil AMdress___Y20LSE. YRbolican @ Any, (D

Plesss roturn by My 3, 20 1o
MTA, Kerwr Michel, Project Mansger, Une Gistewsy Pisza, MS 90-22.5, Low Angeles, DA 500122982,
(21 922-2354 Fex: (213 029-2080
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Group F - Individuals

Comment Letter F77

Los Angoles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
LL.S. Dapartment of Transportation Federal Transit Administration

San Femando Valley East West Transit Corridor
Bus Rapid Transit Drah Environmanisl impact Statement/Report

RO COMMENTS
Please use this page w0 submit your comvments about the Dnft § Impact $i port (DEISR) o
the $an Fernindo Valley East-West Comrider, You may discuas sny aspect of the project in which you aze smeresicd
sndior specific ftems related w (e DEISR.

. Frdta dua bGhuich, | Th inaley b0 AR,
Corvmpnnd abont Ut rota

a Chordi divd too Hadu 4, b 2 caray
P...Wawmuuuw LTART Loty wiad
doti &Wd@rs-amﬂww

3_onuw%w"wcg f 3

bl make a puifoesl ffr¥ BB

0t dewsns om Reindlivreny 4““’“‘6‘“‘)""“%

<& D st 6!4,4”&44%%/0%

Cpsniit s an wrhiaed @ wogpas /“’WM

o O recesssy, mmmmﬁnhmw&anhm)
To rcwive Inke g the San ndo Valley Evet Weat Tranal Cantéor Bos Raphd Transt! DETGAN, placse

Name: “51'1,14,. Phone: 2RO 71 0L
Addrese S ?
CHT.U_OLM__&-IeG " Zipe_ v
E-mail Addre:

Mmbym

MTA, Kevw 4chel, Pegyevt Menager, One Mmmnzz—swnm CA $0012:2952.
213 8222884 Fax: (213) 012-000

Comment Letter F78

Lot Arpeies Courdy Mevopoizan Transporiation Autharity us. Dmnm-ul Transportation
snrmvu-ymwmawwrmucm adoral Transit Agministration
Orsft & Impact P
COMMENTS
Pleuse use it page 10 sumit your comments about the Drat Inpact 8t leport {DEISA) on tha

San Fernando Valiey Exst-West Bus Rapid Transit Corridor. You may discuis any sspect of tha project in which you are

lmandeﬁmCdmmm-hmmmwmmeln We alraady
must dedl with the environmental hazards, noise, and rélated problams presenied by the Venturt Freewsy.
Trathic stucies hava indlcatad that Valley traffic woes are related %0 comimutes out of the vilkey —sspacially down
the 405 (North-Soum rovts). We need & SYSTEM that will iink sxst-west with narth-south routes otherwise leas
than a third of Valisy residens wil be sarved, In addition, we naed 8 bike path and a green balt irrespective of
e busway.

€. Sarvestani ~ Tarzare.
(4 CORENUS BOMMEnts of the Yerse sioe of shia paper.}
rowmwummmwmmrmm
piasss compiets the information belew.
L H
Phone:
Cry/Sue'Zyp:
E-traii Address;,
Shelt st by Pridy, Juty 3, 2001 tee
WTA, ATTN vn;n»\inll-anr—um
mmmwmmmmu
LT3 9220000
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Comment Letter F79

Los Angsles County Metropolltan Transpariation Authority
U.8. Dapartment of Transportation Federal Transit Adeinistration

San Femando Valisy East Weet Tranat Corridor
Bus Rapid Traask Craht Environmental impact Ststement/Repcrt

COMMENTS
M-&nn“mm“h”hm
the 358 Fasando Velley Fast-Wen Covrider, You sty discumy wxy wppocs:

Comment Letter F80

rpaci St toentReport (DK )00

mddox wpcifc s relaed 1 the DETS., 7100 Projact 1 which you e (nerved
This is a dupticate of Comment Letter F79.
lmhﬁv«dh%mhmmy Myulhmhthtuml‘l
-naylwﬂoaunﬂ-ﬂh of the project be

ummmmua be sliowed 1o review
&um&umummiahmuumh lock of the project is
nol Jampared by bodget shovthills or design changes.

Ry, Alue e corlinue yeur COcevis o (5 AVErse side of ihis sapw.
nmw—nm ummmnmn—nmumrfmmm

Feonavaln - 11y oY 93-5023500
asarens: . S fenea fue, *6
City:__\laﬂ:q_m%___ swe_C8 ﬂp—-mﬂ:_.__
wm-u__qnx_@.@uhu.nd-

WA e M, Pogec g G oy

Mlﬁ.—?&ll Angelon, GA D001 22952
@13 03034 Pac (2T 23000 - e
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Comment Letter F81

© Los Angda County Metropofitan Transportation Authority
. U.8. Départment of Transpartation Federal Transit Administration

San Famundo Valey Enst West Transit Cordor

Bus Rapid Tranell Deaft Ervironmental impect Stetement/Repon ”::-.-a-""'"‘“
Jovm >
ot _ - COMMENTS =
B e e i
. -West wdor. Yoni j i
i et Coror You iy s sy pectof e prject i which y0u 1 e N ribssin

fl65 Angeles Qimes | —oee-
1 am sironply s favor of using Chandier furthe Iall BRT s0d sec thet the LA Tirace ' ng .. %‘%

Asartey Ediry
de:id_hlyémwixhwd fanoue

thave tilied 10 2 nuaber of frleads and acqiustances, Jevwuh wnd ok, over B Last wtaks
“-and s of them src in fevor of the Chandler roe. Soms aro very sagry et (e Ovthodot

coRMUNitY is Hying & divert the routs for reasons that secon unfiaceded o cxappessbed,

1 st e O\t the Octhodox cormmanity canadjust 1o having same buse maning on what

clweya s Dexn & dodicaters Umant rowse, and will sul) trtve. After 3l ve Jews bave

wervived ynder miich maore Txcalt sitsations for over 2000 yearst

H

. Lam oxocemed thal ridors woold be loet if the bus goes from Woodim 1 the North
Holtywood Meiro Buiros on surface airssts. And | find i hand 10 beligve that the cide
Onnerd/Lank oalom = really only soro2 two Winoks slowat, espacisity during rush bourt.

¥
i

i
i
i

7
17
iar

i
¥

yi
?

My hopa ia it the [ull BRT opiton in sdopled. Much of the work dose would have o b
dant anywaty for s lght taif roe s acme folos time. While that, ar betwr yeu s subway,
_ wonild betmy praldrence,’ the mality Sooks 1ke s busway now, or nothing fox the
forsasmpble: fotmre. .

i

-3
]
Gaiie o
What. wouid,

. fusk

i i

D.Ei

L3 Lo {lwmmmmmummdﬁm’ :

E‘

03

M}&—: ks CP CA M -0y - mm el m
o : zZe: gty
Phaidn ot Yy My 3, 2001 4"+ o Bul the MTA
MTA, Kovin Mciw, , One’
mm M:m,}néwmmuwmm fog 2 Sy

e
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Group F - Individuals

Response to Letters F82 to F106

The commenters’ opposition to the Lankershim/Oxnard On-Street
o ' Letor £ Alignment is noted for the record.
omment Letter F82

. #
2! H!on

May 30, 2001

Me. Kavin Michet, Project Mansger

Los Angeles County Transportation Autharity
Ona Gateway Finze

227 Floor, MS 99-22-5

Los Angeles, CA 50012

Dear Mr. Michel,

My name Is Mary Tores and 1 ive at 6004 Lindiey Avenus, Encino, CA $1318. My
husband Femando and | have fived at this address for aimost 30 years and curently
own thin properdy. During those 30 years | have ssen many changes in the
neighborhood and mast of them are not good.

1 am agsinst the p d San Femando Valley Efst-West Transit Camidor Project thet
wmmm«mnmammmmunmmmmom
without having busses add 10 the problem. Also, § feet that there will be graffid on the
benches and any walls in the ares.

IworkhmaVanNuysmwby ploy ived & pi ddrossed o "Al
interestad parties, citles, awn&unmcmmmuyawm' 1 am wondering why
mmhhn-mwvmm)mmlmmm
packages. We are truly “intecestad partins” yot this information is not being given to the
mmwnm

1'wil ba attending the public hesring on the DEIS/R st Pieros College on June 21, 2001
to voice my opposition.

Cordaty,
Mory Jense

Mary Tomes
Homeownar

Copyte: M. Envin Poka

San Fernando Valley page 7-395
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omment Letter F83

Salazar, Marlana

From:  Miche!, Kevin

Sent;  Monday, June 11, 2001 8:50 AM

To: Gary Peterson (E-mad); Etaing Carbray (E-meil); Andrew Biankstein [E-msll; Lilsn de Loza (E-mel)
Ce: Sanchaz, Kathieen; Salezar, Marang; inge, Ganol

Subjact: FWW. Drakt EIR supgesting Sittie opposition W& Oxnand signemant

Pleass soa the hed it lotter from & miong the Oxnerd routs. Pleass sid 1o Rt of commeniers end
our making Kstdatabese. Thanks, Kevin

e~ Orlginal Message-——

From: Michel, Kevin

Sent: Monday, June 11, 2001 9:56 AM

Tou 'JANNOLS @aot.com'

Subject: RE: Draft EIR suggesting tle apposition (o Oxnard alignement

Dear W, Jannai, Thank-you for your comment fether on the Draft £1R, which | will forward 1o the team preparing tha Final
EIR. The Finat EIR will address the writlen comments wa roceive a5 wol a5 the comments made at the harings. Thank
for taking the time 1o get involved in the protess, and | ook forward 1o working with you and your community on tha

Sincorely,

Kevin J. Michel, AICP, Transportation Planning Manager
L.A. County Metropolitan Trarsportation Authority

1 Gateway Plazs, Mall Stop 99-22-5,

Low Angales, CA 900122852

Phone: (213} 922.2854  Fax: (213) 223080

==Driginal Massage-—-

From: JANNOLS @eol.com [malto JANNOLS@aol.com)

Sant: Sunday, June 10, 2001 11:28 PM

To: michetk@mianet

Subject: Draft EIR suggesting Rtle to Oenard aligr

lmlmmdeIbyGhnmtﬂumrumﬂ Blv&and Fulion
Ave. | wish to speak to you sbout my to the MT. of
his route. unmmummmammmmm

Vihon [ read the draft FIR thet said while the Orthadox Community objects i
ihe Chandler Burbank route But lithe opposition wis shown by reskiants

agai
10 show you the EIR is wiong. Ve e not 83
a8 the properly owners along Chandiar, but we are Just as important
0 the MTA in terms of fairness and numbers.

Oxnard betwesn Woodmen Avenue and Whitlset Bivd. is an unpradictable and
unsafe thorcughiare bitwean the hours o4 T O SeMand 21 8 v Saversl
schoals are siong this sireet (whether on them of a block north). To wn
more Suses wil ot fake pecple oul of cas. Cars use this Bivd, 1o drop off
and pick up kids from school. Thhlslﬁdsmddehrnmﬂl

6/01

mmuwmcmammmumm

Buses will merely taks people from rmm@wwmm»
downown. They will add io the raffic on Oxmard, Mors accidents wil

al tha comars of Oxnard and Fulion, mmmmmmﬁw
Vhittsel, Oxnacd and Lounst Cayon and so-on. Whils b deaft EIR says the
Oxnend route wouid iake 10-15 minuies longer than the Chandier Burbank route,
tha EIR misses the point -~ the route will be unpredictable in s of tme,
Ofter: Bme3, 80 accident or haavy schoo! traffic along the route will may

add an extra 10-20 minutcs of ravel ime, making this reute up fo 30 minutes.
longsr.

inthe end, | Bm hopeful the MTA sticks 15 the orginal strategy of the
Chandter right of way. MTA has already well aver $200 rrilion on

this route by purchasing the sight of way.

lmpﬂummmwmmlr%wmmwl
oms Y

m% ammmmmmmrum sway oo

wad Chandler and
Whittzel, mum;mwmwm\aemm £ will solve
the Cithodex problem of croasing the airest on Holy Days.

The vatious L that are ‘Mheu‘m'smudevm«al
Unwmﬁh ting this weok (org Vakey
Gilen Community Councll, Vaiey Glen Nalnhnomoos Assoclation, Laurel Hall
utheran Church and others) ta consalidats
ompelibmaalhstmi Muemmmmauc«mmcmm

g to hold @ rally in suppont of the Oxnerd
Rwuw.kuﬂu Vkmmuﬁmhgbmummmmmk
fight of way ond Chandier snd Bellaire, 1f
umkkvdmﬁvhmmyblnlthpmdammu
candoning support for a route by elowing use of its proparty, § hope hat
Conceraed Citizens or MTA would not mind if wa attend and peaceiully protest.

Thank you for Estening.
Sincarsly,

Mickey Jannol
13132 Avtng Skt

601

Page 2 of
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Comment Letter F84

s Al
: > G
hwe /5, 2001
Wmm
22 Floor, MS 99-22-5
Los Angeln, CA 90010
Dear MTA Board,

MkaMﬁMT.L':MWWmMM&&
following ressons:

. The best opticn is to wtilize the Chandier bus route. Clundler bas & bus lsine, less
mnmuwsm;iummhmm
Transportetioe Authority. This direct rocte mukes sonse and would best service
commuiters acress the San Fermando Valley,

. mmmwmmhmmm
hools and businesses, & largs number of traffio accidents and frooway off:

Pleass don't let o suall minority of rich homseowners' a ducision dhat oould
fmpact shousands, %hmmmﬂmﬂnknmdw
mhmhﬁ-mgweﬁduuy.

A total of 26 letters identical to this have been recieved and are on fite.

Comment Letter F85

To whom it meay concer, JUN15 Zﬁﬁi

A3 & property owner neat Oxnard Biwd. in the San Fermando Valley, I would fike
1o encourage you to do everything In your pawer to piace the new high-spred bus line oy
Oxpud. B would add value to my property by ensbling my tenants to get10 and from
their place of business etc. and give them the Opportunity to travet at a reasonable price
without buvingtowonyabom!hepﬁuofworpuﬁuforﬂnlrw.llwuldllso
allow me to use this ¢capability o market my property if the nieed ever asose for me te find
new lenants. Overall, I think the bus would fit well on Oxmard. 1 don’t think it would
cause many of the problems that some of the residents there are claiming. Please use your
influence to keep the proposed bus on Oxnard. Thank you for your attention o this
matter. If you have any questions you ¢en resch me at $18-262.8212,

Sincerely,

gl o)

Steve Teichman

San Fernando Valley
East-West Transit Corridor
‘XY EIS/EIR
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Comment Letter F86

Gre, Timbers
i Oxnard Street :
Van Nuys, California 91401 ﬁc )
(618) 9949570 f 1,/,

June 16, 2001
Mr. Kevin Michel
Los County Transportation Authority
One azélm
22nd Floor, MS-99-22-5
Los Angeles, CA 90012
Deac Mr Michel,
1 wish to express dlaapp:ovalot‘tluMIA an 10 run an East/ West express bus
systzmauouthtm lbeléevel.he;:-lngi will cause undue traffic

OWn i
; hmfmmﬂmmulh!ﬁcﬂnw.ldolikzdumptof
: Puk oodmml - ;vaﬂ'be“pl;ﬂ&l;lmc{rm - Bo;m
Pulton/Burbank and Wi i y ve.
lmpuudhnumlhnmoleetoldwh\umcdonevuyﬁmnbmpam Both are

y tusy & Mmmmﬂmapdghmtm

woth north and south bound ic will be ptable. 1 also 1 no
ons are being made for the proposed Wi /Oxnard
MMywhwmmunuMamMm
dnu:n&&nemdm our mass transit ties, but more busses, in

P are not the soluth d bus traffic along Oxnacd ia totally unacceptable.
Myouforymnmddmm
Sincerely,

oo
Gr\l}/mﬂ\
Greg Timbers

Comment Letter F87

Mr. Kevin Michel 126 2001

L A County Metropolitan Transit Authority
One Gateway Plaza,

MS 99-22-5

Los Angeles, CA 90012

June 21%, 2001
Dear Mr. Michel, MTA Board,

Our household is sirangly against the M.T.A.’s proposed Lankershim/Oxnard on strect
bus route.

After reading MTA litevature, and living in and experiencing this arca for over 25 years,
wemuncqmvnallyuythmhe Chandler dedicated bus lane/route is the best option.
This direct routc is the most togical and would best serve commulers across the San
Fernando Velley.

Hixtorically, the Chandler route was a major Red Car corridor, This cities forefathers had
the foresight to conceive and design those routes forefficiency, directness, and
accessibility to the majority. Most of the area homes snd apartments on Chandler were
built while the ruil lines were active (Red Cars until 1952), and those raifroad fines
temained sctive ontil not that long ago. It was only reeently that a small, locslized, vocal
group has pressured for the removal of the rails and ban on fuhere rail building.

That same group argues that due to religious reasons, they cannot use conveniences that
would enable them 1o safely cross Chandler on the Sabbath and other holy days, This
group will routincly use timers and sutomnatic devices in their homes, so the use of a
“smart” crosswalk or similar device should pose no problem. In fact it will be an asact 10
all people, not just that religious group.

Oxnard Street between Lankershins Blvd. and Van Nuys Blvd. is heavily (raveled and
congested by moming, mid day and cvening rush hour conimuters headed to and from
the Van Nuys govemment center, Oxnard is a narrow street, with two fanes in either
direction. There is & reguisr local bus route, school busses and heavy drop off raffic to
Grant High School, cars and bicycles to Grant and Valley College, skateboards and
scooters, bicycle, foot, and vehicle drop off raffic to Monlux and Emmanual Lutheran
schools. Adding an additional 500 bus trips per day would be disastrous to an
overbundened corrider, and cause traffic probleras worse that we slready have.

Making & turn off of any of the side sireels that intersect Oxnard can be enoemously
challenging. In the best interest of safety most residents are forced 1o take 8 longer more

San Fernando Valley
East-West Transit Corridor
¥ EIS/EIR
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circuitous route to their destination during rush hour limes of day when teatfic is
heaviest. it’s especially dangerous to cross Oxnard on foot, as crosswalks and strect
lights between Laurol Canyon and Whitseit are non cxisiéat. We belicve this already
congested route would lengthen the travel time of the 500 bus trips to the Wamer Center
destination,

As a regular rider of the Red Linc - to work and cven to connect to the Blue Line for
rides to Long Beach - we would appreciate seeing the line continue on from North
Hollywood Station along the Chandier Bus Route to Wamer Center. We will also
welcome and use a neighborhood bike path since at present we have no safe place to ride
our bikes without transporting them oul of the arca.

If the MTA has an c-mail address where the public can send comments we would
appreciate your passing it on to us. It is easier and more efficient and others in our
community also would find it a more convenient way to express their opinions.

Thank you for taking the time to read this letter,

Respectfully,

N AT I

Poul and Sandra Munz

6019 Saint Clair Ave.
North Hollywood, CA 91606-4629
Munzz28@att net

cc: Zev Yarosiavsky
Richard Alarcon
Mayor Richard Riozdan
Mayor - Elect James Hahn
Councilman Jocl Wachs

Assembleyman Hertzberg

cc e-mailed to « All City Council Members
L A Daily News
L A Times

Comment Letter ¥88

Peer Ghant & Associates

18422 Oxrard Streat

Valley Glan, CA 914014041

Prona §18-788-1188

Fax $15-007-5800

Pohenimin 1908.nbe. edu

Statement of Pear Ghant
MTA Public Hearing

Pierce College
June 21, 2001

1 An A RESIDENT OF VALLEY GLEN, THE COMMUNITY OF 20,000
THAT SURROUNDS LOS ANGELES VALLEY COLLEGE. 1 Am PASY
PRESIDENT OF THE YaLLey GLEN KEIGHBORNKOOD ASSOCIATION
AND, FOR THE PAST YEAR AND A HALF, THE CHAIR GF THE
YALLEY GLEN COMMURITY COUNCIL. I AN SPEAKING IN SUPFORT
OF TME FULL BRT, INCLUDING CHAMODLER BOULEVARD.

WHER THE SUBMAY WAS BUILT FROM UNJON STAYIGN To
BACARTHUR PARK, I TOOK MY THEN FIVE-YEAR-OLD DAUGHTER
Y0 MACARTHUR PARK TO RIDE 17, THE RIDE WAS AN ADVENTURE
FOR NER AND A DEMONSTRATION OF VERY COMFORTABLE NASS
TRARSIT FOR NYSELF| BUT IT WAS OMLY A DEMONETRATION. 1T
DID NOT 60 ANYWHERE., PREDICYABLY, THE RIDERSHIP WAS
WELL JELOW OFF1CIAL EXPECTATIONS,

LATER. WHEN THE SUIMAY WAS EXTENDED TG YINE STREET, WE
ONCE AGAIN WENT OUT TO TRY I1T. ALTHOUSH 1T NOW WENT
FARTHER, 17 STILL DID NOT SOLYE THE PROBLEM OF CROSSING
THE CAHUENGA PASS, ONCE ASAIN, RIDEASHIP WAS BELOX THE
OPFICIAL ESTIMATES.

I TOLD MY DAUGHTER THAT ONCE THE SUDWAY WENT SOMEWHERE
ARD SOLVED THE PROBLEN GF COMMUTING OVER THE CAHUENGA
PASS, IT WOULD ATTRACT MANY MORE NEW RIDERS. | BELIEVED
THAT RIDERSHIP WOULD FAR EXCKED OFFICIAL ESTIMATES,
NELL, THAT I8 EXACTLY WHAT HAPPENED. THE PARKING LOTS
AT UNIVERSAL CiYy AND NORTH HOLLYNOOD QUICKLY PROYED 7O

San Fernando Valley
East-West Transit Corridor
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Comment Letter F89

BE GROSSLY UNDENSIZED AND RIDERSHIP NAS EXCEEDED Michae! and Susan Rosen JuN28200
b e e e S T
EXPECTATIONS . 12631 Caiifs Street, Valley Vidage, CA 91607
Phone 818 768-0869 Fax 818 754-0693
I ALBO TOLD MY DAUSKTER THAT, EVEN THOUSH THE PUBLIC Some 23, 2001
HAD LOST ITS TASTE FOR NTA PROJECTS. THERE WOULD BE A o
PUSH TO EXTEND MABS TRANSIT WEST ACROSS THE SFY TO Kevio Michal )
LA n
PROVIDE NEW SEAVICES AND ATTRACT MORE MEW RIDERS, THAT A oty aporticn Auhority
HAS ALSO HAPPENED — 1T IS THE REASON WE ARE WERE TODAY. 17 Flooe , ma 99-22-8
Los Aagebes, CA 90012
Tue rFect BRT, INCLUDING CHANDLER BOULEVARD, OFFERS A Daar Mr. Michet,

YERY UNIQUE OPPORTURITY FOR YHE YALLEY, WE HA A
HAVE Waaee mmummumuumw by

CHAMCE Y0 INSTALL A COST EFFECTIVE RAPID TRANSIT SYSTEN e MTA. Owand is not & wide strest snd thers is 0 voom ou Oxuard for expsnsion. Many
THAT SHONS REAL PROMISE OF ATTRACTING MANY NEN AIDERS schals #and eder directly on Oxsard or cos o1 two blodks off of Oxmird. Many, sy chidem
10 THE SYSTEM walk 10 3chool, cromring Ownard st busy iscaesections. In fact many childows play an the sidewslk
R aRer 3chool bacause thars s Jittle yard space in Srt of their apartment buildings, An sccidas
® 3300 MILLIOK TS A& NARGAIN ~ A SUBWAY FOR THE $ANE analysig shows that there are alrendy thria timed mors accidents ca Otrd than on Chandler.
ROUTE WOLLD COST $A4,2 BILLION. O 1 Schol 4 04 ke shumocs il o iponsiie Butes sbwcy m .
® THE RIDERS WANT PREDICTADLE TRANSIT YINES - THE ’
DEDICATED BUSWAY SHGULD PROVIDE VEAY NREDICTABLE We undirrand that the Chasdler comemanity bat crpanisad againet Maving the buses i dows
. M Of courss 30 oos wants buses rarmieg dows their strest but we ask you and other
TRANSIT TIMES. dociicn makers to look objectively 22 the two propossd routes, Chandler bas the ol railway right-
¢ WE NAVE THE OPPORTUNITY TO HAVE A SREENWAY ~ qwuuuu:mus:p:mmmnummm
gives distance betwem the tidewalks buses. Along Oxnard the buses would run close to
COMPLETE WITH LANDSCAPING, PEDESTRIAN PATHS AND whett childres walk wa pley. Thars are 5o Jarge 3ckools aioug ¢ Chander soucs 25 fir 29 e
BIKEWAY - EXTENDING FROM NORTH HOLLYWOOD TO WaRNER imow. Ther are synagogest. Many people walk 1o 20¢ from synagogue o Sadbath and bolidsye.
CeRTER, But thers are ynagogues neer Oxnard o8 well. The cumbar of poople waking to the sysagogues
on Chandiat doss not approach the sumber of childres vealking to Lasrel Hall, Monlax
o IF THE DRT 18 SUCCESSFUL IN ATTRACTING WEW RIDERS Elemuntary, Orant $igh Schiool wod Erwin Elmoutacy. To walk to thess achools many childrs
AND EARINE TRAFFIC CONGESTION. ME WILL HAYE A SODEL st cross Oxnard.
TO APPLY TG OTHER DEDICATED BUSWAY AOUTES SUCH AS The objective of the bus axs i 8 trasiapont pacple s
peophe acrom the valley as quickly ss postible, The
YAN NuvYs BOULEVARD, soconss of e MTA dupands on the effciancy of its sarvice. If it iy ranming buses dows alresdy
¢ THE DEDICATED BUSHAY WITHIN THE SROAD RIGHT OF WAY rovte sk Chamdier s shaectively 3 betsew choice, Ruoming
WILL PROVIDE THE SAFEST ROUTE WITH THE LEASY
DISRUPTION TO ADJACERT PROPERTIES, The comaunity arousd Chandiet 1ppeass 10 by well organiasd in their opposiion. The Ommard

comesinity is cléarly loss afffomxt mnd o8 » disadveesge becsase we anly recantly learned about
this “aleenstive® to the Chiawdler route. Fleam provest the MTA font making & bed choice.
1 URGE THE NMTA BOARD TD ACT IN THE BESY INTYERESTS OF

THE ENTERE VALLEY AND APPROVE THE FULL BRT oPTION. < “"'3!”"« : 7 , 4 ZZ
Rosmn

Michoel 2od Susam
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omment Letter FS0 JUN 27 2001

TERRI ANN FOSTER SCANNED
6321 Ben Avenue Eric A. Gage IN BMC
No Hollywood, CA 91606 12237 Celifa 51.

Valley Village, Ca. 91607
) Phone 818-760-7067

fune 25, 2001 Comment Letter F91

Myr. Kevin Michad

LA County Transportation Avthosity June 25, 2001

One Gateway Plaza

2™ Floor, M5 95-22.8

Los Angeles, CA 90012 Mr. Kevin Michel

Re:  Transportation Comidor Chandier Bivd 1.os Angetes County Transporfation Autority
One CGateway Plaza

Dear Mr. Michek : 22" Floor, MS 99-22-5

Los Angeles, CA 90012

You spoke at aur Neighbothood Association recently, Lawre! Plaza, and | waoted o thank for tienc
Tb:shubmucrylumpicwmmuhvemmkh&mmhﬁvufa” wad e

1 2¢2d this moming the srticle in tie LA Times, reg ding the busline. Tt appaits me that this has b mue

PP

them issue. The issue 0t and is 8 busline, manspanatioo for people vaable — i i i
537, 80d Bow best to get them from Point A o Poimt 8. :m.wm this pt: m u:mwn:n:' Oxnard is not a safe option to the Chandler MTA line.

amd Oxniard during moming and evening rush hour waffic, Notonce did | maloe it Paster raveliog 0a Oxnard. 17 e point

i 1o get pecple from Wasmer Center 1o the North Hollywsod Red Line Station, | bave to agree that the Chandler route 88 accidents occurred on Oxnard that required 1LLAPD involvement, three times the
©f the most sease. The MTA seerns willing to secommodate thoes worshipping on the 1 xevist them in. . - S : ’

o e i oo 1w o o hoat vorhiias o o Ms-bbn,m T e number that ocenrred in the siwnc one-year périod on Chandler.

"3 .bmgm-umpgmtgbeuummudpdm AmtmwuuMTAh-iﬂlngnmmlyclunmin‘bm i i

and willshicldthe poise with iandscaping ete. 3 the readiton drawing is saything ke what it will vy looK e e 4 Schools arc localed on o near Oxnard with  student population of 6,000.

appercance is much betier than it is day snd wonld endance property values nof decreans therm.

Thers is ¢ buge congregetion of Orthodox Jewish people; ia the Hancock Park ares of ¢ homes i This is not an issue of Orthedox community a3 65% of my neighborbood is
slong 3 sireet, betwean Fairfax and Rossmore. Buses rus along it fine cvg::;; .'I: .:\ mmm h:'mﬁ'“ Orthodox. Within one block of my home are two Synagogues and a Jewish
valus ever. Quite the Y, they have ity i d value. Chungs is always haed erpecially when i Is in your community center.

own backyand. But o add buises along wn already congested strvet a1 Oxnard, with oo ability 10 add lines, would just

increasy mmmmnn&nnmmmmAnwammmm futile 3nd whhow merit. Tt woeld

be better 1 cot spend the moacy st all, tham 1o spend it on & non-solulion. In lcss than one weck over 1,200 voters signed a petition asking the MTA not to
consider Oxnard.
My questions are; 1. What saw are the ity of buses going 10 be rusning? 2, Whas will the night and weekend
schedule be fike? 3. H ol be sidnd " , _
:ps:td:hew mazy ua;: m the p:;m ™ &m:mxm&%ﬁtm and mocs The increase traffic on Oxnard will push the individual vehicle traflic on to the
construction take? 6. Wit is tha target date for comypletion? suburban neighborhood side strects nonh and south of Oxnard. There are no
erstand . . sidewalks in the neighborhoods off Oxnard, only the street used by families to walk
e pyvaniating .:i,.lm. e I vy d,':ﬁ b mfm‘:ﬁmﬂ’m o Al to synagogue, nothers and nannies pushing baby cartiages, elementary school
i émgssm oc you can cult me ($18) 655.0999. Thamk you for your ime. children walking to schoot, children riding iheir bikes, families walking their pets.
sf‘ 2 r . The delay of EMS, fire and police response do to the increased traffic on Oxnard is a
Ly Q (cm_ very real concern,
Ta  _Foster
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The question that needs to be asked:
How can this possibly be a safe alterative to Chandler?

The Chandler neighborhoods have sidewalks.

The separate bus lanes would not affect traffic.
Traffic would not be increased in the neighborhoods.
EMS fire and police response would ant be delayed.

Since moving back o Los Angeles in 1978, | have known that Chandler was
the bm‘ and most likely mass transit route through the valley. The five residences
my family has lived in have been well to the south or north of Chandler for this very
reason. Realtors for the last eight to ten years have had to disclose this information
1o perspective buyers aiong Chandler.

The MTA needs to make the safe choice ot the most politically expedient.

~ The city of Los Augeles and the MTA would never be able to defend their
action in a wrongful death suit, if the Oxnard alterative was given the go shead.

‘The other Questions are:

Are there really 5,000 people living in Woodland Hills that work downtown?
How many arc willing to get up two hours early to be assured of a seat?

1f the buses transport 1,000 people per hour what are the 4,000 people
arriving at the North Hollywoud station after work supposed to do while
waiting up to four hours without foed, water or restrooms?

Why is the rail line nimning between Sherman Way and Van Owen not the
chosen altcrnative? It ruas every 15 minutes with unlimited capacity has
a@equate parking lots and safe secure elevated platforms. Tt is less than a
mile from the proposed start of the bus route and ends at Union Station.

1 kook forward to your comments,

Eric A. Gage

omment Letter F32

Peer Chent & Assocaies
13422 Orard Srrest

Valigy Glun, CA 914014041
Phont 3Y6-708-1196

Fox 115-007-5000
1O0E.N0e. i
LS TS
MTA Public Hearing

Los Angelas Valley College
June 26, 200t

1 AN A AESIDENT OF VALLEY SLEN, THE COMAUNITY OF 20,000
THAT SURRDUNDS LOS ANSELES VALLEY CoLLeak. I Am PaAsST
PRESIDENT OF THE VALLEY GLEN NEISHRORNOOD ASSOCIATION
AMD, FOR THE PAST YEAR AND A NALF, THE CHAIR OF THE
YALLEY GLEN COWMUNMITY COUNCIL. AND. WY WONE I3 ON
GxNARD STREET, | AN SPEAKING 1IN SUPPORT OF TNE FULL
BRT, INCLUDING CMANDLER BOULEVARD,

MHEN § STUDIED ECCNOMICH AND GOVERNMEWT, | DOQUSYED THAY
1 MOULD EVER FIND A PRACTICAL APPLICATION FOR MY NEWLY
ACQUIRED KNOWLEDGE. BUT, WHAT WE FACE TODAY 18 RISHY
FROR %Y TEXTBOOKS = IT L5 THE “LAW oF THE CORMMONS™. AS
A SOCIETY, DO WE SUPPORT YTHE BELF-INTEREST OF A FEW OR
04 WE SUPPORT WHAT E3 BEST POR THE COMAUNITY - TRE
CONMON 900D7

THE YALLEY NEEDS ENLIGHYZNED TRANSPORTATION JOLUTIONS
TO RELIGEVE GRIDLOCK OM LOCAL STREETS., FOR THE paa?
TRIRTY YEARS, WE NAVE SHOWN THAT WE CAN BE EFFECTIVE IN
ARTICULATING WHAT WE ARE AGAINET., BUT WE HAYE NOT BEEN
VERY 00D IN SAYING WHAT ME FAVOR, AS A REBULY, WE HAVE
NISSED THE OPPORTUNITY FOR SUBWAYS OR LIGHT RALL.
TODAY, A DEDICATED BUSMAY I5 THE OMLY OPTION UNDER
CONSIDERATION 3Y THE MTA,

HANY OF MY IMMEDIATE NEIGHDORS AND TNE COHCERNED
CITIZENS ARE RALLYING AROUND THE TSN ALYERNATIVE AS

San Fernando Valley

East-West Transit Corridor
M € T RO EEIS;IEEI"
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THELIR FAVORED SOLUTION, Finst, TSN ts NOT A TRUE
ALTERNATIVE) 1T IS INCLUDED IN ALL OPTIONS EXCEPT “Ho
BUILD”. SECOND. IT DOES WOTHING TO BOLVE THE EAST/WESY
CONGESTION,

THE FULL BRT, INCLUDING CHANDLER BOULEVARD, OFFERS 4
VERY UNTQUE OPPDRTUNITY POR THE VALLEY. WE RAVE A
CHANCE TO INSTALL & COST EFFECTIVE RAPID TRANSIT SYBTEM
THAT SHONS REAL PRONISE OF ATTRACYING NANY NEW RIDERS
YO YTHE SYSTEM,

¢ $300 NILLION T3 A BARGAIN — A SUBNAY FOR THE SAME
ROUTE WOULD COST $A.2 BILLION.

¢ THE RIDERS WANT PREDICTANLE TRANSIT TINES « THE
DEDICATED BUBWAY SHOULD PROVIDE VERY PREDICTABLE
TRANSLY TIRES,

o WE NAVE THE OPPORTUNITY TO HAVE & GREENWAY -
COMPLETE WITH LANDSCAPING, PEDESTRIAN PATHS AND
BIKEWAY — EXTEMDING FROM NORTH HOLLYWOOD TO NARNER
CENTER. :

o IrFr THE BRT 28 SUCCESSFUL 1N ATTRACTING NEW RIDERS
AND EASING YRAFFIC CONGESTION, WE WILL WAYE A MODEL
T0 APPLY TG OTHER DEDICATED BUSNAY ROUTES SUTH AS
VAN Nuys BoulEVadd.

o THE DEDICATED BUSWAY WITHIN THE BROAD RIGHT OF WAY
Wi1LL PROVIDE THE SAPEST ROUTE WITH FTME LEASY
DISRUPYION TO ADJACENT PROPERTIES,

LAKKERSHIN/OXNARD 13 NOT A SOLUTION. TE DRAFY EIR 13
FLAWED WITH REGARD TO THIS OPTION.

s NOISE IS EVALUATED AGAINST THE EXISTING AABIENT
MOISE, WHICH OM OXNAARD 1S 70 AND COMPARED TO LIVING
MEXT TO A FREEWAY OR VERY DUSY STREET. CURRENT
NOUISE LEVELS ARE UNACCEPTASBLE, THIN NETHODOLOSY
NOULD BE SINILAR TO ME SETTING UP & CACKMANMER IN

FAONT OF YOUR WOUSE FOR A YEAR AND THEN ASKING,
*DID YOU HEAR THE BUS“?

® THE AMBIENT NOISE BEWIND HILLYIEW PARK, ON THE
OTHER HAND IS BUITE LOX. THE BOUND OF A SPRAY PAINT
CAN OR BREAXING GLABS JUST DOES NOT REACH 70, Evew
MITH THIS DIFFERENCE IN ANBIENT LEVELI, OXNARD 18
IMPACTED NUCH SREATER.

o TRANSIT TIMES HAYE BEEN CALCULATED USING A TRAFFIC
MODEL. THE NODEL IGKORES YHE MOST CRITICAL FACTOR -
THE EXPECTED VARIATION IR TRAVEL TINES. ON A
DEDICATED BUSWAY, THE YARIATION IN TRAVEL TIME
SHOULD BE QUITE SMALL AND YHE TOTAL TRAVEL TINE
SHOULD BT RELATIVELY CONSYANT FAR INTO THE FUTURE.
IN MIXED TRAFFIC. LIKE OXMARD. TRAVEL TIME wiLL
YARY WIDELY AXD WILL INCREASE OVER TIME,

ALL OF THE COMMURITY INPACTS NOTED BY THOSE OPPOSING
CHANDLER APPLY ¥O OXNARD STREET. THE ONLY DIFFERENCE 13
THAT THE IMPACTS ON OXNARD ARE SREATER.

I WAS TOLD 3Y A MEMIER OF THE CONGRESATION OW CHANDLER
THE DIFFERENCE WAS THAT THE OXMARD RESIDENTS HAD A
CNUICE = THEY COULD DRIYE THEIR XID§ TO SCHOOL, ¥Wete,
AB A VOLUNTEER THAT HAS CROSSED XIDS AT ERWIN STREET
SCHODL POR THE PAST THREE YEARS. T CAN TELL YOU SHE WAS
WAONG. OUR PARENTS DD NOT WAVE A CHOICE - THEY DO NOT
HAVE A SECOND CAR. THEY ALBO MUST WALK YO sCHoOL!

1 uxse YHE MTA BOARD 10 ACT IN THE BEST INTERESTS OF
THE ENTIRE VALLEY AND APPROVE THE FULL BRT orTioN,

MY RECOMMENMDATION IS BASED UPON THE MTA MEETING THE
CONNITMENTS TREY HAVE MADE IN THE DRAFY EIR. Tue BRTY
AUST INCLUDE!

San Fernando Valley

East-West Transit Corridor
"EEY) EIS/EIR
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o NOISE MITIGATION YO YNE SATISFACTION OF ALL
RESIDENTS,

¢ EFFECTIVE TRAFFIC SOLUYIONS FOR PROPLEM AREAS SUCH
AS OXNARD AND NOODKAN.

o PARKING SOLUTIONS FOR STAYIONS. FOR EXAMPLE, AT
BURBANK AWD FULTON, THE RIGHT OF waYy ts 225 fgev
WIDE, WHY MOT INCLUDE FARKING AY THIS STATIONT?

o A RIXE WAY AMD PEDESTRIAN PATH ALL THE WAY FROA
HARNER CENYER TO NORTH HOLLYWOOD.

» TABTEFULLY DESIGNED STATIONS.

v TREES, LANDSCAPING AND SREEN COVER FOR TAE HOISE
WALLS TO ELIMINATE THE POSSIBILITY OF GRAFFITI.

o EFFECTIVE SELURITY FOR THE ENTIRE ROUTE.

WE MUST DEMAND THAY TH1S BUSWAY BECONES AN ENNANCEMENT
FOR OUK COMNMUNITIES., NOT A DETRIMENTI

Comment Letter F93
Peer Ghent & Associates
13422 Ounerd Siraat
Valy Glen, CA 914014041
Phore 357064184
n 845961 S0
POSra@inton 1006 bt adu
July 2,2001
Ju,ht?‘,?'lgpg'
A, e et o
An County Metropolitan Authori
One Gatewny Plazs, 22* Floor
MS 99-22.5
Loa Angsles, CA 90012
Mt Eevin Poka
Fedem! Transit Administration
Metropolitan Office
201 No. Figueroa Street
Sule 1460
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Re:  Comments on the SFV East-West Transit Corridor Draft EIVEIR
Gentlemen:

The Draft EIS/EIR favors the Sull BRT option a3 the best transportation option for the SFV East-
WstTnmRCuddu:!mudﬁchmkﬁmolmmﬂwuﬂdﬁhtoMM
several shortcoenings in the report that, whea cosrected, will stresgthen the case foe the
Buchsnk/Chandler route.

1. Erwin Stroet Elementary School, F3400 Erwin Street, Valley Glen, CA 91401 left
of the report, This despits the ot that almost half of the 1,000 chikdren atending Erwly
come mhmm&ofmmh‘cww south to Chandier

2 mmammwmm,mmimmm

Oxriard Street. Traffic 0o Oxnard, which inchades very besvy trucks from the cement
uSqqhuhlnlOﬂmnlhulnnmdumnﬁaMy&dmlnnﬁhuya-mttnbnuﬂufhm
sound i already unaccopiable o the residents along Oxpard. Soune residents buve their
living rooma and badrooms located within 25 feet of where the bas will pass. If Oxnurd
wete selecied, the cost of sound mitigation would be far higher than cstimated in the

Theh:hz_:fmmm;zhhthomhmmofmwluhwkwa
sxample, if' | were up & jack hammer in front of your house for a year, you would 5ot
umaunmmmmmu‘lmmmmuMwm

San Fernando Valley

East-West Transit Corridor
M E T RQ EISIEIR
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absolute roise levels,

3. Theevaluation of Chandler versus Oxred should include current traffic sccident
expericnce. You will find that sceidents st intersections on Oxnard outmimber those en
Chandler by ten to ome,

4. The comparison of tranait times betwoen Chandier and Oxoard Ia incomplete, Whils
average transit time is important, the varistion in transit time is more importans to the
commuter. | submit that when a rider boards a bus in Warner Center, he does not care
whether his trip 10 North Hollywood will ba 32 or 36 nrises, Rather, he detmands the bus
leave on time (a3 scheduled) and it scrive n North Hollywood on time, The MTA can ot
provide that servioe on any fouts in which the bus must trevel mixed with other traffic,

5. Bynow it should be ciear that thers is contmunity opposition for the Oxaard akernative.
Laurel Canyon Neighbochood Assockation has turned bn & petition with over 1,500
signatures favoring Chandler and opposing Uxnand.,

mmhkmmmllBkThhuhmmwmwmby

the MTA. 1 uzge the MTA Board to approve the full BRT and impleenest it with all of the
amenities and mitigation measures suggestod in the Draft FISEIR.

P

Comment Letter F94

Salazar, Mariana
Feoen: Michel, Kevin
mt Tusaday, July 10, Z%maz AM
Jeote RE: bus Kne on Topham 7 Oxnard, SF Vatey

He. Marphy, thanks for your comaents, shich 1 will forward to the tess preparing the Floal
Ernvironnenta) Ispact Report (FEIR). The FEIR will addross all the public comments we have
received.

Xevin J. Michel, AICP, Transportation Planning Manager
L.A. County ¥stropalitan Transportation Authority

1 Gateway Plaza, Msidl Stop 99-22-5,

Los Angeles, CA 9U012-29%2

Phone: {213) 922-28%54 Fax: (213) $22-3060

~~en-Driginal Message-----

From: Bill Murphy [sailro:iemrphyandfesrthiink.mat]

Sent: Tuesday, July 10, 2001 3:51 AM

To: michelkimta.net

Subject: Proposed bus line on Topham / Oxnard, S¥ Valley

July 16, 2001

Dur community does not want a Bus station at Topham and Tampa We do not
want » bus line running along Topham/Onnasd streets.

Our community needs ‘more mease of ouxr own communlty’ which could ba
rought sbout by the earlisr plan proposed to convert reilroad track
~4a from Tophsm & Victory (Pierce Collego) east to Bslbon Park ints 8

an-belt, bike &nd jogging path.

As it is, there §{2 no relief from the urban sprawl. We noed more common
aress (puopls areas) where nelghbors can mingle, exerclse, racreate and
develop community prida. We have looked forwird to and svpported the
greenbelt, jogging path as 8 way to cdmvelép & botter aense of coxmunity
which ls sorely lacking.

Melody Acres sres, Tampa to Corbin, is RA-1 foned (horses and livestock}
abuts thisz proposed ares. We have & genuine concern for the potential
loze of our wondarful rural nelghborhood which mest of ua moved here
for. Morpe and buses don't mix. Children and buses don’t mix.

Wa feel the bus plan will have negitive ippact on our comaunity and our
lives. Weo axe against this plan as It will potentislly creste sore air
pollution, nolae poilution, traffic congestion, litver and trash from
new influx of peopls passing through our nelighborhood and using our
straets for cut-throughs and parkiag foc bus use 7 and ultimately
diminishing the value of our homes and properties.

Our suggestion is to use Lthe Victory corridor slready set up for
expansive traffic and not disturd one of the Jest rural areas of the
valloy. As an slternate, Vantuza Bivd. is the preferred route ss ths MTA
has spant the last seversl decades building the service which exists at
prasent, which doss not seem Lo be ruaning at optimum performance.

These feelltgs scho throughout all of our residents here in ‘Hilody
crea’, Pleasm listen.

1ook forward to July 1% and July 26 NTA maetings. Xa »#ill be there to
.er better sclutions to ro-direct use of the 3285 million budgut as
well as wake a united stand in opposition to the location and current

1

San Fernando Valley
East-West Transit Corridor
"xx¥) EIS/EIR
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W Soprt Chamiloe ook BXT recormmmendtion Comm Letter FO5
fragnented MTA plan study.

Bill, Linnea, Hercedes and Lily Murphy Subject; ¥3Y: Sopport Chandier route BR'T recommendation
19520 Oxnard Street, Tarzana 91358 Dates Thu, 26 Jul 200¢ 14:20:20 -0700
Fram: "Michel, Kevin" <Mictel K@MTA NET>
Tot *Sanches, Kathleen” <SANCHEZK@MTA NET>,
“Salazar, Mariana” <SalazatM@MTANET>,
"Elsine Carbrey (E-mail)™ <carbrey @ mail gruenassociates.comp,
“Gury Peterson (E-mail)” <gpetersen@®myraltank.com>,
"Andrew Mondschein (B-mail)” dschein @mail.g 3 com>,
“Litlian de Loza (E-mail)" <idetoza @consensisp.com>

----- Original Mesgagg.--««

rom: Hichel, Kevin

Sent) Thursday, July 26, 2001 2:19 M

To: 'DClarke3408acl.com'; SecondDistrict9bos.co.la.cve.ces
PifthDistricrébos.co.le.ca.us; dondbos.co.la.ca.us;
mlinadbos.co.la.ca.us; zevibos.co.la.ca.us; bsrason€cl2.ci.la.cs.uar
Jlgaspifacl.com; jwaldendmayar . lavicy.org; fessnajr¥pessgic.net;
frobertg@cicynflancasterca.org; ReAProdacl.com:
paz-oronnardganta-monica, ooy Michel, Xevin

Subject: RE: Support Chandler routs BRT recohmendation

¥r. Clarke, thanks for your comments. which I will share with che team
preparing the Flnal KIR/S fnr the projoct, whare wa will reapend to all
public commesita.

Kevin 3, Michel, AICP, Transportstion Planning Manager
L.A. County Metropolitan Tranaportation Authoricy

1 Gatoway Plara, uail Stop $9-22-5,

o8 Angelen. CA  9D012-2952

Prone: {213) 5221854 Fax: (213) $31-3050

----- Original Wesssye-~-~~

Frow: DClarkal40dsol.com {pallre.ROlackeislinol.con)

Sant: Wadnesdsy, July 25, 2001 10:45 AN

Tot BecondDistrict@bos.co.ls.ca.us: PifthDistrictébos.co.la.ce.us:
dondbos.co.1n.ca.uy; Molinabbos.co.la.ca.ve; zevdbos.ca.la.ca.us;
bernson$cli.ci.l n.un; Jlgsspilucl.com; jwaldendmayor.lacity.ors
tasanajrxdperagic net: Erobertsdcityoflancasterca.org) BeAFrofaol.com;
pam-sconnorésanta-monics.org; michelkémca.net

Subjaectt Suppert Chandler route ART recommondation

Rotwithstanging sy previous &-nail questioning Lhe 2pesd achievable by
Valliey BRY, I would like to compliment the case made by the NTA staff
recormendation for the Chandler boulevard right-of-way route. as opposed to
Cxnard Street.

Thexe iz a strong noed for an east-west transit corridor alternastive tu thy
Ventusa Freewdy and Chandler clearly gives the laster and lese
traffic-impacting rours,

This should 2150 be seen as nor just & route fram Noxth Hollyweod to Warner
Center, but as a crunk to be extended east -- perhaps vin the Burbank Modla
District ana the 134 HOV lane to Glendale and Pasadens -~ and farthey wost
toward Thousand Oaks via the 101,

Ragarding concerna of neighbors of Chandler, T find it difficult to

1of2 30072001 0543 AM.

San Fernando Valley page 7-406

East-West Transit Corridor
FIS/EIR




Group F - Individuals

K3 Supyl1 Commtler rovae BICT recommendianon

understand how sdding 48 buxss [or lsem) per hour in the median of &
boulevaré that siready carries over 1,000 cors, buses, and trucks per hour
would sipnificantly inmpact noise or their ability to croms the boulevard.

I am more comcerned about the noine and vibration of buses psssing
relghbors’ back yards along the private right-of-way sections. Perhaps
quieter hybrid buses should be required in addition to the soundwalls
proposed for mitigation.

Although 1 live in Santa Monica, I grew Up in tho Valley, graduated from Van
Nuys High and L.A. Valley College, and coswuted for a number of years from
8anta Monica to Burbank and Warner Center. I've driven svery parallel
boulevard to avoid tha: freeway!

Darrell Clarke

20f2

3047772001 0B 43 AM

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Traps IMMCILRRCUS g ges)

U.S. Department of Transportation Federal \ ransit Adminlstrationl

San Farnando Valley East Wast Transit Carridor AN
Bus Rapid Transit Draft Environmental Impact Statement/Report B ‘) }
;‘J., =y

F— COMMENTS "
P uk this page 10 subemit your about the Drafl E Umpact Statement/Repon (DEISR)
the San Fesando Valley East-West Camidor. You discuss any aspect of the project i ‘ i m::d
andVar specific items selated to the DEIS/R. ind i i which you we

Wbt e M s Agece
;jf;{%%m K//sfcz/. ""f e

[T o saies Yo bt
done Fstedl be WM%/
Spael ¢ M VK#ﬁW)MC "
M%%M%& P o o7 alony.

- M M
%ZMZL(WMM

.Mmroumuhms&dwlm.l
To receive lnfarmsstion regarding the Ser Famande Valiey West Tranalt Conddor Rupidt DEISR,
Wy East s Transit plaase

Name: z Phone. £2° - SR 304
Address d 5
Cily:W Stae: L2 - zip:_%gz

Ploaso relurn by July 3, 2004 to:

, Qe Gateway Plaza, MS 90-22-8, Los Angoles, CA 90012-
{213} 922-285¢ Fax (213) 9722050 aes2

San Fernando Valley

East-West Transit Corridor
'Y EIS/EIR
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Comment Letter F97

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Author!
U.S. Department of Transportation Federsl Transit Admlnlou?tion

San Femendo Valley East West Transit Corridor
aumpummnmzmmunmmm

S may diacest any apect of the project in which intrrented
ned/or spmific isens relased % the DETS/R. Y d e ® T

I Al the fnt atliciTive ateq
Brsilon o Bo leoe Ao Llonddos Line wdiea.
e W-&OMMU

e e
e Ahss fimr Jo Ormnast ¥ L dan =V TN
Sode X Lespls am tamanas

%{0:(%’7-&7—4._ . =
A oet fe y axd%wf

w

Mmmmmmmmmdlumj

() Vabey franak DIRSR, peasy
m:-mmnmumm Esat Weat T Corrider Bus Rapltl Trane.

Name: sl gﬂp - Phone: /9~ -

Address:

Ciry: sue;_Ct Zip:_QiLos

E-mail Add

Proase mium by iy 3, 2001 0
m&mmmwmmmmm Los Argeles,
031 022 2854 Pos (273 0080 P, CA 000122082

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transpd Comment‘ Letter F98
U.S. Department of Transportation Federal Transit Administration

San Femnendo Valley East West Transit Corridor
Bus Rapid Transk Draft Environmertal impact Siatament/Report

COMMENTS

Pleast use this page to submit your comments sbout Lhe Draft Envi 8

Tmpact Stat (DEISR) on
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Bus Repid Transit Draft Environmental impact Statement/Report £ g) )
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COMMENTS 4

)

Please use this page 10 subnut your comtienté about the Draf E: Impact 8 /Report (DEIS/R} on
the San Fernando Valiey Exat-West Comidor. You may disenss any aspeet of The project in which yoo are interested
and/or gpecific iems related 1o the DEIS/R.
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omment Letter F101
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Bus Rapld Transit Deakt Environmental impact Statament/Report
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the San Fenando Valley East-West Corridor. You maty discuss any aspect of the project in which you are inverested
andéor spesific items related W0 the DEISR.
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Group F - Individuals

Response to Letters F107 to F112

The commenters’ support for the Lankershim/Oxnard On-Street Alignment
is noted for the record.
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Comment Letter F108
JUN13 208

DA ATmEMA o Muiremws  SCANNED
1 97 FULTON AVE. 88 I8 Rme
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1415 0011
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Governor, Bate of Callformia
Los Angeias Ofics
Cuar Governor Davis:
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Kavin siichel, Projest Manager, MTA
e, Srvin Poks, Federsl Trenelt Adminietration

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authodjit  § 2001
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Sen Femando Valley East Wesl Transht Co .Commen.t Letter F109
Bus Repid Transkt Draft Environmental impett Statement/Regort !% .

o n COMMENTS e
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andor wpesii oo related 10 b DEISR. oo e podect {n whish you ae miesesod
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Comment Letter F110

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
U.8. Department of Transportation Federal Transit Administration

San Femando Valiey East West Transit Corridor
Bus Rapid Transit Draft Envirormental impaci Statement/Report

COMMENTS
Please use this page 1o subunit your cormements sbaut the Drafl Exviroranents! Impact Statement/Repont (DEIS/R) on
the San Femando Valley East-West Comdor. You may discuss any apact of the project @ which you s interesied
and/or wpecific itleme retued 1o the DEISR.
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Los Angeles County Matropalitan Tiansporiab y U.8. Department of Traneportation
San Farnendo Valiey Easi-Weet Bus Rapid Transll Corridor Federsl Transit Admiriaiision
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Comment Letter F111
COMMENTS
Please uss this page 10 submit your comments sbout the Drant Envi mpext BU /Report {DEISR) o the

Sen Femando Valley East-West Bus Rapid Tranak Comidor. You may clecuss any aspect of the projact Is which you are

1 wish to make note publicly that | do not support the Chandier bus system. | do support the Lankershim one
because i is less expansive, does not have an lmpact on p ios an the Chandier does ( bot wise) and
the negalive impact on residential valugs, Do note vate for the Chandier system.
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U.S. Departmeant of Transportation Federal Transit Ad stration

San Fernando Valley East West Transit Corridor % }
Bus Rapid Trans#t Draft Environmental Impact Statemant/Report P )_
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COMMENTS L
Please use this pags 10 submit your sbout the Drafl Envi d lenpact St /Report (DETS/R) oo
the Ssn Firnando Valley East-West Corridor, You may discuss any sspect of the project in which you are imerasiod
and/or specific veras related to the DEIS/R.
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Response to Letters F113 to F259

The commenters’ opposition to the Chandler Boulevard Alignment is noted
for the record. For responses to comments regarding specific issues, please
see other similar comments in Group C.
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Comment Letter F118 Comment Letter F119
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This is a duplicate of Comment Letter F116.
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Comment Letter F120 Comment Letter F121
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Comment Letter F122 o Mo Comment Letter F123
4

528 Nk S SR it

QMA ){ ///_4 _— y _‘ 818-766-2848 F‘b s
&’1\{ J/}e(/[ B Mf//q ADJ‘; May 31, 2001

) @ Ayt spsaet beo OAA A MatEopolitan’ Transportation Authority
J 7 CM&{& M@Ly AG QJ/C ]é AZL g::-lct;;:‘{:z.,é:';oon-zssz
r .

’ Re: San FPernando Valley East-West

m (:) a/? /4 )[o \f&"‘/ % Desr Mr. Michel: Transit Corridor Project

For a l4-mile fancy bus route you will -

1. Destroy hundreds of private homes. Nothing you can name is
worth destroying even ona private home. I assume your home

3, 0“\ is not threatened?.

2. Destroy Chandler Blvd, the last remaining beautiful road in

this axea? .
. L
Ja, % & el )ﬂ‘é&k. 3. Take hundreds of millions of dollars from the people, who are

struggling now to pay their taxes, their horrendous utility
é bills, and the gakoline pricea that are gaoing out of control?

, bo you honestly think 14 miles of a fancy bus route im worth all
: ( *5 a‘M’ this? I can't belisve you and your cchorts can be that idiotic,
We have several bus routes now going east and west, Very few
% //W people use them bscause thay can so sasily drive to thoss few places

you considerimportant enough to travel to. Shall we list the places
W you consider important snough to wreak the havoc you propose?

OK ~ here goss - North Hollywood (nothing hers of any interest);
Vallay College (all the kids drive); Van Nuys (the civic center -
maybe); Sapulveda Basin {no one ever goes there):; Plerce Collage
(the Xids would rathsr dia than take a bud): and Warner Center

- {wvhich no one from the sast end of the Valley sver goas to; thare's
é&o W// ﬂ—coép:./{_ no reason. 1Xnae I never have and I've baen here in the Valley since
. : Moses) . .

For the 1ife of ma I cannot imagine why you'd destroy hundreds of
private homes (criminallj, spand millions of our hard-earned dol-
lars, and destroy beautizil Chandler Blvd., jist to build 14 miles

% J‘é of bus route to and from places of very little interest to anyone.
t

In the name of all that's sane - WHY?
Most sincerely,

Holee Sthoarare, Sanows WaT

2¢ Y3 /W‘ ¢t All those coz_\cc:md.

Vpey Vicerse oz
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Comment Letter E124 Comment Letter F125 g
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Dear Mr. Michel, l” \ . £ &

[ would Iike to like 10 express my frustration regarding the proposed b ("" a’/ 4
Chandler corridor bus line. [ am an Orthodox Jew who has been & member Qo u;( Acdt et .
of the North Hollywood community for 25 years. As an Orthodox Jew, T do

notuse & car on the Sabbath and various other Jewish holidays. I along with . / é

my family and many friends spend s lot of time walking on these days. We . /%‘ _& Y /s : o

all have small children and enjoy the pleasant atmosphere that currently - ’ L ma / -
exists. With the construction of a high-speed bus line, there would be /.
significant dangers to our children and the community at large. There would - -
also be an abundance of noise, poliution, and added traffic while cars would ,d b, 4{.4.—56 W
be forced to weit for the bus to cross. [ pray at a Synagogue tha is directly / ﬂ

across the street from where the bus would run. The bottom line is that this

would be a complete disaster for me, my family, and my entire community. | Lz-b P
am strongly opposed 1o it and urge you 1o do everything in your power to
stop it from becoming & reality. I would welcome any comments or -
questions you may have, Thank you, ﬁ y / NS ‘__ Lo gl e
Sincerely, dd
Michael Teichman -

(818)720-5956 CK&// % }Z» é;fw_u&
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gt 10,208 Comment Letter F126
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omment tetter F129
Robbl Sholam Reskin

3537 Volatta Place

Valley Village, California 1607
(218) 7633379
w11, 2001
Tho Honorable Gray Davis
State of Califbrnia
Los Angeles Regional Office
300 South Spring Strect

Los Angzies, California 90013
Dear Governce Davis,
{am & bl In the San Femando Vallay and 8 teacher at Valley Torah High Sehool Tam .
d about 'M‘h\buaﬂudmlhechudlweaﬁdmiﬁelmm“

very the
w0 blocks Som Chandler and T am very worried shost soies 20d the sdded danger
ehﬂé:m?imlootkmﬁsm.Wommmw for sy

Sineerely yours,
ot
Rabb] Sholom Raskin

ce:

Supervisas Zav Yaroslaveky
300 West Templs St., Room 821
Los Asngeles, CA 90012

Mr, Kevin Miche!
MTA
One Gatewny Plaza

224 Floor, MS-99.22-5
Lot Angeles, CA 90012

Mr. Ervin Poka,
Fedoral translt i

201 Na. Figuaroa St #1460
Los Angeles, CA 90012

San Fernando Valley
East-West Transit Corridor

METRO EISIEIR
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omment Letter F132

Paul & Nan Krasne
42640 Cumpston Straet
Valley Village, CA 91807

June 13,2001

Mr. Kevin Michel

Los Anggies County Traspanation Auhority
One Cuewy Plaza

22 Floor, MS-95-22.5

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Deae M. Michel,

A3 8 Jong tiwe (47 years) residond of the Valiey Village ared | s weiting you bocause my
hﬁd]nwmmhwmmmﬂmuﬂm
corridor.

Wie hirve seen neany changes In o neighborhood through the yoers. Fortunstely most have
ocn very good and we heve soom property values mise. All the years that v have Hved here:
e e 3een bomics values incresse.

W befiove that having s bus route down Chissdier Bivd. wil] csuse donger ¥5 well 23
Tnconvesience K¢ the people living In the weighbarhood. We do 2 kot of welking #xd crossing
Chandier Bivd. 'We have seen mugty bad sccidents dus to cars going fait and with the inses
golng dova Chandier Bivd, the dmnger will even be worse.

“Thank you for your stiention 10 this matter.

Sincerely,
7 D Afratnn
/Nal(nne

JUN 13 2001

SCANNED
IN RRC

pficbasifI Comment Letier F133
12740 Cumgpston Seet Comment Letter F133

Yafley Village, CA 91807

{818) 7464 - 6246
June 11, 2001
Mr. Kavin Michel
Los Angeles County Transportoion Authority
One Goteway Piaa

224 Fioor, MS-99-22-5
Los Angelas, CA 90012

lam a 3§ year, non-Orthodox , resident of Valiey VRRage, just one block

north of Chandler Bivd. | am writing about the proposed buswoy on the
Chandier madion,

My family has always faken pride in our neighborhood. My Lale husband,
Harmon Baliin, was o Vice Presidentof VICA ond aclive in the clivic and
pofiticat afficirs of Los Angoles. in the 19803 he and other neighbors fought
fo biing an underground subway 1o the Valley, using the Chandter route.
As you know that plan was abandon because of the dificuties with
underground construcion in ofhver areas of the city,

Now o surface busway, using oversized spesd buses, s proposed for our
reskdential neighborhood. This plon s inacceplabla. Thisks o
neighborhood of walkens. Not only the Orthodox communily, but other
neighbaors as well, uss Chandler for wolking of biking. The proposed
busway will craate a tratfic hazand for padesirions ond bikers. it will cause
access 1o the heeways and canyons to the south 1o be even more
congesied than they are now, and it wil cause the decine of a lovely
neighborhood which has been up-grading the sizs and quatty of homes
in recent years.

lurge you to vote for an altemative pion for the busway.
Sinceroly,

T, 77T N

Janks Balfin

San Fernando Valley
East-West Transit Corridor
EIS/EIR
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Comment Letter F134 Comment Letter F135

Rabbi Aryeh Striks
S50] Adcove Avenue
Vadiey Village, Califorais 91607
(B18) 7529566 ¥ stbovibis.cig

June 11, 2001

The Heonorable Gray Davis
State of California

Los Angeles Reglonal Office
300 South Spring Btreet

Lom Angelas, California 90013

Dear Governor Davis,

1 am a teacher at Valley Torah High School and [ live very
nesr our new facility on Chandler Boulevard. I am very concerned
about the proposed MTA bus line down the Chandler corridor. 7T am
worried that the noise and congestion will create a sericus
problem for the Jewish ity, our,school and my family. I
would appreciate avery effort on our behalf.

Sincere 8,
/
4
Arye!

Rabb; h Striks

This is a duplicate of Comiment Letier F132.

(¢4

Superviscer Zav Yaroslavsky
S300 West Templs 8t., Room 831
Los Angeles, CA 90013

¥r. Kevin Michel

WTA

Crie Gateway Plaza -
22" Floor, M5-39-22-5
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Hr., Brvin Poka

Federal transit Authority
201 No. Figueroa St. #1460
Los Angelea, CA 90012
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Comment Letter F136

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authc
U.8. Departmant of Transportation Federat Transit Administratpifi_ 11 2601

San Fernando Velley East West Transit Corridor
Bus Rapid Transit Draft Enviconmental Impect Statement/Report [ 34
COMMENTS ¥

Please use this page w0 subatit your conmments sbout the Draft Env { bmpart /Report (DEIS/R) on
the San Femando Valley East-West Corridor, You may discuss any sspect of U project in which you sre intereseed

snor specifle items relsted to the DEIS/R.
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[} PSS COnBnue your o0 e rovavsd side of this paper.)
romm-mwmmmmmmumcmmlmﬂ‘mmm
Name: HAE[ Phane: 172 "ﬁ’é’da?c?/

Address: gl AVE
City: T Z"A‘M//,‘ - /"Me%\ Sule;.f.i___ Zip:ﬁlﬁﬁfé—.
E-mail Addvess (TS _MALueT L € Aol con

Plaase rotuen by July 3, 2001 o
MTA, Kevin Michel, Preject Manssgee, Oe Galewsy Fraza, MS 90-22-8, Los Anpovos, CA 900122082,
(213) 922-7854 Fax {112} 022-3060

Vo1

This is a duplicate of Comment Letter F136.

Comment Letter F137

San Fernando Valley
East-West Transit Corridor
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JUN 202081
sun, The exhsust and noise of the buses witl put s end to that.

SCARAED On Saturday from 8:30 am to an hour aflar sunset there is a
IN RMC constant strsan of pedestrian traffic alorg Chandier snd even more
Comment Letter £138 importantly, crossing over Chandier st Ethel, Coidwaler, Beliaire,
Tuesday, Juna 12, 2001 N Babcock, Whitsett, Laurel, and other side streets in betwesn. On our
m.xmmmmwmoam&:‘:mw:umm
Mr. Kavire Michel patiently our young in hand t stroliars
. before us, Many of us have & number of childien. Managing the walk
&8 ADgaies County Transportation Authorky with 30 many litie ones in tow s dificult enough without having 1o go sn
ume'rm“mum’m wxira disterce to ooss or deskng with & constan? stream of buses
N . aCToss o path.
Los Angeles, CA 80012
Mzry peopls have moved hers 10 the Vafley ~out of the
RE: High-Speed Busway twough the San Femando Vatiey communities 1o flee just this kind of problem : mi:.”* t
fumes, congested iraffic, disgusting bilboards svecywhere. For
M [i( lhﬁl»l:lulzsl dmmiquoln mm.m il
] dal
Although | am & new resident in Vaiey Village and not a frequent ::'b;.:nm Deve of our yea, the b
;ﬂbrbmthﬁ'rdnmm.sﬁhmmpmm
run 3 high-speed bus down Chandier 80 Upsets me Thecs 8re many in this neighbarhood who are not Jewish or not
have settied down to wile. My personal siory followe: observant Jaws; AN day long people walk their dogs, run for exarcisa,
strolf in and sround the ares with infants snd toddiers. Chiidren play in
Last fall we moved into & modest but rice homae Just 2 biccks the cul de sacs aftar school untt dusk. Thare are many okier coupias
mqmw:umwumc . Qur home In snd singles who find it pleasant 1o welk the neighborhood. Why should
San Diega we 30id as we decided olr famiy of three young boys the norma! pleasantries be taken swsy from us.
nseded to live in an environment they could have many more .
triends living near to them (Jewish 8nd non-Jewish.) We wented & real e worry about gang violence, intrudsrs into our homea,

communityl We brought a tiviving business of Bghting design and car thioves, chikd aba Last weak stole my 14 yeer cid,
sa axpartise 10 the Valiey. As scon as this bus isswe is deaf and biind dog from my frond yand encio asking @ ransom
sattiod we witl decide where our offics spece shall be located snd which saveral hundred dofiars for her retum. By the way, cur North Hollywood
neightbiorhood we wifl be hiring in. polics force ate amazing and wonderfut human beings. They work very
hard to kesp this a safe and happy place.
The most Impartant issue is the safety of our children, Since we
moved here | hiva allowed them much more: freadom than they aver Mot of us paid way too much for 8 home 30 that we can be within
anjoyed In S. Diego. Here, | foit safe letting them ride their scooters # ressanable welking distance from our synagogue ( & requl of
amund the block, even on Chandier, making them much more Jewish law.) We, like most others living here, cannct afford to move
Independent in terms of getting 1o their triends housss — espacially . It is really not fair to changs this bvely, peacel, residsntial
thoss on the south side of Chandier and Megnolia streets. i the bus enclave into a noisy, smoky dsngerous haven for grafft artists (I am
comes herw In the South Valey, I wil have to deny them this priviege in Aspning there might be some kind of wal eround the
faar of the potential danger of the dusway. busway. P
Then there la the issus of the preschools and in privete Plesse don't put it here or
m).mmnmmnsn(wnmmum masona.  How about Victory Bhwd. or even further north wher the
care centers song this proposed route,  The polivtion slone, besides Commercial properties might actually benwfit §om the increesed traffic?
the noige, inconvenience, and danger shoud stop the project from Pople coming {0 and from work in the Mid-Valley would probably enjoy
heppening hers. Every day there aie qusniiies of young chidren the increasad availability of public frangportation. Chandler Bid. Is
piaying outside in encicsed playgrounds nesr Chandler, Eiderly citizens really South Valley and no one in this neighborhood wilt reafly sver use R
walk 10 siores of it Outsice in the reasonably fresh air, getting & litle the bus,

7-430
San Fernando Valley page
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JUN 15 2001
SCANNED
IN RMC

Comment Letter F139

8-12-04

MR, KEVIN MICHEL
C/0 LA COUNTY TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY

DEAR MR. MICHEL,

M WRITING TO YOQU ABOUT THE MTA EASTAWEST VALLEY BUS PLAN,
MY FAMILY & | LIVE 3 HOUSES AWAY FROM CHANDLER IN VALLEY
VILLAGE AND HAVE FOR 13 YEARS. I'M VERY CONCERNED ABOUT THE
FALLOUT OF A BUSWAY S0 CLOSE TO MY HOME & OTHERS IN THE
COMMUNITY.

THE NOISE IS A BIG CONCERN OF MINE. AS [T IS, THIS IS A VERY NOISY
AREA, DUE TO THE BURBANK AIRPORY TAKEQFF FLIGHT PATH. WE DO
NOT NEED ANY MORE RAPID TRANSIT INCREASING OUR ALREADY NOISE
POLLUTED COMMUNITY,

M ALSO CONCERNED ABOUT THE FOOT TRAFFIC THAT EXISTS IN THE
AREA OF CHANDLER, BEYWEEN COLDWATER & WHITSETT. THi8 IS AN
AREA WHERE MANY RELIGIOUS PEOPLE CROSS CHANDLER TO GO TO
TEMPLE SEVERAL TIMES AWEEK. ACCIDENTS WILL HAPPEN.

FINALLY, WHAT WILL HAPPEN TO THE VALUE OF OUR HOMES? | HAVE
INVESTED A LOT OF MONEY INTO 3 HOME REMODELS AND DO NOT
WANT TO SEE HOME RESALE DECLINE.

| URGE YOU YO CHOOSE THE ALTERNATIVE PLAN AND USE OXNARD 8T,
INSTEAD OF CHANDLER. (T WILL INCONVENIENCE SO MANY LESS
PEOPLE AND NOT CAUSE POTENTIAL PROBLEMS THAT WILL BE

June |2, 200 Comment Letter F140
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Comment Letter £F141

Tuesday, June 12, 2001

Mr. Kavin Michel

Los Angales County Transpontation Authority
One Gateway Plaza

22nd Floor, MS-89-22-5

Los Angeles, CA 90012

RE: High-Speed Busway through the San Femando Vealiey
Dear Mr. Michel,

Pieass Mova the Proposed High Speed Bus from the
site on Chandler Bivd. Oxnard is not @ good idea either. How about
along sy other strast North of here where there is a it of commercial
traffic s¥oady. | know that the frain tracks end lend are avsilable easily
here, but your bus will ruin our neighborhood.

NOISE, Congested altemnatn traffc routes, exhaust lumes, ssfety
threat, poliution irritation. Why take # redily nics street surrounded by a
p fid residential neigh ‘dfrbndswripilhhalf: Doesnt

:
g
:
i
g
?
i
g

scross the country.
We havo nice bomes with local shapping and reasonably priced cifice
space. Al of it easlly acoessed with & minimum of treffic. Al of this wilt
be affacted by your bus, and we don’l want it] Pretty much ot of us
cannot afford 10 move, and i we could we would not necessarity want 1o
leave our community and the pecple we have come 10 care about here,
Wae will not deal with the issue of what the busway will do to our home
velues.

We are aware that you need to provide cross-valley transpartstion
for psopie who work st Wamer Cantar ang In the growing commercial
areas wost of here, but ramming a bus down our thioats when & large

ceally ks juet nok ight.

{ attend synagogue on Chandier and watch chikiren walk, run and
play on the sidewalk In front of the building and their preschool building
svery Shabbat (Seturday). | want to do anything | can to protect them,
lndlhv;smhunbfeelmuhmmhbom. You can make that
8 reakty.

Thank you,

m\

5506 Goodiand Ave,
Valiey Viliage, CA 91807

San Fernando Valley

East-West Transit Corridor
"y EIS/EIR
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JUN2T 2000 JUN 13 2001
e 13,00/ SCANNED
SCANNED IR ANC

Comment Letter F142 LR
‘Qa }(ﬂ' /& Q.SUL M I %/ To whom it may concern:

1.8m very opposed 16 Lhe proposed bus on the Clumdler medimn. As a member of the community
cmm this bus represents a safely threat and a divider of our unique walking community, This
/7 comnurity is growing and [amily oriented. Many ity bers choose to walk our
’ beautiful sreets rather than drive. Eoften cross with a double strolier and with young chilkdren.

- holding an to the siroller so thata short crossing. light will he impossible to navigate. In
’ GMW W sddition we have eldoely with walkers and whee! chairs that must cross as well,
- / " / Please ider placing this b y on ¢ less walked nonresidential area whers it con serve
ﬂ(/l @L(/(. WWM % mare s riding constituents,
LAV ¢
=~ Aviva Maller
M { ) ﬂ / 818.762.6926
—
-
& 0N CAn/ L ee—

Syt din Gotir

+
¥

. - I3 R S ! N
',5 ""QO"J 14.07/,'1.’ LRSS ./

qtj\.'r . (94/:‘5 . /’,C ’:),','—'a; :3
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JUN13 2001
SCANNED
IN RMC
MITCH DANTON Comment Letter F144
5913 HILLVIEW PARK AVE
VALLEY GLEN CA, 91401

Mz, Kevin Michel,

Living adjacent ta the p db lamdeepjycomndaboutme
nolse and pol!uﬁont!u!udllbe ‘inlomy yard every few mi

Please don't destroy m; of lif buses my fi will
w‘w‘hmybmm y quality of life by rolling y family will never

Stop the buswayl

Sincerely,
Y a

Miuh Danton

Comment Letter F145

MRS L o v e
a o (e
zj Je ‘g Ifno"
2-»—4.. 13 ooy
Pun . Novews Mackal JUN 15 2604
. TM Plagoe SCANNED
ore 1% RMC
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Comment Letter F146

Ruth Susman Stasta  JUN 15 2001
3949 Longridps Roanne, Sheraan Babi, CA 91823
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Comment Letter F147 S BEF41]
( SCANNE
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15 no need
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Comment Letter F148

Qune 1Y o
- . ) A
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Comment Letter F150

FELIX and ROSALIE SLATER JUN15 2001
13134 Weddington Streét SCANNED
Sherman Oaks, Californis 91401 N RNC
2187887360
fax- 818-586-929%

June 14,2001

Mr. Keviz Michd ]
Los Angdes County Transportation Authority
One Gatewsy Flaza

22" Floor, M5-99-22-8

Los Angtles, Calitornia 50013

Re: PROPOSED CHANDLER BLVD. BUSWAY

Dear Mr. Michels

As 2 {ong time resident of this seighborhood, and as the current
Blotk Captain of our Neighborkood Wiatch program, [ am very
Proud to live ia this nefghborkood.

1 am totally sgainss the propgsed Chandler Bivd Busway,that is
supposed (o run 24 hours & days st high speeds along Chandler
Bivd. This would be noisy, dusty and s very dangerous situation
to the pedesirinns who continuously we Chandler Bivd, (v croms
10 thelr temiples aad or church's,

1 believa in a better method of transportatioa for our city.. But 1
feel thut this is wot the right solution for solving our transporiation
problems.

Please pay atiention 10 my Jetter,

e

San Fernando Valley

East-West Transit Corridor
' EIS/EIR
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Danicl Hatnickt JUN LV LUue
$307 Teesdale Aveaue

i el Comment Letter F151

Comment Letter F152 JUN 15 2001

SCANNED
13038 Weddington ¥ RMc
h Sherman Oaks, CA 91401
~o !

Sune 14, 2001 ki

14 June 2001
Kevin Micluel
Los Angeles, County Transportation Authority
Oue Gaieway Plaza M Kevin Miche
Los Angeles, Co 90012 Loa Angeles County Transportaion Authority

One Plaza

22™ Floor MS 9922 §
Dear Sir: Los Angeles, CA 90012
I am writing in rogands 1o the Chandler Bus line proposed for my neighborhood. 1 think that is
un awful ides that will create & hurmifl and dange itaation for my family along with the
other families living in my neighborhiood, Dear Mr Michel
As 1 unable 1o drive from sundown an Friday to sundown on Saturday, the ability to cross Pleaso do not route the new high speed bus lines along Chandler Avenme.
Chandler Blvd with my small children will st best be hindered and at the wors) be very . .
dangerous. This i3 a residentinl area, with many children and eldegly.
Additionally, since the aliemative route sciected will resut in a 40 million doilar savings, it Lot Angeles already has 100 much noise in residential areas and the
doesn't take & rocket scientist & determine that the other route will be the best. proposed route would be dangerous for chiklren and the elderty.
One of reusons 1 chose iy street and neighborbood was the ability to practice my religion Thank you,
without being hindered by trafiic and the ability for my children to Jive and play in & safe area, Sincerely
frce from tralfic. I€the Chandier plan gocs into effect, both the safely and my sbility to practice
oy religon will be hiudered.
Lastly, the intrusion of the bus system will no doubt jow the home valucs in my area. 1f you wish
tn continue this crazy iden, T would expect the lransit system ta reimburse me for any losses tra and Shirley Lzenstark
resulting from this intrusion. 5 M

Ve
I would Tike 10 thank you for reading my letter and 1 hope this chandler route will not ocour.
Thank youl.
Sincerely youss,
Daniel Hutnidki
San Fernando Valley page 7-438
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Comment Letter F153
UN18 20my

SCANNED

IN Rue
Nicole Green
13139 Weddington Street
Sherman Onkes, CA 91401

6547
June 14, 2000

Mr. Kevia Michel
wmc«u,?mbum

12"‘ Floor MS-99-22-5
Los Aogeles, CA 90012

Dear Mr. Micbel,

1 urge you 1o strongly consider the dire effects of high speed busing on Chandier Biwd,
As you can see ffom the address above, ny beautifid neighborhood would be greatly
impacted from this,

Thxsuthmilymlgllbmhndﬁkamuhuhmwle& Wa are special. Inthe

spring and summer you will see everyons outside witlr their children, playing basketball,
swinging on ywing vets, talking with thefr neighbors, waiching each other kids while we
oub in 16 check dinmer. We take walks around the block.

A bus system on Chandier would change all of this, 1ve ridden the bus system & Los
Angsles. And | roslize more thes most people in this aeighbor how important bos
mnhusmummmmmormuhmmm
in the valley. My busband would not be able to walk 10 the gym down the stroet. My
Jewish neighbors would not be abie to walk safely 1o their termples. My children would
be unsafy if they wandered oul of my site. And what sbout those psople waking Sor the
buses. While most people using the bus xystem are good working peopls tryiog to get to
uﬂhnwﬂuﬁbm.lbubthdnuhueknmﬂn&-mﬂhinhnm

ively sl peighbochood. The ly disabed, Uhe homabess, the vandale ard
thioves. l:ulnmmofmpnmdolh: nﬂmmﬂiﬁ.-ﬂnmd
yes even Siet and sowg.

Busing on Chandler will ruln our besutfal idyllic oeighborhood. 1 beg you urgeatly to
Nlmpbl&(uﬂbkm

i —

Comment Letter F154

JUN 15 2001
SCANNED
Mz, Kevin Michel (N RMC June 14, 2001
Los Angeles County Trans. Authority
One Gatsway Plaza
22 Floor, M5-99-22-§

Los Angsles, CA 900i2
Dear M. Michel:
anmdmofShnmmOnhmdhdhhM«nr&ummﬂmgmmer

our aeighbors sre p the bus fs d 4o rua down the centey of
umﬂﬂalbedmuEMAvendmﬁumuhMmswmmNom
Hollywood.

I this measure passes, it wili have & very negative impact on our comumunity, affecting
bome values and quality of life for our families

Please stop this proposed concrete obstruction before you ruin the natural flow of traffie
within this section of the San Pemando Valley.

Sincerely,

Mike & Domas Warren
5316 Ethel Ave. .
Sherman Oaks, CA 91401

page 7-439
San Fernando Valley
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Comment Letter F155

JUN18 200
SCANRED
s Mlthd::dmkc Diamant IN Riac
415 Coldwater Canyon Avenwe
Sherman Oaks, (Aw;'l 401 4,
818/904-0200
Shiraloy@aol com
C-i5p,
June 14, 2001
Mr. Kevin Michel
MTA
One Gateway Plaza

22 Floor, M5-99-22-5
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Dear Mr, Miche|,

Tam writing 1o you to voice my oppesition to the proposed plan 1o wtilize the
Chandier corridor as a high speed bus royte. As a homeowner of the immediate
:r::. andumwo{m:macmldnu, | vehemently raise my objection ro this

{ understand thot this Chandler plan hos been doc d

than the alternate Oxnord routs, less accessibie fo gn”::’n;a:’r: bety
Lankershim and Woodman as wefl as intrusive to owr wonderful and diverse
community that we've worked so hard to build. Plsase don't tear it apary!

Comment Letter F156 JUN 18 2001

SCANNED
Richard Orcen IN RMC
13139 Woddington Street
Sberman Osks, CA 91401 W
Juze 14,2001 G-/701
Mr. Kevin Michel
Los Angeles County Transportation Authority
One Gatewsy Plaza
22™ Floor MS-99.22-3

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Dear Ms. Michel,
1 urge you to strongly consider the dire effects of high spoed busing on Chandler Bivd,

Thave & family to support and T woukd no longer be sble fo safely jog 10 the gym down
the street for fear that 1 would be killed by 8 bus, My Jewith neighbors would not be sble
1o walk safely to thels temples. My children would be unsafe if they wandered ot of my
site. And what about those peaple waiting for the busés. While most people using the
bos system are good working people trying o get to and from work and home, there is
also the othet element that this wonld bring imto our relatively safe nefghborhood, The

M ETRO ElsIE!R

Prio lly disshied, the homeless, the vandals and thicves, 1t's 2 huge waste of tax payens
" 10 purchasing our home in this area, ! made a call t the MTA district office dollare. }t will increase traffic, and naisc and yes even dit and smog.
:&!ft&yﬂd ;f wr:ma?yﬂam 1o re-use the roil lines that wos 0 close o the
. - 1t wos 0 “dead” rail. 1 was never toif there might be Chundler will ruin our beautifuf idyllic neighborhood. [ Iy to
possitility of @ high speed bus taking up It's dead trecks. | am horrifec, now, mhm“m;‘""mm idyllic nci] beg you igently
that this could happen. | feel betrayed. Please, don't let me feel helpiess! A C
Save this vibrant, safe and besutiful neighborhood Sincerely, EICLD‘\A' i
chandler corridor ligh speed buz route go Malwm DO NOT Jet the
Thark you and with much sincerity, Richard Green
7
Judi and Mike Diamant
page 7-440
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Comment Letter F159
SCARNED
I RMC

Aune 1€, 2001

M. Kevin Niche)
Los Angeles Counity
s Gatmwvay Plaxs

2nd Ploor, MS-95-22-8
Loa Angelea, CA. 90012

fon mkhority

REt  MTA EAST/WEST YALLEY BOS pLag Emm
Dear Xevin Nichel,

I and zy Fanily have 1ived in Southern Californis for most of Ehis ooty
»/num-uu-mmzmmam;«umzmmmmmu
once a month to PLllocre, Moorpeck; and Senta Paula to donate his time and
being attention to the locals becaume thece was o5 residant Sentist or doctor.
™hat was in 1929,
nmmmmmmlqmmlm'.umuqmmmwa
u-l!noiuo:melty- The Valley ves one of the fev places that still hed
neighbarhocds.

L am writing ;.nh letter to appesl the pooposed Suses on Chardler Beulevacd.

Space that 13 thers vill be cepleced with & $40 Miillon Tollar Bartisr to the
vary reason everyoe mevid 6o this coasunity in the first place.

nore coowercialias alternatives (£ this bus
ia truly necessary.

quu.px-u.pum,mmmmmwm.mmmm
mmumrmammmnmmm. THIS I3 A
RESIDENTTAL AREA - THE HYGH-SPRED BOS/24 HOURS A DAY/ WY WALLS SHA? pur
A VISUAL ARD EMOTTONAL DIVIDE IS A TRUR TRAVEZSTY.
THIS KEIGHRORHOOD HAS A HEART AMD SOUZ., PLEAZE DOW'T TAKE OUR DOMMUMITY
ANNY, SAYETY AND STOUNITY If ROISE AND TRARTIC, PLEASS DONY TARGET U8
BY TAKING ANAY THE VERY REASCH WS ALL POVED HERR.

hqzmhlmme!nwltudwu But ot at our expense.
Pletse use dal, not restdential ares. It ix not fafe. 1t

is not Amevican. W planned for the futute. Doa't change our future bacsuse
e Act an sasy mark. The apabe is thers for vhat you wvent to do. Mt you wild
hotnwonngonulivn}mmzm,wme_muy.

float. Binceculy, . R 61 Meyer Richard Rioedan
Ot Zav :lml:w
Tonl Plonolis Gloria “""‘, ne
3302 whel & Michasl Antonovich
Sharean Caka, CA. 91401 Hay
Con Enaba
Ecvin Foka

3

San Fernando Valley
East-West Transit Corridor

™ EIS/EIR

> e
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Comment Letter F 160 SCANAED

INRNC

Juns 16, 2008

Mr. Kevia Michel

Dear Mr, Michel,

1 xm writing this letter to inform you thut s a bomeawner at Coldwater and Chandler I am
deficitely against the proposed MTA/West Valley bus plan for the following ressons.

1. It will be a detriment to the community 3ad destroy the ordy pescefid aren we now have,

2. Tt will cut fn Batf the Jewish Orthodox comemunity (of which we are a0t & member ) and maks
their walking to temple on the Ssbbath very dungerous. As it is naw, we see them walkiog is the
atreet, beesuse of the lack of sidewslks in the ares

3. &t will opan up the posaibility of & Kight rail at sorme thme in the foturs,

4, We ware 30 locking forward Lo having & park like ares down the middle of Chandier tike the
ares west of Echel.

. Our property vakue will be davakued & great deal.

Please take our concems under considerstion.

$235C Coldwater Camyon Averae
Shecman Oaks, CA 91401

Comment Letter F181

June 16, 2001

Myr. Kevin Miched .

Los Angeles County Transportstion Authority
One Gatewsy Plazs

2 Floor, MS-99-22-5

Los Angeles, CA 90013

Dear Mr. Michel,

1 am writing this letter to inform you that as & homeowner 2 Coldwater and Chandler T un
definkialy against the proposed MTA/West Valley bus plen for the following rexsons.

1. It will he u detriment to the commumity and destroy the only pesceful area we now have,

2. Tt will cut in half the Jewish Orthodox community (of wiich we are 1ot & meraber ) and make
their walking to temple on the Ssbimth very dangerous, As it is now, we see tham walking (n the
street because of the lack of sidewalks in the acea.

3. Tt witl open up the pessibility of a Fight rail st soroe time in the Kiture.

4. We were 30 Jocking forward to having & park like ares down the middle of Chandler like the
a1t west of Ethel,

S. Our property value will be devalued s great deel.

Please take our coacerns uader consideration.

Yours truly, :

5233C Coldwater Canyon Averne
Shorman Ouks, CA 91401

San Fernando Valley

East-West Transit Corridor
T3 EIS/EIR
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Comment Letter F162 SCANNED

1N RMC
June 16, 2001 JUN 22 2001

N, Xevin Michel
Metropoiitan Transpertation Autherity

Los Angeles, CA 90012

C ing an MTA b ay down Chandler will be ke bullding an airpert in our
neighborhood.

ﬁmmumammwumwmmmmtmtmm.
Daily Eves will be totally disrupted. Property values will go down. I we dont want (o be the
victims ol

these things, why would & new homebuyer want to becoma s victim and buy in our
?

We bought hames in our neighbochood becaune of the quict solitude, scenery, community
here and the confid that our can safely play and walk to school and
church, Our homes are our investmens in cur future.

There xre 4 Jot of elderly people in our neighborhoods. The elderly don't move fast enough to
croes the ay with d ring thelr lives.

‘We are a famlly community with chikdiren, and at ny givea thue a child can break loose from
{ta parents and run shead of then, st great peril.

The walls to be bullt along the proposed tusway will detract from the landscape and scenery of
our neighborhood, and will “fence us 11", Children and pety that get caught between the walls
will get kitled.

There will be & lot of sleepless nights frem the nofse of the buses. We can’t be expected to keep
our windows closed All the ime bersuse that will make us prisoners in our own homes. The
exhaust fumes will be a health hazard o the children and elderly, The traffic congestion wilt
add undue strees for Lhowt trying lo get to work, school, eie, o time, There ia niready encugh
“road rage” today bs it is, without bringlng It into our neighborhoods,

10t % about time that the MTA stops plundering resid aress snd g our taxpay
dollars? Jen it about time they becony accountable

1 wm wure that if you weee in our shoes, you wouldnt want 1o be subjecled 1o thess negative

factors that will impact our daily lives. Won? you please do everything you can o stop the
MTA busway down Chandler?

We look forward to toming home sfier & hard day, to relax und regroup, be with cur families
and enjoy our neighborhwod. Please dont take that away from us-

5448 Alcove Ave.
Valkey Village, CA 91607

Comment Letter F163 INLS 20w

SCANNED
iNRNC

v 7 o

To-
M. Kexin Mihe| . w

Qi am Yoo -
we Gh, To

AV A S th ¢S
}m?m“n-t'uiw
§653919 83508 2330

®eya 1219

San Fernando Valley

East-West Transit Corridor
EIS/EIR
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Comment Letter F164 R B ERS IR o Comment Letter F165

E St o

.
.

June 17, 2001

Mr. Kevin Michel

O\eG'*uyPhu'
22% Floor, M8-49-21.9
Low Angtles, CA 90012

Dear Mu. Michek
- §stromgly perdes s propased Chandier Boslcvard 1igh Sperd Duswray. This is a duplicate of Comment Letter F164.
AMM#WUN&WMMMV‘MWWM:
n and comumunsl instimutions Setwora
MICWW“MEMAM podesirion sccess scross Chandler Bovievard
mmmmwsmwummsmmwlaymmmm
mmmdamufmm o to atead oar Synagogues e worship
SRIVicEs,

however, is the safety jssoe, Jlondrede of childra cross Clandler Bovkivied swch
ayhmsmmmm Nurseey and Pre-school, and on Saturday and Jewish Holldays
o attend Symagnpue services xad youth activities. What price da you place on the tiks of the first
chHd kitled by u specding bus, G- farbid? Ouwr Jewial: seadition values 1ife 0 the sxteot that we sy
thal: “one who saves & single life is s if ha xaved the etire world, while 00 who destroys & single
life & a2 i be deswroyed the cotire world.”

Will you seve the workd or destroy it?

37«% X Hondl.

R e R I I |

page 7-445
San Fernando Valley

East-West Transit Corridor
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Group F - Individuals

JUN 13 201 Comment Letter F169

Comment Letter F168

SCANNED
MAXINE MARTENS N RNC
3236 Ethet Avenue
Ouks, California 91401 3
Fhone (818) 784 224 F
Fax {813) 784 2463 .
Mazimerc@ecl con "/4'/4
Juoe 17 June, 2001
M. Kevin Michel
L.A. County Transportation Authority
Oue Gaewy Plaza
27 Floor M3-99-22.3
Los Angeles, Cs 90012
Deas My, Michei:

Re: THE CHANDLER BLVD, NORTH HOLLYWOOD BUS LINE

What are you thinking? This is a duplicate of Comment Letter F168.
mm saved for their drear homes and now you want 10 bring dowa the value by

Chandler Boulevard has buge foot traffic over the weekends, do you want 10 kilt alf thess

What a pretty boulevard, this bus line will spoi! the eaviconment.
Please, please reconsider this plan.
A copcerned citizea.

Sincerely,
Wrvin? 5ot p—
Maxine Marices

San Fernando Valley page 7-447
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il
fJU(l 40 2001

SCAKNED
Mr. Kevin Michet HRNC

%m.mm'
Los Angele, CA 90012
Dear bix. Michel
Cwthodox residing in Vilisge, { & vole ageinsl g high spesd bus Ine
i l“::h.d. mkumnu:n'mmmm““

along Chandier
divisive for oamTINity. | hve o young chikdren, and we cross Thaniiee
::.*m I::M safety mey be 1 petl with 8 Mgh apsed tus reute,

June 1&g ewv) JUNZ U 2001
SCANNED
) IN RMC
e KQA’:V\ Y\"lt

LA CTA Comment Letter F171
one. Godeway Plazas

8and Floor, ms-99-22-5
La;‘ M@le}, of  Arole

D@a/ /\/\f /}’\A‘M
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Group F - Individuals

IUN20 2008

) ROANNES
qw 2-30' LiRRC

Comment Letter F173
M& "@\N }1.&5 ﬁ“‘%
' oy ,.‘\gv*"‘qﬁ"\
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This is a duplicate of Comment Lefter F171. ’J:" A"\ wnl
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Group F - Individuals

Comment Letter F174
AR T
Monday, June 18, 2001 5{/ & <<2.
M. Evin Poka 3 "’@, -
Federal Transit Administration =
Metropokitan Office h
201 North Figuerce Strast

RE. High-Speed Busway through the San Femando Valiey
Desr Mr. Poks:

STOP THE BUS - WE
DON'T WANT TO GET
ON!

WE DONT WANT TO
WALK AROUND!

WE DONT WANT TO
HEAR 1IT, SMELL IT,
FEEL IT, LOOK AT IT!

OR

WORRY ABOUT IT!

A COMMUTER BUS DOES NOT
BELONG IN A RESIDENTIAL
COMMUNITY WHICH WILL BE

- DIVIDED CATACLISMACLY BY IT?

Thank you for fistening.

Robert M. Morow % M‘ B Sens: 2acH
ad
Sam

[

San Fernando Valley

East-West Transit Corridor
=IS/F'D Lo~
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Group F - Individuals

JUN 20 2001
SCANNED

IN RNC W
Comment Letter F175 5/7{

Monday, June 18, 2001 %‘503" RwGoodm E;,d”ﬁ'{.f’."
Mr. Kevin Michsl Valley Viliags, CA 81807
Los

O teway
22nd Floor, M5-99.22.5
Los Angeles, CA $0012

RE: High-Speed Busway theough the San Ferando Valley
Dear Mr. Michei:

Please Move the Proposed High Speed Bus from the p site
on Chandler Bivd. Qxnard is not a good ides efther, How sbout along
any other street Nerth of here where thers is a lol of commercial traffic
already. I know that the train tracks and land are avaliable easily here,
but your bus will ruin our neighborhood.,

NOISE, Congasted alternate tralfic routes, exhaus! fumes, safsty
threat, pofiution imitation. \Why take 2 reaily nice street surrourded by a
p fut residential neighb d of inends end dp ft In half. Doesn't
make any sense to me or 1o any one else | hava spoken with around
here. Also, we have been told that one day the bus will run 2
minutes until & is repiaced by a light 1ail train. This information is fust
mare salt rubbed Into & wound.

Many North Hollywood cltizens are long tirme 1esidanis. Many of
the residents hers are new ke us. Some came from downlown LA, -
some from other local urban areas ~ some from across the country. We
have nik2 homes with local ing and reasonably pri oflica
spaca. All of it easily accessed a minimum of traffic, All of this wil
be affected by your bus, and we don't want itf Pretty much all of us
cannot afford 10 move, and i we could we would nol necessarily want 1o
leave our col ity and the le we have come to care about here.
Wi.;tslﬂnotdeaiw tha issue of what the busway will do to our home
val N

We are aware that wj nasd 1o provids cross-valley fransportation
for pacpie who work at Wamer Center and In the growing commarcial
areas wes! of here, but ramming a bus down our thioals when g large
percentage of us will not it in any tangible way from its existence
reatly is just not right.

| attend synagogue on Chandler and watch chitdren walk, run snd
play on the sidewslk in front of the builting and their preschool building
every Shabbat {Saturday). | want to do anything { can to grotect them,
m«{]wwanl them lo feel sale in their naighborhoog. You can make that a
1eality.

page 7-451
San Fernando Valley

East-West Transit Corridor
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Group F - Individuals

Comment Letter F176

JUN 18 200t
SCANNED
IR NG
LOUISE DANTON Goy
5913 HILLVIEW PARK AVE. s15.8)

VALLEY GLEN, CA
Mr. Kevin Michel,

As a mother of two | am concerned by the idea of my
children having to deal with the noiss and exhaust of bus fumes
on the easement directly bshind our homas.

| am aqually concerned about our family havinig to navigate
already congested intersections as hundreds of buses come
rolling thru.

Do what's best for our community. Don't let Valley
Glen get rulned by unwanted buses. Stop the buswayl

D Ba ke

Louise Danton

JUBCXENEGDT -
IN RMC
Juenie 15,2001
omment Letter F177
Erxmpnﬂad -

One G eway I’lu: 2% Flsor, M$99-22.8
Los Angeles, California %0012

Dear Me, Michel,

Fm wriing you soday to express my impasioned opposition to sny plans 1o estublish a
Meurepolitan bus line siong the secrion of Chandler Boulevard broween Vas Nuys Bivd, and Colfax
Bivil. in the Sherman Qaks / Nonh Hollywood area of the Sin Fernando Valley,

In the event that you have not had the pleasure of driving oc walking alomg 1his beauiful section
of residemial strees, allow me 1o point ou somve of the things you might find there

1. On srypical maraing you will fined # number of young adults walking or jogging along the
grassy madien that extends from Van Nuys Rivd. on the West 10 Ethel Streer on 1he Ras,

2. Along the same median and along both sides of the street you will find many resideats
walking their dogs snd 3 number of ‘nancies’ prushing srotlers,

3. OnaFriday evening or Satarday many of the Jewith fumilies in the sres walk w and from
the ayeagogue on Clandler Bivd, juse rass of Coldwater Blvd, These family grovps ave often
harge - including everything from grandparents v very young children. {f don’t vee s flest
of smoke beiching, ground shaking Meten busses adding suything 1o (heir piviual
experience.)

h is wonb noting the there is NOT ONE $INGLE BUSINESS OR COMMERCIAL
ENTERPRISE OF ANY KIND alocg this section of sreee. With the excepuion of & very shont section
close 10 Van Nusys Bivd. and anocher east of Coldwater the street s lined completely wih single family

residences.

1 have taken the trouble 10 encose a small smap of the wes of Chandier Bivd, that is under
consideraion.  an Fas/Wen cromsportacion corvidar of some Rind throvugh this ares is needed, I'm wre
 more appropsiate chooe would be either Burbank Blvd. 1o the north or Magnotia Blvd, 1o the south.
Baoxh of there Rreets #ee Alveady heavily ial, four ke thoroughfares with traffie tantrols in
phacie.

Surely, thare would have to b some compelling reason 10 subsantislly deniroy a quict,
besuatilul residential coreidor such a8 Chandler Boulrrard in the narae of ‘convenience’ or ‘rsssporaation

efliciency’. Dissans gowmmentsd agencies and brain dead buremscras should nor be given the lat word
in thiz matter. In the name of common sense and cummon decency, T usk you Lo actively oppose the
routjng of busses along Chandler Boutevasd,

S .

Jomes R, Starks
13042 Wreddingron Strees
Sherman Ouks, CA 91408

San Fernando Valley

East-West Transit Corridor
M cigpe - . , . . . _ - -

page 7-452



Group F - Individuals

JUrU 18 s ] Comment Letter F178
ANNED
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Comment Letter F179

JUN19 2001

To Whom [t Msy Concern: SCANNED
IK RMC

T um vebemently oppossd to the MTA propossl for s rapid bus tine down Chandler
Bivd mmdmwmmmwwmmw
iave lived In for sevonteea yours. This is a family-orienied corarmumity buik sround pride
o the home, I che comemunicy, and, fbx many Jawleh funilies, i the many syragogues
and sebools in the immedisie aree. People WALX in this comaunity end mui cross
Chandier Blvd multiple thnes every day of the week. Children ol every age croas this
strect, 20 well 12 mothars pushing bables in stwoliers, The MTA proposal places people
af ail ages at great risk! ‘The MTA proposal would & the noise, pollvrios, 1nd
trai¥ic on Chandier Bivd desphie the proposed landucape designs.

NO, NO, NO 1o the propossd Chandlee bus Englt

ot st lorar.

126)8 Killioa St.
No. Hollywood, CA 91607

San Fernando Valley
@ East-West Transit Corridor
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JUR 2% 2001
SCANNED SCANHED
1N Rme IN RHC

JUN22 2001 Comment Letter F181
omment Letter F180 June 20, 2001

Joseph Gres

12229 Chandler BL
N.H. CA. 91607
06/20/01

RE: High Speed Bus Line on Chandler Bivd.

Dear Sfr,

1 write you this letter to register my protest sgaiast (ke
construction of your High Speed bus line down Chandler Blvd.
Besides being a saftey issue, I am sangered by the thought that
you wish to divide my community right dowa the middle. am
further angered by the thought that you wish to take away my
right to practice my religion as [ and.other community
members have for the past twenty years, Your buses will make
it dificult to get to and from my Temple an our Holy Sabbath
as well a3 on our Holldayxy. It will hamper my ability to visit
friends living across the tracks for our weekly religious social
functions and study groups. [ can hardly believe that you are
truly this insensitive when other viable options are available, as
the OXNARD route. Please don'’t bring turmoil to my

community.
Sluereb

oseph Gres q—( Fa';'é

Devora Teichman
12537 Kiltion St.
North Hoflywaod, Ca. 91607

Dear Mr, Yaxin Mgl

I'm sure you are receiving many letters like mine and 1 hope they
will help. 1 am the mother of four young children ages 4, 3, 2 and 9 months,
‘When [ heard about the proposed buswey on Chandler 1 did not get upset or
sngry | became terified. I, like many of my neighbors, am a Sabbath
observant Jew. I walk to my Synagague every Sabbath and on Holidays
{during the week) which is located on Chandler Boulevard. | am terrified
that one of my children, or someone elses will Izt go of my or their mothers
hand or stroller and G-d forbid be killed or injured by a speeding bus that
either couldn't see them or couldn't stop. 1 am worried that if they closc off
soces to the intersection at Bellaire and Chengller my children as well as
many others will be deprived of the opportunity to go to synagogue at all. It
will be virtually impossible to walk all the  way around with four young
children, There is a pre school next to our synagogue. A busway next to a
pre school is & major concern. | work at that pre school. My children attend
that pre school. A buswey on Chandler threalens the safety of all of the
children at cur preschool.

‘The North Hollywood Community is very unique in that many ofus are
Sabbath observant and must walk on our Sabbath. I speak for many when §
say that being in close proximity to a synagogue was a major reason for
purchasing a house in North Hollywood.

1 think you can sce where [ am going with this, | am pleading on behalf
of my neighbors, myself and my children that you make sure that there is
NO busway on Chandler. It will ruin the wonderful community that it has
taken over 30 years to build, Our neighborhood is very special to us. Our
synagogue is very special 1o us. Most importantly our children's safety
miéans the world to us, A busway on Chandler will put our children in
danger. Think about your child and then think about the busway.

Stncerely,
Devora Teichman

San Fernando Valley page 7-455
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JUN 20 2001
SCAIIH?

Lpwon, CHft
From: Lipson, CiRt
- Tuesday, June 19, 2001 11:28 AM
oribon ey ca ot Ebconsoa @0t oo s vat e ca b coy
LCa,US'; ‘SecondDistictdos . 3 X H

‘fesanair@pcmagic.nef; Troberts@cityoliancastarce. org’, .

- EREE b BT

Assembly Speaker Robert Hertzberg

Govemnor Gray Davis

Supervisor Zev Yaroslavsky

Supervisor Michael Antonovich

Supervisor Don Knabe

Sapervisor Yvonne Brathwaite Burke

Supervisor Gloria Molina

Board Member John Fasana, Councilman

Board Member Prank C. Roberts, Mayor

Board Member Beatrice Proo, Council member -
Bosrd Member Pam O'Conn ,Council“' b

To All Abovementioned and Concemned Others:

EASE STOP THE PROPOSED DESTRUCTION OF OUR LIVABLE COMMUNITY
BY THE MTAMHIN

PLEASE STOP THE PROPOSED HIGH-SPEED EXPRESS BUS WAY ViA THE
CHANDLER BOULEVARD CORRIDORIIt

PLEASE DO NOT ALLOW THE MTA TO ENDANGER OUR WAY OF LIFE, OUR
FAMILIES, OUR CHILDREN, OUR SAFETY, OUR PEACE AND QUIET, AND THE
VALUE OF OUR LIFE'S DREAMSHtimi

PLEASE STOP THE PROPOSED HIGH-SPEED EXPRESS BUS WAY VIA THE
CHANDLER BOULEVARD CORRIDOR !t

PLEASE DISCERN WHY THE MTA NEVER CONSULTED THE COMMUNITY
REGARDING THIS PROPOSALYH

PLEASE STOP THE PROPOSED HIGH-SPEED EXPRESS BUS WAY VIA THE
CHANDLER BOULEVARD CORRIDOR!BunH|

EASE ASK THE MTA, ITS BOARD OF DIRECTORS, [TS PLANNERS, ITS
+tCHITECTS IF THEY WOULD WANT THEIR COMMUNITY DEVASTATED,
THEIR FAMILIES ENDANGERED, THEIR WAY OF LIVING CHANGED

1

FOREVER BY THE ENACEFMENT OF THIS PROPOSALIN THEIR
BACKYARDMINN

° EASE STOP THE PROPOSED HIGH-SPEED EXPRESS BUS WAY VIA THE
.JANDLER BOULEYARD CORRIDOR

PLEASE STOP THE MTA FROCM CRUSHING THIS KIND OF COMMUNITY
BECAUSE THEY NEED TO JUSTIFY APURCHASE THEY MADE 10 YEARS AGOM

PLEASE STOP THE PROPOSED HIGH-SPEED EXPRESS BUS WAY VIA THE
CHANDLER BOULEVARD CORRIDORM!

PLEASE HELP OUR COMMUNITY RETAIN WHAT IT HAS WORKED 50 HARD
TO CREATE..A SAFE ENVIRONMENT FOR OUR FAMILIES, A MODEL OF
WHAT THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT STRIVES TO CREATE..A COMPLETELY
LIVABLE COMMUNITY. WE ALL KNOW THAT IF THIS ISSUE WAS [N YOUR
BACKYARD, YOU WOULD DO EVERYTHING IN YOUR POWER TO STOP IT AND
FIND AN ALTERNATIVE THAT WOULD NOT IMPACT YOU INSUCH A
NEGATIVE WAY.

WE ARE ASKING YOU TO DO EVERYTHING N YOUR POWER TO HELP US
AND TO ACKNOWLEDGE A GOVERNMENT BY THE PEOPLE AS IT SHOULD
RE AND NOT JUST LIP- SERVICE EVERY TWO OR FOUR YEARS.

WE NEED YOUR FULL COMMITMENT AND WE NEED YOUR YOICES TO BE
HEARD TO STOP THIS PROPOSED HIGH-SPEED EXPRESS BUS WAY V1A THE
CHANDLER BOULEVARD CORRIDORINN

WE DO NOT WANT THIS IN OUR BACKYARD! ASK YOURSELF, IF THIS WAS
PROPOSED FOR YOUR COMMUNITY, WOULD YOU?

THANK YOU FOR YOUR TIME.

CLIFF LIPSON, CONCERNED RESIDENT, HUSBAND AND FATHER OF 9 YEAR-
OLD TWIN BOYS, PROPERTY OWNER, TAXPAYER, AND VOTER.

San Fernando Valley

East-West Transit Corridor
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Comment Letter F183 SCANNED
IN RMC IN Ruc
_ t Letter F184
P JUNZS5 2001 SIS junz2 200t

L . Mr. KevinMichet,

| am weiting to express my STRONG OPPOSITION to the proposed MTA BUS CORRIDOR ON
CHANDLER BLVCH

SAFETY FACTOR Chandler Bivd. runs trough a urnique family commwaiity with high pedasirian traffic
and anurtsually high gmnﬁ«ddﬂldnnp«apih We Fw inValey Vilage precisely becsuse we
fes! safe mising our childran in & neighborhood whers people wak. Every Friday night to Saturday night
hLndreds of pecple wak across Cherdier (o 9o to and from synegogue as mandaied by Jewish Law.
Pararts with strollers anx! young ones by their side, siderly, lsenagers aiks wil b ing ergets
48 buses plow down the corridor. A sudden lapss of judgment, & fallen shoe, 8 strey toddier a3 we cross
cmammwmammmmmm A high speed txs ine in the midst of his
kind of community wit make pedestrian roadidll & fact of ife ss welt. Please!!! Don't et this happersl!

A LVABLE COMMUNITY. We in Valey Vilage heve worked hend 10 create a reighborhood in Los
Angeles which is truly a family srvironment. Most psople move here because we feel sate ralsing owr
children hece. Ard there are a lot of childesnl Eiderly paopile kve hers for the quist in the midst of »

metopoiis. Ya know our neighbors. O kids welk o friendis houses, 1o synagogus, and 1o
school A bus bus freevey running through the middie of our neighborhood will deatioy whet we've worked
oc herd to build. Los Angeles officials should celsbrate & o Valey Villege and hold it up
a8 an exampie of whet other communities in LA can do 1o meke this & more Ivetie and safe city. This
bus corridor destroys an exemplary communitylif

PLeASE OPPOSE THE MTA CHANDLER BUS LINENY

DONTMAKE OUR FAMILES MOVING TARGETS FOR THESE BUSESHI
PRESERVE OUR LIVABLE COMMUNITYII!

CHAYA  AINHCAY
5§53 Voletta Place, Valey Vilage
(818)760-26815

A tots! of six 1stters identical to this have been recieved and are on fila,

[ e e—r— o

RAMON QUINTANA, ESQ.
5229 Ethel Ave

Sherman Qaks, CA 94401
(818)007-8629

June 20, 2001

Mr. Kevin Michel

Metropolitan Trensportation Authari
One Gateway Pliza

22% Eloor, M§-99-22-5

.08 Angeles, CA 90012

Subject: Opposition to Proposed San Femando Vallcy Transpostation Project

’
{ um writing to register my opposition to the Metropolitan Transportation Authority's proposed
high speed busway to run along Chandler Bivd. in the San Femanda Vallay area n”:.nc A.ngeiu.
Tams tesident of Sherman Oaks. | am very d that the proposed b y will bring a
great deal of traflic iuto our neighborhond, and gonarally niake the strects less safe. While 1 un
also concemed about property valués as a home ownes, [ strongly belicve the laad waould be
better designated for use a3 & public perk and bike path. This would give the valley more green
spaces and areas where citizens could come together 23 & comumunity. The use of this aree 52
park would have wider usc and bring mors benefits fo 1he wider Los Angeles ates community.
The Isst thing this county needs is another major highway.

‘While | have a great dea) more to say about this groposed project, I would hope you study the
matter further and ider on of the b y

g

San Fernando Valley
East-West Transit Corridor
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Comment Letter F185 SCARNED
IX ’Me Mr. & Nrs. Josel Bodanateir
130246 Waddingtom St.

JuN22 2001 Sheruen Oaks, CA. 91401

DS, OO\

! Comment Letter F186

Eindly teke & fLev misutes to read, consider snd help ua avercome
A BLIGHT OK OUR COMMUNITY, a high-speed dedicsted bus freevay ~
tunning down the Burbank-Chandlier right-of-vay (Lastend of the
railroad tracks).

We hope we tan zount on your considerting ocur welfare as wuch as that
of the MTA.

Ve know that the installation of such a proposed bus freewsy in the
middle of aur WALKING, ORTHODOX, RELIGTOUS COMMUNWITY would ruin oue
cherishad vay of life. Hsjor pedestrian and traffic hazzards would
endanger our ability to WALK to snd From relfgicos services oa our
Sabbath and Holy Days. Besides cur synagogue, thare sre many other
schools, old age hoaes, convalescent hospitals and secular iastitutions
which would be similarly impscted.

Representatives of the HTA have told us thet the ncise prodleas inhereat
trom muitiple buses (articulated, Xevin J. Michal cslled them,.with
ths potential of carrying 270 p engers per trip) would be wirigated
by erecting WALLS and other sound barriers,along the bus route.
Can you imagine the DANGER such grafitti iuviting valils holda cut to
No Comment Letter was provided. 811 of us???7 High-speed buses runniag from 5:00 A.N. to 12:004.M. tn
EACH DEIRECTION during pesk bours can only sesult ia s TOTAL NEGATIVE
“"ANGE IN THE CHARACTER AND QUALITY OF LIFE OF OUR WALKIAG, RELIGEOUS
MUNITY, We worked hard, since 1962, to brimg abour the institutiona
o allow us to practice our religicue belisis tn a free, SAFE and cpan
maAnRnRC.

ke our representstive, ve call on you to help us and STOP THE CHANDLER
FREEWAY BUS frow tearing dowm our vhole way of 1ife. WE DESPERATELY
NEED YOUR HELP. Allov us to believe you ere OUR REPRESENTATIVE and do
vhat s good for us and uvltisarely for avery other ethake grous.

Can ve count on your help? Please respond as time iw NOT ON OUR STDE.

Sincerely,

m;m&k%m

{818) 783-5539

San Fernando Valley page 7-458
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SCANNED
Comment Letter F187 IN RNC

Comment Letter F188 JUN 29 2004

JB loano  JUN22 2001 SEnaty
waddingin €+
SYUMMWIO (5. (A GIvOT e 24, 2001
due 16, 00! Ms. Kevin Michel
Metropolitan Teansportation Authori
, M§-99-22.5
W koo nuchel . . Los Angeles, CA 90012
oS ngets &WM;) Broes por-4chics GanLhodd DearMr Michek
(Mg M.,._xpj Q(uﬁ,& - v\vzaur:n::;_x lfsﬁChmdluBlvd..baMheW!ﬂwuBlt\:’ lma Laurel Canyon
aaurj QlD(JY' msqq_aa‘s down'wrmux. ing (0 Sxpress our concem over the proposed ine that is to run
Los ﬂﬂS‘JJA Cd q0019—~ Our main concem lies in the ares of safety. We have & young deoghter who has
just begun to walk. 1t takes lime for her to take steps, muuch less cross the sireet We are
, !«‘ wariedlWlMimmtﬁuxprmhuline\ﬂillhvtgnthaqmumommetlmsh:.
DOA MA MLL L . o o™ WFUF& and we, will have to get scress the street. A rapidly moving bus just seems dangerous.
: O-pposatts ; . .
o Wk ok prusy Wuguo _ Another cancer that we have ja Wow ibe bus will ruin an already quiet asd
mTA |t AskJuits UlUJ-Uy Plaso. m;.smmem;:;:hmbyr““'.y{nﬁr"‘ i
- L mh:?mtmmp:Memn-MiMoummnhhymm;t
' o borhth has aluwatp Bas a g . vt
I’ JnegL b ; i L th ,ggdu_, Furthermore, the bus line wil lower the property vakie of our home, 1 will do the
au&a( f“"“- L m:,uw} 9, per, kame to 4!l the other homeawners in the neighborhood.
chudit e Wi lape St % mmyl:?sewmidu.wmqueumuopthehulimdoww&cnnd!ermvd Don't
,Q()hd‘u fitel A w([ ﬁfuw M,Sh]'lutﬁ meCE Sincecely,
’ : +
ImeAttiny HBHL Enpatisio pn bt ) aaiiind as0n, Tovs, and Atwra Bayever
Jand OUb.‘HaA\«ﬂai(” Avduat qun ‘F“’P""‘f
St Lot~
*‘QLiW &;}1)79 Atus FJLA .
)dlﬁlﬁlf‘u"‘p
I B Hetron—
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Group F - Individuals

Comment Letter F190 JUNZ Ut

Samuel and Shaindee Tolwin ScAntD
5515 Bellairs Avenue ULRMC
Valley Village, Ca. 91607
Tel: [B18) 753-8036

June 24, 1001

Revin Michel

Mstropolitan Transportatiom Authoricy
One Gateway Plaza

22™ Floor, MS-9%-22-%

los Angeles, CA. 90012

Deaxr Mr, Michal:

Wa are writing you to express our deep concern ebout the
proposed * Chandler bus line.~”

As menbers of the Valley Villags community, our main concern
is, of course, with respect to safety. We are worried about ths
hazard tha high-speed bus wiil pose ts children, elderly, end the
handicapped bers of che iey.

1f a high speed bus iz placed on Chandler it will be
dangercus because it will be running through our residential
neightorhood that has many children who must cross Chandier
peveral times a day to go back and forth to school. In cur awn
family, we have four children (all under 6) who frequantly cross
Chandler. The proposed bus will make our community dangerous for
our children,

Many elderly and handicapped pecple frequent the synagog
on Chandler for prayer and or social gervicss. I have s tlose
friend who is blind and will face almost daily danger whea
crosaing Chandler if a high-spesd bus is placed on Chandler.

The proposed bus line will also interfere with the thousands
of sabbath observers who do not rids cars on Ssturday, and,
tharefore must walk (often with their young children) to cne of
the Synagogues on Chandler.

Bincerely,

‘ic";m_- 'A‘-l%

Samuel L. Tolwin Shaindee R. Tolwin

CROCSSIMCHALETTERSUNTHBUS. 001,.D0C

Comment Letter F191 JUN 25 2001

SCANNED

: IN RMC
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Group F - Individuals

Comment Letter F192

Los Angelas County Mstropciitan Transportation Authority
U.8. Department of Transportation Faderal Transit Administration

San Femando Valley Esst Wes! Transh Corridor
Bus Repid Transtt Draft Environmantal linpact Sistament/Report
COMMENTS
Plansa use this pepe 10 ;ubmat your commants about the Draft E: ] Erspact Su /R {DEIS/R) on

the San Fernando Valiey East West Cormidor. You may discast of tha proj ich y
— W may ARy sapext Project in which you are interested

PLEPrSE PRoTECT ougc/’ﬁ%’/
ciiLpeE | WE  ReE

DippSED To  HHsH ~SPEED BUSES
BN O CHAMDLER. BLUD .

WE WhALE oue KIDS To  Safeot—
10 _THE Sywafes- & Cposs Gimd—

(# oewma-:j

Lee ] 400X SN TIMES PER- Dﬁ—\//
QLERSE KeeP duk NEFHBoy Li00) SAFE]

(¥ ecessary, pleams conlrue yOUT COMMINGE o the reverse aicle of By papar
To receive informetion )
regarcing ihe 3an Fermande Yakey SastWest Translt urmmm
SIK

Name: c — L=
::::'m AM;. . — S\m:...f.&_ Zip:ﬁio_L_

Puasse mium by July 8, 2601 o
MTA, Karrmr biiches, Proect Manager, One Gatiesy Pase, MS 99.9).
18 5222054 Fox aey 652 0000 T ABeeS, CA 500122052

Comment Letter F193  RUINVERRALE
SCANRED

N /MC
16912 Escalon Drive, Encino, CA 91436, {818) S01-6196 FX(818)501-6218

LACMTA Authority

1 Gateway Plazs, 22nd Floor

(M8-99-22-5)

Los Angeles, CA 90012-2012 111N 9 a 2na.

June 28, 2001
Dear Mr. Michel,

1 am writing (s letier ss & plea that tha Burbank-Chandler Corridor be relocated to
another East-West route, | have given this maiter much thought. Alihough | favor a
traffic congestion relief pian, it is my sirong belisf that in assigning speeding buses
along the Chandier Boulevard corridor, thers has been a faiture to consider the
smotional, psychological and physical well-being of this fongstanding community
made up mostly of privale dwellings slong with religious centers and an Drthodox
Jewish Day School {Emek Hebrew Academy) which teaches preschool up to the
tweilth grade.

Over the years, alarge Orihodox constituency has moved close to the school and
tempias in order 1o five the prascribed religious tenets of their faith, The

of the MTA bus kne is s0 entwined with the destiry of thess citizens,
that it couid provoks a breakup of & once cohesive community. To fulfill their
covensnt with Jewish Law, parishioners who are jorbidden to ride on the Sabbath
and other dasignated holy days must wak to services. Untit now, the back and
forth path {0 the temple was 1olersble. However, that could change with the MTA's
new mandate to schedule buses wenty-Jour hours, seven days a week depariing
avery 30 minutes along the Burbank -Chandler Carridor (LA Times-Section B-
Sunday June 24th edition). This could force the elderly, young children and
disabled fo cross six lanes of continuousty busy Uraffic in order to gel to get 1o thelr
houses of worship, The quality of Iife could be impeired by the Increased noise and
noxious fumes they will have fo inhale. What makes this situation urgant before all
busing dacisions are concretized is the realization that this population, which walks
these thoroughfares mora then the everage valley cilizen, is faced with a greater
potential for accidents sspacially in the wintertime.

As | write this letier, the weather oulside is warm and soolhing. It is summertime.
The days are long and the darkness of night is short. There is an abiding sense of
“aif's well with the world.” But in looking ahaad, one must question what will
happen in the conltusion of wintertime when (he days are cold and shorter and the
darkness of the night creeps into our lives earfier and eardier day-by-day. At times
R will raine. AL times it will be cold, Religious services will start when it Is dark
outside, eilher in the early moming or late in the evening, during the Sabbath and
during the weei. increased lraffic increases stress, which increases the potential
for accidents. H is unfair for the community 1o be axposed to such potential hazards
brought on by unyiekiing bus schedules..

v erTrRO EISIEIRf

San Fernando Valley
East-West Transit Corridor
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Will the famifies who esteblished their rocts in this tranqull neighbarhood so many
youars ago, fesl sbendoned by thelr iswmaiers, who made aritical decisions without
considerstion of the impact bus tines will save on the local residents, Will there be
#n exodus from the schools and religious canters, I those famiiies are prompted to
mﬁu-' traffic enviconmenis for their children such as in Agoura or Sants

»

Before considering altematives | question why the MTA purchasad the Southem
Pacific rall right-of-way. How much did they pay and whers did the money come
from? Was the decision to establich the East-West Transportation Busway Corridor
MCWWWMlNGWIMHhmth
assigning the new busline 1o the Burbank-Chandier Corridor. Chandier doesn't go past
memmmammmv-\u\mmmmmm
mwmmmmhmmhhmwﬂqmmm
FWY overpass. Not only doss the Cliandler Boulevard route fali 10 benefit the
nwighborhood, nmmmmcmrﬁwsm«vwwmmn
Chandier bus does nol pass by thoss schools. However, in putling aside thess
wlmmummmmmmmam
benefit to the public,

1. Burbenk Bovigverd As indicated by Mr. Michel on Channet 4 news, Grant High
School end Valley Coliege might weicome the Burbank Boulevard bus routs. £
alse fllas direclly over the 405 FWY Ovrpass, providing sasy acoess b the
Wast Valley, On the hegative side, Burbank Boulevard curves on to Venlurs
Boulevand somewhers in Wast Valiey, missing the Wamer Center altogethr.

2. Victory Boufevard, This route woukd be @ boort to Sears, mails, banks, thesters,
professional services, fumniture stores and the Home Depot, restarants end
cther enterprises along the way. i provides & direct link between the East and
Wasl Valley and goes directly to the Wamer Cenier. | §ke this route the best.

3, Shecman Way goes direcily to Waest Vailsy but unfortunately s a fittle too nosth
for the Wamer Center, Alas.

Now the question arises, * What 10 o with the center perkway MTA purchased from
e Southemn Pacific right-0f- way without public awarsness. The answer is simple.
Donats R (o the community, take out the railroad tiss, piant lrees and fiowers and add
buxybhuw&umthvﬁﬁwmhhﬂd&udﬂzmkﬂbcﬂnpﬂd.d
the valiey adding a grandecr equal to that found in Paris and Buenos Alres. Oht A
bench or two could be donated by the communly to show its appraciation to the MTA
for saving the senclity of the communily.

R

0&@@@# whs've
cD Hus ane (He
re AID) and Chusdlec..

a A% O-} H
5 ?&uubﬁ negponse,

7". o CSUV[ r

3 uur m o

N w\éz Lht,
I Vallay Village, CA-

San Fernando Valley
East-West Transit Corridor
EIS/EIR
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Comment Letter F195

From lb;mN 27 2001

[?
BENJAMING. FRIED

SCANNED
IN RME

We as very pppmect
Yo e bos ran.,:,',,? Aensn
M 8’!/4 t e~

Votls,, Uhlloye. Z%f anutot
?"’2«’}’% Haphore 91}"('\
—erret CommniTB oy o
Ay us fok? o bolen_
T by
Bau NN

BN AR gp
73 DIP-6/8/

Comment Letter F196 JUNZ (ot

SCANNED

e ! N RMC

1am a resident of the Valley Glen area of Van Nuys. 1 have
fived in my home for 28 years. 1 enjoy the quiet residential pocket
that 1 share with my neighbors. Some years ago, I protested heartily
aleng with these nefghbors when a light rail line was suggested to
run through our neighborhood, It seemed to be a terribly destructive
plan that would destroy this lovely area that we take such pride in.
After much combined efforts, many meetings, many letters, the
involvement of community officlals, we were assured that any line

through our serene area would be UNDERGROUND

SUBWAYI!l As you know, this never came to be, and all past
promises have faded into oblivion. We are now faced with a new
struggle as we protest in the same way against the Busway for the
Chandler or Oxnard corridor. We are totally opposed to this
busway. We know that it's development will be the end to our
neighborhoods here in the area where thé railroad tracks used to
carry trains through our vicinities. We do not want the stations,
intersection crossings, parking problems or increased traffic which
we know this project will create. We are convinced that the area will
never be maintained in a condition that would enhance our
neighborhood. The past few years have proved this as we have had
to deal with constent gratfitl, homeless squatiers, trash and litter on
the track route. We who live on or near it even trim trees and brush
since no one seems to be responsible for doing any upkeep there.
We have rio reason to belleve that the future would bring any
changes, This Busway would only attract mare litter, trash, graffitl,
gang activity and homeless people. We would like to see the existing
bus service improved for all those who utllize it. Or we are anxious
{0 promote better transportation along the routes that already exist,
such as our freeway corridors, major COMMERCIAL STREETS, etc.
Or better yet—give The Valley the clean, undergound, out-of-view,
subway line that it deserves!lll WE DO NOT WANT THE BUSWAY
DIVIDING THIS COMMUNITY. We are concerned about the
negative impact on our neighborhoods. We will join our
naighborhood representatives in the protest in any way that we can.

We urge you to support the enhancement of existing routes(lIf{

5836 MMt Ave.
%) 794 - 5479 WM %’Z Va ﬂe? Ulen G140y

San Fernando Valley

East-West Transit Corridor
A EIS/EIR -

L
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Comment Letter F197

Mskn’;i Michst - JUN 272001
Tupely y SCANNED
MeTupolitan TRavspoatrley M'T?ﬁo%:iii.!'::::t CARNEL

Yan Nuye. €A Q1403

1 am & thirty year resident of enis soamunity. wmy howe
18 1ocated on the etceat cyrrently proposed ay ghy
route £Or % high-spsed bus freevay. I find {s diteicurr
t0 express hov strongly opposad my neighdore and 1 are
0 3 bventy four heur bus service finning dowa Yhe
siddle of Chandler Bivd., our sain cesidentisl adtest!t

Ta your sxpediency to complase your Plans you have
fatled to sdmit to the negative husae fmpace of your
proposas.

Aside from 3ir and nolte pollution thers are ethae
safery issues. Conssder our children oroseing thandler
%0 and from echool as vall ax the Wy peoplie of the
Jevish faith vho are reguiced vo valk to end from Sheir
religlous centers.

Your pecple may consider this route the ohedpest, but
0 vhom?? Moes of we home ovwnere have verked ail of
our Livew to buiild equity is osr home, 35 & pesult .14
your sesthatic nightsare that squivy vould be sfgnifi-
cankly diminished.

Hov does your conscience eitof 15 to be compiieit in
this plan?? You sust diligestly coneféer a2 sitege
ASte routs, 48 thie proposal s {ntolerable and totally
witheot mecit.

Slncerely..

Clarice Vepnerti

Comment Letter F198 Poge 1 of

Salazer, Marians

From:  Michel, Kavin

Sent:  Fridwy, June 29, 2001 5:33 PM

To: Selszer, Marana: Ssnchaz, Kathieen

Subject: FW. Fem, pieasa get this tax & somonne with Bwe powsr k do something about k.

mariana, please include in of DEIR/S ts to st thanks, kevin
-~~Orrigined

From: Rose, Fern

Sant: Monday, Jure 25, 2001 4:18 PM

Tot Michel, Kevin

Subjack: FW; Fem, plesse get this Lext to someone with the power to do something about k.
Daat My, Michsl,

1 just recelved his note {from my ex husband who knows | work 3t the MTA) He gaked that | Yorward R 10 you.

~—-Originsl Hessage-—

From: Dr, Stevon Mark Sachs (malito:dr sacha@sachsscientifnie.com]

Sant: Monday, June 25, 2002 4:02 PM

Yo: Fem Rose

Subjact: Fem, please get this taxt to someone with the power o do something about I

Hi, Farn.

Bince you're part of the MTA, maybe you can haip us by gating e taxt eiow 10 somecne who his powe? 10 protect the
clizons Iwing in Ty gren. Hor's tha lext and iy tanks in sgvance for anything you can do. .. . Steve

To. MTA Officigls (Particutary My, Kevin Michel}

Hive In Valley Glan, CA snd | do HOT want tha MTA 3 put their proposed Esst-Wesl busway in (@t least the one thal
might run from N, Hollywoad o Wamer Cir.),

1 8m afraid of the noise, the extra danger of additonal rafic, and most of sl the totsi d: of my qubet, i
reighborhood. | chosa my house specifically because of thart quiet; now the MTA. 18 loaking 1o destroy i

As | undurstand i, thace i 8 “TSH Atternative” which would eshance the grid that siready sxists - ihe one that people
have afready adjusted 10. Peopie locats thamseivas near bus routes, fresways, main streets, etc. as they see fit. Do not
shilt our intrasiructure around 1o desiroy our PRBCS arid our long-rangs plans or a good e

1 aigo undarstand that the "TSM Alternativa™ is cheaper. Lef's save that money, 100.

Piease DO NOY SUPPORT IN ANY WAY the proposed Eaet-Wast buswsy,

6401

page 7-465
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Group F - Individuals

Thank you for your aitention 10 this matter.

Sincarsly,

Dr. Steven Mark Sachs

5020 Ventura Canyon Avenve
Valicy Glen CA 91401-3028

601

Page 2 of

Comment Letter 199 EEUKERTT

SCANNED
NRRC
BARRY MALUIN
3218 TERSDALE AVE
NORTH HOLLYWOOD, €A 91607

JUNE 29, 0k

MR KEVIN MICHEL
MTA

1 AM OPPOSED TO THE SAN FERNANDO VALLEY EABT-WEST TRANSIT CORRIDOR. AFTER
READING THE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT AND REPORT, PROBLEMS EXIST
THAT WILL CAUSE UNDUE HAAM TO THE RESIDENTS LIVING ALONG THE BUS FREEWAY
ROUTE.

THIS TYPE OF MASS TRANSIT FAILS TO TRANSPORT PASSENGHAS FROM WARNER CENTER
TO THE METRO SUBWAY AT LANKERSHIM. IN AN EFFICIENT AND RAFID MANNER.

“THE MYA HAS PUT A RIFT IN THE TWO COMMUNITIES, THE RESIDENTS ALONG THE
PROPOSED OXNARD AND CHANDLER LINE.

MTA NEEDS TO GO BACK TO THE BRAWING DOARD AND COME UP WITH A BETTER
SOLUTION THAT WiLL BETTER SERVE THE RESIDENTS OF THE SAN FERNANDO YALLEY

SINCERELY
BARRY MALLIN

San Fernando Valley
East-West Transit Corridor
=g/ | o
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omment Letter F200

JUL 05 2001
RENATA GRZESIK
5517 BABOOCK AVENUB S::‘lr;:%l)
VALLEY VILLAGE, CA 90607
July 1, 2001
My, Kevin Michel
103 Angeles Cotnty Transportation Authority
One Gateway Plaza.
21 Floor, MS-99-22.§
10% Angeles, CA 90012
Re; CHANDLER CORRIDOR BUSWAY
Gentlomen,
1am against the proposed Chandler Corridox Busway for the following reasons

The Buswsy wﬂldmat&MwCommgmdrbwnwﬂldunyumemﬂn;
cultural heritage will be ruined. Thzbmywillwmmmmm:heuu
espocially to the north-south traffic. R wil! detesi ighborhoods as the
nhumﬂpdown.ndﬁnmllbcpdmdw&ewmdwﬂh

‘We have fumerous examples where new freeways destroyed communitios for ever,
The Traasportalion Awhority should draw some lessons from this,

mhu“%;:verwtedngmymopohumi!uwmmm

is n nibywmy, h&auummv:mm
where it would serve the éxisting business and peovide

APy

P wd

Comment Letter F201

SCANRED
IN RMC

JUL 05 2001

Los Angales, CA 90012
Mr. Michel:

1 am writing o you to voice my strong opposition to the *Bus Rapid Transit” (BRT) pian
for the San Fernandc Valley 10 e voled oa 7/26/01.

ImaMdMHmmmmmmmwmm While )
of the y for e entire length from Wamer Center
Hdlywod wmmeh-MhmﬂMmmanﬂy

Your BRT pian calls for buses ko run at high speed through & residentinl sres at grade fevel,

TMbmymlhhﬁcmﬂmmwmmmnm 1t is not mmotely clear
from your published plan how northbound and southbound aulomobie traffic will be able to
cross over the busway between buses running every 2 minutes. Furthermore, & is not clesr
mmwmmummmmm«mmmmﬂm
Chandier Boulevard inlo the path of oncoming bus fraffic. There will undoubledly be serious
hmnhmtmughmmSmFmMoVM(MlmmntcmmmBm
line) 29 @ result of this at-grade bus Fecway.

MlWo!MquuﬂWMMHM!mMM oconcerned that
this bus freeway will cut right through the middle of our community, Pedestrians will have io
walk on foot across the 2-ans dus freewsy both day and night  Pedastrians incdlude elderly
and young families with parents pushing baby sirotiers.

This Is a sericus danger to health and safety that you do not seem to fully appreciate,

Your plan does nol include any SERIOUS MITIGATION of this haaard. Your position teems to
be that “it ought to be OK with you if ir's OK with us.” Doyounotundmbnd that we simply
do NOT want any member of communily to cross the bus freaway on foot?

1 strongly bdievomalh MTA hunrupomlw(ybhdude above-grade pedestrian

at avery slong fhe route, Anything short of this can only be

:?mebdnmamﬁng Inmsjﬁvkyblbsmmnndlm of tha citizens of North
ofywood

San Fernando Valley
East-West Transit Corridor
EIS/EIR
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(Manmmb,lmmdmdmmﬂmmmmqungm
Wilbur Boulevard just north of the 101 Freewsy. This mmped overcrossing provides safs
mhmammmmmmwmmmhmmmm

Whet | ssked MTA representatives af the meefing on Juna 28, 2001 what s¥pé would be
taken to miligats, they advised that "gates® wouid be added and buses would run at the
*posted speed kmir.

The statement that the buses wilt run et the “postad speed timit® ot Chandier Boulevard is
disingenuous because It Is unenforcsable, and you know it Wili a police officer actually pul a
bm;\rbusu.lmmdomn Therefore this is enforcseble ONLY st the plassure of
the MTA sione.

Let's be real. Tha MTA's only concem Is timely sirrivel of the Red Line station and i order to

thpM?ﬂnM’mhMWmm.thhmlm

unreatistically short stops st stations slong the way (read the proposal). The only way > make

&Mbﬂaﬂmﬂlhbmdww(mdmwuwmm
ons.

Finalty, lrmkuiiuhdmﬂuhbmmmmapodmhnussn'@hcrssnphuh
pedesirian is still desd.

Younnmro&htom.lmmun&hboporahmokdmnbgabaonhdrhow
days. Your representative insists that these gaies would be "programmed” to colncide with
these holy days. The Jewish holiday calendar is 8 complicatac kinaz calendar which must be
lnmdodlomnmnlublds.hmmﬂm.nnpoﬁswnmmdmmam
(which are supposed fo be similarly attuned) ars carely programmed for holidays.

IﬂmlybeﬁmmthTAhqu!tyﬁuhimlmﬂgmlmdmmmdenr
and presant danger to the North Hollywood community and the cltizens of Los Angeles.

The MTA Board is compiicit in this negligence If they do not sand your planners back fo the
drawing board to come up with & plan that clearly demonsirates that the number one concern
in the heaith and safely of citizans aflected by this busway.

| support the TSM option; | beileve the MTA woukd be betisr off Improving bus service
throughout the San Femando Valiey for alt bus riders.

Jerry Burg . Q
5744 Wikinson Avs. /
North Hollywood, CA 81807 o M7/

San Fernando Valley
East-West Transit Corridor
i F\S/EIR
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Comment Letter F202

SCAHNED
IN ANC
Carol A, Zubat
19622 Topham Straet
Tarzana, CA 91358 JULOS 2001
duty 2, 2001
MTA, cfo Consensus Plsnning Group
444 South Fiower Strast, Ste. 1300
Los Angeles, CA BOOT1
To Whom it May Concem:
way. ltis

1 am wrhing to voice my o [1]
® project that has been concelved without neither thought nor logic.

1 fve In tha West Vafley right scross from the proposed bus way, When | purchased my
property 15 years ago, | puechased k knowing that & train went by my house once o
twice u day, The right of wary irain tracks was a spur thal went along Topham to the
focal tumber yard and then back again. Every dey my son and | would stand on my deck
snd wave to the engineer as he went by...s liftke noslaigia thet most pecple have (rom
thek childhood about trains. This train was not an intrusion because R was so
Infraquent. 1 used o ride my horse down the Wacks, as did the local neighbors, based
on the train's schadule 5o 88 not 1o frighten the horses. People used to walk more an
the right of way because in our community, Ihere sre no sidewalks.

Now the MTA Js propasing to build a bus way, sending buses through our res!dential
Myhbuhoodevgrfyum. 1 don't think 8ol | belleve Zev concalved this ides afler
his irip to Braxil. ¥ Zev is s0 much in love with the bus way, | wil gladly purchuse s one
wey airplane lickel for him 1o move lo Brazil and snjoy tha bus way (hers. We do nol
want & hare, | bahieve Zev is trying 1o sove face Becaune of the purchase of the right of
way and no viabie plan has been developed In writing for s use.

What Is very interesiing to note is that t am susprised a3 to how many peepis in the
community know nothing about this bus way. For sxample, my son wenl to the Sunrise
Baseball lisld o Winnetka Bnd Victory. Upon talking 1o the vasious parents at the fisid,
not one knew about the proposed bus way....sven & mother who purchased a home
2cro3s from the right of way snd sncther mothar who livas on the cther side of the right
cf way. Obvicusly, the MTA has not dons 8 §ood job of Informing the comemuniy,
Nobody knows sbout this bus way! VWas this a planned move so that & would get voted
in withaut a iot of opposition.

When the MTA hald 2 meeting at Kaizer about Iwo yesrs 3go and prosented the
proposed bus way plan, # siso did not receive 8 (ol of publicity. To show how oul of
touch the MTA is sbaut our community, here bs one pie of thelr petence. |
ssked ¢ MTA rap. 83 ta how the MTA would ensure thel children, whose homes were
adiacent 1o the bus way, wouki be safe when they jumped ovar their fences 1o play on
tha righl of way (es they do now). To my neighbor’s and my disbelied, the MTA rep. saki
thal they could possibly build a barb wire fence to kesp them oul. This remavk alone
shows that the MTA is not realing our communily s a living, breathing community...but
25 3n ares compased of indusirial budding:

Carol A. Zubat

19822 Topham: Sireet
;l“mm,cﬁ. 1358

ow Just Wha wifl use this bus way. Do you really think somesne who works downt
icwmmﬂohwlnglodriveto!h-busmy,mmmwhqmﬁommmhm.
boudhbuamy.u!muktlhotubmyundmmmnmlnoth«buslog-l
fo theit office downtown or wherever they wark. In ihis scanario, that person would have
1dtquurdm.mn vehicle bips. Also, you must remember ihat at soms stops there is
::'p:.thm. mmd:hmumbhw:mﬂepmgnlhumﬁs.mmno

hborhoods. Tha stops 3re 8¢ far apart... think is going

thess stops to lake a bus. MMMM

fMdUﬂMnﬁPm How Is this bus way going lo gat me to wark? First, |
have to drive my son 1o schook, then [ would have to take my car home, walk hall & mile
wmnmmmm(mmhenmmmunmnwwmnmmm
buw on Lindiay, wait for thet bus. | would néver make R to work on tims. 1 work with a
girl that ives in Van Nuys. Sincs thers sre no buses on Parthenia, she has o walk 1o
mu.mu;o;u'&r.mmrhmm. Tt takes her 43 minutes 1o one houe
got home. na cs? bus dependent. How will this bus her
me who is located across from the bus way, weay heto her or

The solutien: fmprove bus service on the malp srieries thal you have elrepdy
2utpblished, Have sxprass Sus service on Victory, Van Owen, Sherman Way, Ventura
Boulevard, eic.,, where more people depend on butes. Not through srees where no one
wiliuse B You ore proposing 1o build 2 bus way through an sres of timitled use. Whata
waste of tax dollars. memdm-muwmwmm
Mora peopia will take their bikes to work ¥ you design |t propery. Don't divide our
commundiss wih this ssnseless project. G0 back 10 the drawing board and do i right.

Ancther imponant fact about this right of way, Bince the MTA took ovet this parcel of
hnd.uhum.mmgfmmmm‘mmmmmmadam
M tv bight in our community. ‘When the rairosd owned R, & was in much batler shepe, I
1#\0MTAm!kmndcmmw.MhmonllhokahWbus
way is bull. The MTA has a terrible track record snd we do not want ta be their
expariment gons bad,

You need to slart over sgain. Getthe communilies’ inpul. I you get their involvement,

you will get their buy In. You will (hen be pralsed for a job wefl dona... not opposed and,
in a3 probadiity, be tied up In igation for yesrs,

Wa sl wanl a good bransporiation system. This bus way Kisa is not Lha solution, Give

Us good bus service 50 wa can gt use it...not the chosen Tew. This is all 'our lax dolfars
being spert. We should ai] get the chance ta use X.

Sincerely,

Carol A, Zubal

San Fernando Valley
East-West Transit Corridor

METRO EISIE'R
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omment Letter F203 Comment Letter F204 P
L] age | af

SCANNED Salazar, Mariana
July 3, 2001 L
From: Michel, Kevin
Sent:  Mondsy. July 09. 2001 2.6% PM
Mr. Kevin Michel To: Cusiomer Relations
Loa Angeics County Transporustion Authority Ce: 182, Kathieen; Solazar, M: Eisine Carbimy (E-mall); Andrew Mondschein (E-mak). Gary Pelerson
O Gatewsy Plaza {(E-mail), Likan de Loza (E-mall)
22" Floor, MS-99-22-§ Subject: RE: PROPOSED BUSYWAY
Loy CA. 90012 Yeou, 8nd M lorward e appropriste
e Proms Custorwr Relations
. 1 Custormer
Re: Chandler Boulevard Bus Line Sent: Monday, Juy 09, 2001 2:41 PM
To: Miched, Kevin
Dear Mr, Michel: Subject: FW: PROPOSED BUSWAY
1 am writing (his letter 10 let you know that my family s epposed 4 the Chandler Boulevard Bus Kavin, ) i
Line that has been proposed by the MTA. We Live 1 5429 Ethel Avenve, Sherzua Oaks, CA. mmy&“"“mbN%FMVME&MTWCWW
The building of this lime will impact our besutifdd neighborhood ia & negative wey. Thisisa Customer Relations
residential area with many expensive homes whose value will decresss greatly if this busway is
built. My husband =nd 1 workad for over 35 yeam to buy our house and we do not want (o see ~=-Original Message--—--
the Buits of our tsbor deteriorste before our eyes.  The busway will be aaly sbout 10 font from Proms John Greer [maiito:jgreer ] @socal.sr.com)
our property, running tight under our bedroom window every five minutes. :mummav.mzs.ao:;uszm
'0¢ customerrelations@mis.
There is also 8 very largn Orthodox Jewish populstion here with scvorl iemples. Every Subjact: PROPOSED BUSWAY
Saturday, hundreda of people walk 1o 1hals respective anples to worship. One tompls will bave
10 be relocaied as well a severa) busioesaes. This i ot right, xpecially wheo there are v o ot s anc apis aned s o oy oo U il ke - roa decann Y " w2
commercis] strecty that can be used instead sach e Burbank, Oxnerd wnd Riverside. This busway wik ciminish propsrly values and present pubic safety
Plaazs do not spprove this busway plan.
Please do 50t thooes Chendler for your buswary. . Thank you.
Yours truly,
Convemed Residest

$2w &L 40

po bt L

0L

San Fernando Valley page 7-470
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Comment Letter F205

JUL 102001
Mr. and Mrs. Robert Kshlenberg
12730 Addison St.
Valley Village, CA 91607

Mr. Kevin Michel
Los Angeles County Transporiation Authority
Onc Gateway Plaza
22" Floor, MS -99-22-5
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Dear Mr, Michel,

As residents of the Valley Yillage community, we are opposed to the
proposal Lo run many buses on Chandler Bivd. This is a walking community
with children riding bicycles and playing in nearby neighborhoods. Students
from Nonth Hollywood High School use Chandler to get to school.

The Jewish Onthodox members of our commumity use the area to walk back
and forth fo their various synagogues. The buses would increase traffic and
noise in the area.

This proposal can be compared to running fast speed buses down San
Vicente Blvd, from Wilshire Blvd. to the beach. The buses will destray the
integrity of the neighborhood. Your proposal needs to consider the
individual commumnity as well as the transportation needs of the city. Your
office needs to explore other solutions to a complex problem to present fo its
residents.

Sincerely,

Mr. And Mzs. Robert Kahlenberg

omment Letter F206
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Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transpc Comment Letter F207
U.S. Department of Transportation Federatl Tr.

San Femando Vallsy Eest West Transk Cosmidor
8us Repid Transit Draft Environmental Impact Statement/Report

COMMENTS
Plonze use this page 1o submit your comments sbout the Draft

0 Impact St /Report (DEIS/R) on
the Sen Fernando Valley Bast- West Corridor. You may disciss any aspect of the project in which you are inverested
and/or specific items relsted to the DEISR.

Apseleb G apgos=t + 1R Clalid,
. e
o ke e

e e ST -
g;W@&zM&j

™ 4

(W recesanry, plsans CONPUe yous commanis o e reveves sice of s paowr.)

o ¥ e San Fac Enat Wost Iransit Corrider Bup Rapid Transht DEISR, plssoe
o UARETAS Cortoo e . M 7YW-775D
m@gnw'{‘f Fuofe A~

City: bodanan

B-muil Ak

e SRy YT
Plowss rolum by Juy X 2001 -

MTA, Kevin Michal, Projact Mensger, One Galewsy Para, MS 90-22.5, Los Angeies, CA DOJ12-2082.
(213) 922-285¢ Fax; (N1Y) 922-3000

Comment Letter F208

Los Angeles County Mstropolitan Transportation Authority

U.8. Depariment of Tranaportation Federal Transit Administration
San Femando Valisy Esst West Trsnait Corridor

Bus Rapid Transtt Drat Environmantal impact Statement/Report

COMMENTS
Please unt this pege 10 submit your comments sbowt (e Draft Ei

. | Yonpact 8
Ot Sam Fernardo Valley Bant-West Corridor. You may iacuss My atpeet of'
and/or specific iiemns related 10 the DEISR.

port (DETS/R) o
‘the project in whish you sre intsreniad

I
Tn reseive information regerding

4 Just l”"g“ & Py on Gm’v. T hove o 1o mek o1 bep
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:V‘,
owd e T 3¢

sbichlly no Meyon Swuld  run
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T 6 = S‘W"U Und, o Vlrﬁy fd 15 hee
Shore,

M beeang,
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fangmy

, Plesaw CONBOVE Your COMMAES o he reverss aide of
e Saa Farnands

Lo
3]
Videy East Wast Transit Corridor Bus Raphf Trenelt DESS, plesss
complets .
Py - i Phooe; {818} 7131118
Address: 12 UL E
City: ooy Vs ey smee (A 2p L6070
-l Addrodh—0
rohm by Joly 3, 2001

W&MMWMWM:M,W”H—&&M CA 0007,
(23) 922-286% Fax: (713) 3222060 . CA o1 2e02
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Comment Letter F209

~1-
Kran M. Pk,
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e destreged. Pleawe  fiid
CpHar ity o puiclude Ao
Vet Vatley i # pustc.
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(25 T Kklid,, ¥/,
N Kyt . Frés7

eyf) 76 3- 76 F

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Tran Commen_t L_e tter F210
U.8. Department of Transportation Federal Transit Administration

San Fernando Valley East West Transit Corridor
8us Rapid Transit Draht Environmental Impact Staternent/Report
MO COMMENTS
Please usethis page 1 submit your commeats sbout the Draft Envi I impact § /Repart (DEIS/R) on
the San Fenando Valley East-West Corridor, You may discuss any aspect of the project in which you ane interevied
snd/or specific items related 1o the DEISR.

e )
(ﬂmuuy,mmmwomutMnnmsmdMM.; <
To receive fnformation regarding the San Fernsado v.ms-umnrmuncanwmmmmmmphm
complets betaw.

Ve BUECEAS (Ponmolflis  mene(RIZ1ILIBTEL

Address: A e
City: Sme:ﬁ&__._ Zipim
E-mai Address: 2 A &2 Aol OM

Please raiumn by 2y 3, 2001 10

. e Galuway Plazs, MS 95-22.5, Los Angeles, CA 90012.2057
(313 922-285¢ Fax: (213)922-3080

San Fernando Valley

East-West Transit Corridor
1 EIS/EIR
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Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transpo Comment Letter F211

U.S. Department of Transportation Faderal Transit Administration

San Femnsando Vallay East West Transk Corvidor
Bus Rapid Transit Dvaft Environmenial impact Statemert/Report

Mo COMMENTS

Please us this page to subrmit your comments about the Draft Eavircamental Inmpect Sasemest/Repoct (DEIS/R) on
the San Fanando Valley Ean-Wext Corridor. ‘You msy diseuss sy qactnﬂhpvjeu‘lwhiclywminue)ud
andor sprafic ems relamd ¢ the DEIS/R.

Dlease! Mo Chendles Bog
— & Tt coitl destro
gj‘z @L f”‘./ . Sare ms:%a?&*aj
e wbe rhoict Pk necw ey, sts /n

Vatley Us‘[(ya, Firnd an alter vl

e I & will alss
S i R h g g
0 nacds s The (d—:fjo fwt‘sé
45//[/"? There,

covnmuniCy

{if ecessary, please COMNGS yOUr COmMents o e Mverve Nide of Wis paper.)

To recain : ""‘E“.m n Valley Baet Wast Tronsit Cormider Bus Rupiet Transit DEISR, piease
bl 1 o B9 T Phone: G 766- TS
Address: 422 3 € el les

City: Muf__u%___ swe. Lz zip A1607

E-mail Add

Prease retum by Sy 3, 2001
MTA, Kovin Michei, Proect Maneger, One Gaisway Plara, MS 98224, Low Angeles, CA 90012-2062.
1213)922.2054 Fax: (113) 922-3000

Cc mment Letter F212
Los Angsles County Metropolitan Transportation Autharity
U.8. Depariment of Transportation Federal Transit Administration

Sen Femando Valley East Wes! Transit Corridor )?"—,
Bus Rapid Transit Draft Environmental impact Statement/Report B IF%
ME TSRO !'1.”__ s

COMMENTS )
Please usc this page 10 submol your comments sbout the Dt & J Impact St /Repont (DEISR) on

the San Fernando Valley East-Weat Corridor. You may Riscuss mny spect of the project in whith terosied
andior speific iems eelated to the DEIS/R. proFem RSyt

/4} Twe Otberen o5 Eméx f!&{ﬂé"/ﬁcnﬁlfvy

r

PT 12763 Copmoner EIV2, Wi  impiots yoo
r

/;(/ fe 05;/707 SV NHutHI o) Fup

8T o fnoe

MR OVR  YouNe Crudén

Rup Kaminks, ”

RBsgs £, Liptirs

o {NMN-::::.-mmmmnmmdmmj
mmmnm Marnando Vallay Esst West Transit Corvidor Bys Rapid Transit DEIS/R, please
Name: Phane.  S78 2L2~ L3/
Atdrew LAL2T T Copmplad HKUB
City: —LLE% swe L& zipZleZ
E-mail Address_CE(Y 7T B KOPHARQ T oK

Prage refum by Jily 3, 2000 1o

MTA, Kavn Mizhel, Prowct Menager, One Galawsy Pera, NS 99-22-5, Los Apgeles, Ck 90012
R12)922.2854 Fax- 213 620-3060 G 00122982

San Fernando Valley

East-West Transit Corridor
a4 EIS/EIR

page 7-475



Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transpo e ALGIAE R= (CI S P I6]

U.S, Department of Transportation Federal Transit Administration

San Femando Valley Eest West Transit Coridor
Bus Rapid Trnsk Drakt Environmental Impact Stetement/Report

COMMENTS
Please ums this page 10 mibmit your comments about the Druft Envi § lrpact $)

/Repor (DEISR) on
the San Fanando Valley Bast-West Corvidor. You may discuss any aspest of the project in which you ae interested
and/or spesific iterss related to the DEIS/R.

ME YT RO

Viea=c dp 2%}

Jz==  Chondler—

Fozf? our rafhho —
nood =afe |

_ {HML&.-;M
comph®e fhe b Son v.
Name: —_]

YOI cORINiS on e FRVerse sice of ihE paper )
Vadley East Wast Transit Corvidor Bus Rapld Transi DEISR,

Phone; @*@@ ‘@ﬁ
s CH p 0
MTA, mmmwﬁmww

-
y Phere, NS 99.22.5, Los A 00122982
I T2EA Fan IR ST

Addresy: -
City: VA A \)—\—e Way.:

E-mail Addre:

San Fernando Valley

Group F - Individuals

Los Angsfes Gounty Metropolitan Transp. Comment Letter F214
U.8. Department of Transportation Fedsral Transit Administration

San Femando Valley Esst West Transit Corridor
Bus Rapid Transit Draft Environmental impact Statement/Report

prm— COMMENTS

it this page to submit your comments sbout the Draft B | Inapact St t (DEISR) ca
the San Fermendo Valiy Exst- Weet Comidor. Vou may discoss jest in which you s
s o Comids ™ay Y a1pect of the projest in which you are inierested
This s o duplicatton o Hhe buses o Veubven Bloz,

Buses on  Shermen Wy vedd ke Kghe rederchip,
Ths rorle gues Beovsh  residentonl ratghlbonksces,
Pobhing  tha biles  bokwe. beses =& catc v kel safd,

The Gramunities adldle sy Jo Weree sl ol watk

. P o
1w hﬂ"}klﬂ-l«i{ e wodd Rave ware acct deads in om
ovens,

The “fo-bucld " opkion wodld be & prod iden Arthaie
thhﬂl"‘-

(4 recessury, pleese coniiove Eomments on
To pido youur e 70VOrse sie of this papar.)

MMMIMCMMWTJIMDMM
conpiein the infermation . .

Name: _JVUCIE FIuE Poone: CEIF T0S-4SCC
M. 329 Bothwell Road

City:  Regeda

Swmte:__CAH Zip: 9133 S
E-mail Addk

Piesse roturn 2001 to:
MTA, Kewi Micbwl, Progec! Maneger, Ore i vt

. Ora Gelewsy Flarz, MS 95.22.5, Loz Angelea, CA 90012-
(2138222654 Fax: {211) 922-2080 o0z 2962

East-West Transit Corridor
"y EIS/EIR
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Comment Letter F216
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Comment Letter F217
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omment Letter F218

Los Angeles County Metropoiitan Transportation Authority
U.8. Departmant of Transportation Federal Transit Administration

San Femando Valley Eas! West Transit Cormidor b7

Bus Rapid Transit Orait Environmental Impact Statement/Report & ))

COMMENTS o

Please use this page 1o submit your comnents sbout the DraR Enviroemental knpact SmtemenyReport (DEIS/R

the San Pernando Valley Bast-West Corridos. Ywnyd&wmyawdﬂnmjmhwmmmhm::

andfor specific items related 1 the DEISR.
Fam wwocwrd o eden  Dus [TV T FLAmT

cipeany oPFoIR T ws. Ve o
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(¥ nocassary. piaase conlinue your comenents on ke reverse side of Ois paper )

To receive informetion regardinp the San Farmsnde Eael West
«ocapiets the Infsrration beiow vadey Traneit Cormider Bus Rapid Tracst OELN, plosss

Name:._(LAUCKE  Jeogs

Phone:
Addresy! 3432 T'MLa S—
City: VoLt ( ens st T

E-mail Add;

ITA, Kevn M, rooct Manager vw s et 8 o0
g . One Gatewgy Plaza, M8 99.22.4, 208 a
(213 922054 Fat (13 020 g N, A B0012.2002

Comment Letter F218

2752 Aller
Dear Peop‘c on The MNTA: 'pzea7 7’ 15’7%)75‘{5
Your decison to utiliz< the ey

route for a bus reute to connect wWitA
lhe metro rai/ (5 & ﬂ{jf/g'enzf‘ and l,
Seif-Serving decision. Please S'_I‘Q_P .

we. the Orthodox Jewish Comm anity,
object strongly to the i'lﬂp/c:/ne/nfaé/bﬂ of

4 bus on Chard fer,

The Robbing' Bill was passed g7
Stap /ghf rail -- not because of
noise, but because of ﬂﬁ/yer to
a wafky Commanily.

We aofansz/y demand that goa

Pind anrother roate, Kegp the

?l.’fdﬂs/?orfa{/'an andergroand dn&

vase anrd deslsC Yo Pfcpdfcz,z‘/an

for the destruetion of a %’;m:gfzﬂ z‘z.
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Comment Letter F220
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Comment Letter F222
Los Angeies County MeiropoiXan Transpartation U.S Cepartoent of Transportation

g’m Fornanda Vaisy Esut-Waesi Bug Rapd ‘ir-ml Ccm!a Federsl Tranut Admungiration
it Impact

COMMENTS

Ploass uss 18 Page 10 JUDMA your camments sbhout the Drsht Eavi il Impact St leport {DEISR) on the
San Fernando Vailey East-Wet Bus Rapid Transit Casridor, You mey dHCUSA 811y spect of the project in which you ire

18m very concemed about the safety of the chandier budwity. | have young childeen and 8 young tesn. My
young teens crosses Chandier and Bell Air manty imes & week and seveml times & day on Saturdey. | sm
cencemed how will they manage g the b The projectior waozommﬂmmmmfyaw
ammmwmmummmwmmmuwmmwm eklery
who will heve 16 manage  croes the lour lanes within 21/2 minutes. What would be the provisions for someons
who fails going past the fout lanes, twe [nes of buses, for e speed busse 1 $10D. As I is now when | crose
with my young children we don't get lrom one side of chandier 1o the other with In the present Ums alioitsd. The
picket fences wik not stop curious children thet wiggie out of their parent’s hands. { den't went 1o walk along or
m-m-my No matter how rained the dus drivers are. The buses are large and can causs
considerable demhmmhmlmmmwhhmeMU
easane. sdon\mcmmmmammnw What will be the quality of the
stroll whils heavy busss are right beeide te?

| agree with meny speskers here that wa need & grade separaion for Increased safsty trovghout the valiey,
hmmnpulmhcmw
Owr with many ha bue woukd ruin that.
!«mnnmmwmwmaummmmunmmw thlllm
mymmmmnmhmummhmmmmawmh

00 unsightfil,
We 00 need transportation, but we noed pur tair share we need

9 that our and the valey
can live with,
aoniimeg omements on the revesse side of his
"% receive: uummmﬂmum‘rm
plasss somplete e Information: belew,
Narme,_MENDA MAFOUDA
Phone: AL8.I802T12
Addrasy: S000-BLLIERELL AME .
CaySuswZio, VALLEY VILLAGE
E-mai Ascresy, NINQAMMMSADLCOM
mnmnf&m-
WITA, ATTH: Karvin Miohal, Frajent Muneger. San Femands Vebey Resh-¥oes: Aacit fliss Traned DEIM
Ore lstewsy Paan. Wad 8100 90-Z35. Los Angees. GA BOTTS
Fax: (12 9223008

Los Angelss County Mstropolitan Transpc Comment Letter F223

U.S. Department of Transportation Federal Transit Admln!sl!‘lllon

San Femando Valley East West Transk Conridor
Bus Rapld Transk Draft Environmental Impact Statsment/Report

Wt RO COMMENTS
Pleiae 1 thie page 10 Jubout your comments about the Draft Envi | bropect Sia /Rep (DE[SIR)m
the San Faraands Valley Exst-Weat Cosridor. Ywmyﬁnmmnw!dhwwmmlywmm
and/or specific items related to the DEIS/R.

- Aucwe to R trcal p g T 1002
%lsz m:m W-ﬂowg{:’kup .—L“’#“”
F_,url.q. ahsuek L w "'(“
J,Aa, alm w m bowae - ottt b W
Yeree WIM 1 fa"w "
‘]-nfM/ Vﬂ““ﬂ-m

I Nece ey, loees COrkie yot canmats O e e o e
r-mmmmmmmmwmwmcummnm*-

iy . Phone: __ 818 [29y-591
Address: .
'rﬂ"}lmh— Swe OB zip: 9435
E-mail Add
Plaaus mtien by Joly 3, 2001 15:
MTA, Keun ichel, Project Macieger, One Gatewey Fics, M5 99,22 Loz Angeies, CA B0G12.2952.

f213)922.2054 Fax: (217) 922-3080
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Comment Letter F224 Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transpo (SSlAlLASIA W]tz S
U.8. Department of Transportation Federal Transit Administration
Dgop MTA @ San Femando Valley East West Transk Corridor g ) Ry

Bus Rapid Transit Draft Environmental Impact Statemert/Report i PR
COMMENTS

< 2, . .
------
Mmﬁnpphmhﬁlmemwmlbomh&tkﬁnﬁmﬂmﬁlhpusnlmmmn(nmymm
1 : ! ﬂ*’ i ! * ‘ E the San Frrnando Valley Esst-West Corridos. You may discuss sny sspeet of the project n which you sre interenied

sndior specific item related to the DEIS/R.

down Clondler Blid. Tn e e
doing 20, yo|| be Ud, R S e
PINF oor conrection il oo ol optiina Vbar do ver

. ot mosphers e /
any Lriends & relohves we. T ity

dovir se2 doring the e

PLEASE — No Busi)

(¥ 1eCoRSIY, Dlow3% COndinue your comments on the reverss sids of iz

2]
To recelve the San Fermand mﬁﬂﬂllmcmlaﬂlﬂmﬂﬂmm
Name: hmrmﬂu Phooe: __ 218 90& 27
/\—\\onh 5‘501 At 519 Duopew e
. City: &“Mﬂ 0"&3 State: O Zip: 9 ¢0 4
Eecnall At
-~ JPanlo) /')Uf‘kfeuﬁci

] Preazs retum by July 3, 2001 sa-
MTA, Kevin Michel, Project Manager, Gne Galewsy Pazs, MS 09-22-4, Los Angelus, CA 900122952
(213) 9222854 Fax (213) 922-3660
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Los Angsies County Metropolitan Transpo RAMUCINERICTS F227

U.8. Department of Transportation Federal Transit Adm!nlstratlon

Comment Letter F226
Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transgortation Authorl

U.8. Departmant of Transportation Federal Transit Administration

San Femando Valley East West Transk Cosridor
Bus Rapid Transit Dreft Environmental impact Statement/Report

Bus Rapid Transi Drakt Environmentsl impact Siatement/Report
Rep ~rno COMMENTS
OMME Muwwnnwmmumhbnﬁiﬂwmmlhpﬂmmmymwﬂsmm
e i pagt 0 it yous “E‘MM_NTS R " o mmrmv.u.,m—v::nnw. You may discuss any spect of the projoct in whith you are interesiod
the San Fernando Vlley EagWest Corridor. You may diacse Ay arpect of e praject in which you ars ineeesicd amdior speific bema reivied :
and/or specific ivems related to the DEIS/R.
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San Fermanda Valley East Wes! Transi Corridor

T live 2 blec by n:ﬁ of Chandisr

. !
X ds nd  wanb B sfoc-lun] down hty S)'f”'&‘

oo Le:&gg‘,.-ﬂe 0{1 . H“ 0& I  Our ““J""" e LU
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o4 a LU_SW - / di‘)f“luj Or nzujq'a heodt .

STOP THE CHANIER RUS ROUTE [}

m Pn/o
§333 toletta 7,
v / CA o3
‘- mm::- oo;:munhm-ﬁudmm.)
-— m— T - To recetve beforma mwnnu Furnando Valley Exst Weel Transi Corridor Bus Rapid Transit DEISAR, pleses
f-mmwnmmmwlﬁumwummm” Name: Agle A .
compiste the infernaten below, Phone:
N, Phone: Address: _ST31 Lola 0.
Address; Cl‘)"_ﬁ (2] 11407 State: Zip:
City: State: Zip: E-mail Add
E-mail Add MTA mmmmo?'o:-om?y‘:zlgz:n Angaies,
A 3 tas CA OO 2-:
Prsare robum by iy 3, 2001 fo; (213) 922.2854 ma‘:&)mma s

MTA, Kovin Michal. Projact Manager, One Galawey Plare, NS 99.22-4 Log Anpefes, CA P00T2-2952
(313} $22-2054 Fox: (213) 3222060
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Comment Letler F228
Los Angseles County Metropolitan TransportITiDIV AUTHOTIy
U.8. Dapartment of Transportation Federal Transit Administration

San Fernando Velley Egst Wast Trensk Corridor
Bus Rapid Transit Draft Enviconmental impact Statement/Report

oo COMMENTS ,
Fleass use this pege 15 rubmit your conomenty sbout the Dt Envi ] tespact /Report (OEIS/R) on
fhe San Fernands Vailey Eaat-Wen Corvidow. You may discurs any arpect of the project i wikich you are intevesed
srxdior specific iems related so the DEIS/R.

Comment Letter F229
Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authort
U.8. Dapartmant of Transportation Federal Tranait Administration
Bus Rapid Transit Drakt Environmental Impact Statement/Report ﬁ }
, COMMENTS e
Pleass usa this page 0 aubmlt your commants sbout the Deaft Environmental Lrupact Ststement/Report (DEIS/R) on

the San Farando Vallcy East-West Corridor. You my discuss any aspect of the project in which you sre interesed
andlor specific iterg relnied 1o the DEIS/R.

San Femanda Vailey East West Transit Corridor
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bo Aock 70 THE D00t PoprO fwp Desian A we
S¥EEM THET WOMD WOT ADVECSEL) SEFETT Tons oF

Ttovignos oF Pevrcel

{if nevessary, plonse conlinue your commants o the revarse side of Wis paper.) 1 Pecessary, Dlbass 20nGnue YOUT COMPRE O 1 reveres aide of this papor.)
he San

Parmentfo Valley Eant Weet Transit Corridor Bus Repid Tramyit DEISR, plesse

To o Sort regavtiing the Sen Fo Velbuy East Wast Transit Carrices Bus Repia Trecalt DEISA, plesss o ercing the
m information s l‘m 18! .
Name: SHARCES ?:JEGMG Phone: $/& Foc td 23 NW:ML_AEQQ—_’ L& £n, Phone: £ Fog~j323
Addros S397 ETHEL jave . Addeess: SIS ETHE  QVE -
City: _SHELS9Ar_OGKS State:.58 _ . zip: For Cuy: SHECma OOKS  swelf. . np Rl
E-mail Address_ G Lo sEs (/10 PO, cont E-mail Add
Ploase raium by Jdy 3, 200! fo Presse i by kdy 3, 2001 lo:
MTA. Kevin Michel, Project Munager, One Gelowsy Piaze, MS 95-22-5, L.0s Angeies, CA 500122942, MTA, Kovie Michel, Pagoct Monager, One Guivwey Pits, MS 99-71.9, Los Angelvy, CA 0012-2952
(213 9220854 Fax: (213} 233060 (213} 9222854 Fa: (213 922-3060
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Comment Letter £230

Los Angeles County Metrapolitan Transportation Authority
U.8. Department of Transportation Federal Transit Administration

wetno COMMENTS

Picase vse this page to submit your comments about the Draft Envi 1 Iropact St Report (DEIS/R) on
the San Fernando Valley East-West Cormiior. You mary discuss eny sspect of the project in which you sre insresed
mubior specific sens related to the DEIS/R,
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(N necessry, mnmwmnmmmdmm.)
Ta receive tafcrmeBon regarting thy Ben Farnanda Valley Best Wes! Transit Corridor Bug Raphi Trensit DEIS/R, plesse

mm 840, Phone: £19 - G0t -1323

[1]
ms_as_tt_ﬁ_md Ak
City: Sma-._&s&%_ zip LMY
E-mail Addrest: sen il .
Milarn by July 3, 2001 to;
Coe Pisze, MS 99-22-3, Lob Angeles, CA S0012-2552,

MTA, Kawite Michs), Project Manager, Gatowey
{213) §22-2854 Far (213} 822.3080

San Fernando Valley East West Transit Corridor
Bus Rapid Transit Draft Environmental Impact Statament/Report

Comment Letter F231

Los Angeles County Metropotitan Yransportation Authority
U.8. Department of Transportation Federal Transit Admlnlstratlon

San Fernando Vadey East West Transkt Corridor
Bus Rapid Transk Oraft Envionmental Impact Statament/Repart

po— COMMENTS ’

Ukt thit page 16 submit your commsents sbout the Denft Ervi ) Impact 84 mnpm(DElsm
B Sen Firnundo Valley East-West Corridor. You may disouas sny aspect of the mg:
andior spesific items refated to the DEIS/R. - 1 ot 1 which you e
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Comment Letter 232

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
U.S. Depariment of Transportation Federsl Transit Administration

San Femando Valtey East West Transii Comidor
Bus Repid Transit Draft Environmental impact Statsment/Report

e rEo COMMENTS

Please use this page 1o submit your cemments about the Dt I Epact S /Report (DEISR) on
the San Fervando Valicy East-West Carridor, 'Yow may discust any sspect of the projoct in which you are interesied
and/or spesific Hema related to the DEIS/R.
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o cHArsOLER |

3 Y-V O CAFETy CombERAT e~
3y wme hEDAG oA 14
N TLERN LANES

ten o PERER YRIAN
b hﬁ:‘rnm-u bra wALK PATH

B wWAYwRD RUL of. CRASH
Sars b PremAMG 4R RLL RENIMCES
o (et TvTes & Wi TH N
weLAL Kb 820 vads oz Th
o1 LorTH
“TRAFFC  cowfFLIE h/cﬁggc TRAFE L
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Sete Fremt U TeanAN Sweway w/ PArd Like

CIEUEL MRST 4y, o P

{if necassary, plosae confiue youx Commants on (he roversk $ide of Ihis paper)
To receive Jefonsalon regecding the San Fervando Valley Zast West Treneit Corridar Bus Rapid Transtt DEIS/R, plesse
lnhuz_muhv.

S LuKER Phoe: _ BV E S62 147
T SAS4 TMNel H§

Askdvess
City: pie, Wellyegonh suie SO Zip: ...S_".ﬁs;:l.__._

Bl AMd =

Plouse mium by Jky 3, 2001 to
MTA, Kovin Michel, Project Mansges, Ore Gatewsy Paze, MS 99-22.5, Lot Angeles, CA WOD12.2052,
{21 9222854 Far (213) 852-2050

a

Los Angeles County Matropolitan Transportation
U.S. Department of Transportation Federal Transit Administration

San Famando Valey East West Transt Comidor 2N R

Bus Repid Transk Drant Environmentsl Impact Statement/Report K| ) -

wiino COMMENTS omy
Please use this page 0 submit your commeniz about the Draft & 1 lmpacy S /Repoct (DEISR) on

the San Femendo Valley East-Weat Comidor. You may disouss say aspect of the project m which i
and/or specific items related o the DEISR. you brv inkeesied
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COMMENTS
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the Sun Fenando Valley East-West Corridor. You may discuss any sspect of the project in whichk you sre interested
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Los Angeles County Metrapolitan Transp
U.S. Department of Transportation Faderal Transit Administration
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Bus Rapld Transit Dratt Environmantal Impact Statement/Report
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COMMENTS
Please use this pige to submit your comments about the Draft Envi 1 Impact St /Repant (DEISAR) on
the San Famanda Valley East-West Corvicdor. Yous maty discuss sny aspect of the projeot in which you are interesied
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Group F - Individuals

Comment Letter F260

June 2, 2001

Mr. Kevin Michel

Metropolitan Transit Authority
One Gateway Plaza

22nd Floor MS-99-22-5

Los Angeles, Ca 90012

Dear Mr. Michel,

I'm writing this letter to protest the
building of the east-west busway, either
route would be bad for our community.
We in Valley Glen have voted to
recommend the TSM Alternative, which
would put more rapid buses on city
streets, and not involve a large public
works project that would depress our
nelghborhood.

In the last ten years we have worked hard
to bring our community through riots,
earthquake and the weakening police
force. We want a livable neighborhood,
and this project will make our part of the
valley less desirable. There’s not enough
ridership to justify plowing through our
backyards.

Please favor the TSM Alternative as the
best answer for today’s transportation
needs, at a lower cost and a better result

JUL 06 2009
SCANNED
N RMC

Response to Letters F260 to F315

The commenters’ opposition to the BRT and support for the TSM
Alternative are noted for the record.!

Comment F282 also commented on a number of subjects that are addressed
by the following responses:
s  (356-2 (livable communities)

e (9-25 and C9-16 (traffic issues); MTA facilities provide full access to
all users, pursuant to applicable federal and state laws.

C5-9 (neighborhood impacts)
G13-4 (station placement)
F8-L.A (TSM routing)

G13-1 (greenbelt)

C9-3 (Robbins Bill)

¢ F10-6 (mitigation budget)

¢ F8-1I.C (MTA Board procedure)

Comment F299 also commented on a number of subjects that are addressed
by the following responses:

e (9-2 (light rail conversion)

G13-1 (greenbelt); F8-1.B (alternative use of ROW)
G74-2 (Route 156)

F8-1.A (TSM Alternative)

F16-3 (Route 183)

C5-1 (TSM Alternative)

MTA does not anticipate that passengers transferring from the BRT to
the Metro Red Line will overload the Metro Red Line. (BRT
overloading Metro Red Line)

G74-3 (Ventura Boulevard Metro Rapid Bus)
¢ (9-8 (Oxnard/Chandler comparison)

' It was determined that Comments F292, F294, F296, F300, F303, F304,
F306, and F308 are better answered by the response to Comments F316 to
F331. It was determined that Comments F310, F311, F313, and F315 are
better answered by the response to Comments F376 to F409.

San Fernando Valley
East-West Transit Corridor

xE¥ EIS/EIR

page 7-501



Group F - Individuals

Comment Letter F261

for all the bus riders in the San Fernando
Valley, not just those that live withina
small artery. We need better buses like
the Rapid Red Bus, and we need the MTA
to help keep our streets in better repatr,
50 the buses that do run on them can do
so efficiently, We can use our money
wisely and provide more buses and more
bus drivers on ali the major streets, and
build more parking lots at the subway
stations people that live close by that can
drive there,

Sincerely, This is a duplicate of Coniment Letter F260.

%M/ﬁfmwu

Marsha Roseman
13432 Tiara Street
Valley Glen, Ca 91401

-502
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Group F — Individuals

FW: Dratt ESR mgpessig hile oppostan ko Qo aignerment Comment Letter F262

FW Draft EIR img filile op % Oxiad abg
Subject: FW: Draft EIR suggesting little appoxition fo Oxasrd alignement

Date: Tue, 12 Jun 2001 13:57.08 .0700 JSWI ":;u:amw&mnmm“ m;x‘n mﬂmmmmh

From: "Michel, Kevin® <MichcIK@MTANET> uly. a mMay bs pramaturs as
n - wiki not have had ampta time 10 outrsach to ina communily have boen just

To: .m'"'c c",b“? (E’f_ﬂlﬂ) «urbvzyﬂmﬁlllgfmmmmom alacied 10 serve. For axampie, ia 1 fair lo ask Mayor Eloct m tormake s

Andrew A (E-mail)” cON>, quick decision, | waukd give i time lo outieach o the Vabiay, On Jly 1,
"Guary Peterson (E-mail)* <gpuena;@mynl‘rnnk aum>. you will have a new Board Chaimman, Let's give him tima 10 outreach tothe
“Lilian de Loza (E-mail)* <ldelozs@consensusp.com> Vatisy.

CC3 "Inge. Carcl” <IngeC@MTANET>, "Sanchez. Kathleen™ <SANCHEZK @MTA NET> Anyhow, just an updale and 8 suggestion.

Thank you.

Mickey Jannol

3 , Kenvie
Sant: Tuesday, June 12, 2001 1:51 PM
To: "JANNOLS :a0l.com’

Subject: RE: Draft EIR suggesting little oppi to Oxnard

9

Ooar My Jannol:

Thanks for your additional comments, which | will also lorward to the laam ng the Fina! Envk mpact
Report, uniass you direct me ofhwrwise. anwbmmwmmmmmnmnmiunh
other communities, a8 the project continues through the process. ! you wouid ke ma 1o make presentations and
hava questiona’answaes al any future commonity mastings, plaane it me know. Thanks sgain, Kevin

Kovin J. Michsl, AICP, Trannporhuen Planning Manager
LA County Msirop y
1 Gelewsy Piaze, Malt siep 99225,
Lon Angelss, CA $0012-2952
Phone: (213) 0222854  Faux: (219) 022-3080
~=-Original Message——-
From: JANNOLS@a0l.com [malita:JANNOLS@aol.com)
Senl: Tuesday, June 12, 2001 5:28 AM
To: MichelK@mita.net
Subjact: Re: Orait EIR suggesting Ittle opposkion to Oxnard siigy

Thank you. | think you are the only governiment official who reads and
188DONCES 10 #-maiis. Therelore, | want 10 keep you up to Sale on ous
progrees. Tha Valey Glen Community Councll mat iast night and hesrd fom
reeidents living near Oxnard and Chandier (some of them some spht-offs of
Concemed Citizens).

From ihe tone of the mealing, we s00n réalized that somehow, not through the
thess

mmeWmudeMmmmmmsm
sodressed in he drait EIR. We think thai is & fair sompromise and results
In 8 naulral sflect on the neighdarhoods concamed while beneliing commuters

mhorncmunumm of the Board membaers ind appealing. Wi

are g tha O the Lutheran commanity, lndo.m
ummub-mdunpmmnondmhmy baciyard but pat Lin
theirs." mhmw:mlmmmhmﬁaﬁmluﬂpﬂo

One route over the olhes, the so-called harmed group wil menely become

vocal. Wammmccmmymmwmmwwwmm
case Jo Washington, D.C. and this is not the right thing t do.

11 12062001 04.40 PM

Jol2 140672001 4.4 0
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Group F - Individuals

omment Letter F265

SCANNED
INRMR
13459 Debby Street
Vailey Glen, CA 91401-2404

June 25, 2001

Mr. Kevin Michel
LACTMA

One Gateway Pluza
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Dear Sir,

We have lived in our San Fernando Valiey home since purchasing it in
1963. Ours has been a remarkably stable and cobesive neighborhood. Many
of our neighbors predate our moving into it.

Clearly something has to be done to enhance east-west public transportation in
the San Fernando Valley. We , however, strongly believe that all three of the
routing variants of the Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) approach, in the MTA's San
Fernando Valley East-West Transit Corvidor Plan, are seriously flawed. Each
would permanently destroy the neighborhood character of the Mid-Valley.

Of the ideatified options, we oaly support the Transportation Systems
Management model, which would enhance the usage of existing streets, at cost
of less than 1/10th as much as the BRT approach.

We will be attending the public hearing tomorrow evening at Valley College
to further inform ourselves.

Sincerely,
Rabert B. Andrews Vir;ﬁ'l B. Andrews

ocmment Letter F266
Ui '

Serna Cowen, Psy.D, Scantity

5737 Hillview Park Ave, 1N RMC

Valley Glen, Calif. 91501

June 28, 2001
Wy, Kevin Michel
LACTMA
Ore Gateway Plaza
Los Angeles, Calil. 90012
Ma? Slop 99-22-8
RE: MTA Proposed San Fernando Valley
East-West Transit Corridor

Doer Me. Michaf:
1 am s resident ving in the community that wilt be directfy im d by the dbus

proposed fouts.
| am agalnst both the "Chandior” and the “Lankershim-Oxnard” East-West Busway plans the MTA bosrd
i frying to force on us. Thess ame some of the Teasons:

1. Thete toutes wil destroy the qualily of B in our residential neighborhoods by g trathe
gridiock on our geets wilth 13 slations, 33 intersecth z parking p , Noise
and partice and 1oxic fumes poliution, and extended barriers that will divide neighborhoods.
:pmﬂy ity would be Y fitarally be tuned into & mans trensi

ub.

2. Safuty issuss for & wakiog community of famies, including the eiderly and children, wiX

Inpact d raly iuions and schoois along Chandler, Burbank and Ormard
boulevards with the loss of access and fackities. Residents sbiity to laave and return 1o their
homes, to go 0 work and transpodt children to achool will become s nightmare.

3. Loss of property values and quatity of ving sre obvious and inavitable. No one wants @
busway running directty behind thelr home. Years of construction creating noise, fumes,
congestion and dirt wil make homes unsalesble.

4.1n 1990 ths MTA preciecesaor, The Los Angeiss Transpontation C dthe
vight of wey from Southemn Pacific Raitosd with $44.8 mition provided by the siste Cakfornia
Transportation Commission. This money came from Proposition 108 furxis that mne required,
by law, 10 be used for e “public passenger raldl project”. If not Lsed 3. the money must be
refunded fo the state with interest. This is & tremendous hidden cost not tafked sbout.

The San Femando Valey needs improved + ton. 1 support the TSM altemative. | agree with
hmAmmt-m-mrsumm“ddwmumwmmmwmwimsns-n
Fernando Valiey in ganeral, and the Esst-Weat Tranalt G In partcular, trough
snhantemant of the existing bus system rether than Hon of an exchuslve b y transit
project.”

Please supporl the TSM Alermutive. Help us prevent anather MTA dissster and preserve out vilal,
quality communtty,

Sincerely,

Soma Cowen, Pay.0.

San Fernando Valley
East-West Transit Corridor
Txy) EIS/EIR
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Lomment Letter F268
>omment Letter F267 June 26, 2001 SCANNED

] IN.RRC
SCANNED ;l“g Kevin Michel R
Sharon Adato, RN One Gateway Plaza
$816 Nagle Averve 1A, CA 90012
Valley Glen, CA 91401 Mall Stop 99-22-5
June 26, 2008
Dear Sir:

Mr. Kevin Miched
x“‘ Pz t am a resident of Valley Glen and | am very concerned about the obvlous
Los mt e!s,'CA 90012 negatlve impact of some of the alternatives described fn the MTA's San Fernando
Mail S1op 99-22-5 Valley East-West Corridor Transit Pan, Draft EIS/EIR
Dear Mr. Michel,

Thank you for responding to my phone ca8 last month and answering the questions that | had
related to the construction for the proposed East/West busway project. After reviewing the EIR
completely, [ find that | cannct support this solution.

T have lived at this same address for the past 29 years and have seen many changes in the Saa
Fernando Vatey. 1 have been imvolved with the commnity #s past President of the Board of
Trustees of Temple Beth Hillel of Valley Vilage. My chitdren attended Erwin Street school, Miiken
Junior High and Grant High School,

As a former New Yorker, 10 One i 2 acutely aware of the need for improved pubiic
transportation in Los Angeles than . However, the MTA East-West busway is not the way to
xanMimWnLTMmMmabewMunrmw maintained
neighborhood is 100 Much to sacrifice for the of o of the Warner Center area,

A best the TSM aiternative will speed acoess for the ongest part of the trip, cost the least and
have the least safety impact. [ have studied the EIR and | do not see how the buses will
progress significantly when they have to stop for the cross traffic on Colfax, Laurel Canyon,
Whitsett, Coldwater Canyon and those ¢ars waiting to turn left {going South on Fulton) at the
intersection of Fulton and Burbank.

1 travel 18 miles a day to Pasadena to work. My sotution fo the transportation situation is to
carpool. [ have a full car (4 peaple who travel from Sherman Oaks/Vatiey Glen) o Pasadena, We
make this trip in 30 minutes from my house thanks Lo the carpool lane on the 134 Fwy. Our
employer gives us feee parking for carpooking (non-carpoolers pay $20.00/month). More effort
should be made in this ared. There is more than one solution to transportation probiems in this
iy,

Please do not sacrifice the east San F Valley for In Warner Center.

Yourgruly,

Sharon Adato, RN

The BRT alternative is its three variations would, through Valley Glen, have a
significant, fatal influence on the quality of life In this beautiful neighborhood.
1t would, in effect, change Its purely residential character Into a virtual mass
transit hub,

Constdering the future progress of Lthe Valley, It would be a mistake to do
nothing (The No-Build Alternative.} However, to lock in a highly disruptive,
inefficlent and clearly unproven congk)meration of patched-up routes (BRT)
would destroy the guality of neighborhood life and create a sociological disaster.,

Of the suggested alrernatives outlined (n the report, It seems obvious 1o me that
the Transportation Systems Management (TSM) plan which provides for more
efficient, enhanced usage of the existing streets would provide the most cost
effectlve choice {Approximately $20 million vs, $250 milllon.) It would also be
able to service more widespread areas of the community and atlow east route
changes as the Valley grows and it becomes where rider interest lies.

The MTA report itselfl states that, "The TSM alternative would sigeificantly
improve mobllity within the Valley in general, and the East-West
Transit Corridor in particotar, though enhancement of the existing
bus system rather than construction of an exclusive busway transit
project.”

Flease heip us preserve our nelghborhood aad give your support to
the TSM alternative.

Sincerely,

A %‘f" \CL\"“N\O,GSA«»
Brian Mayer

atiltja Avenue
Valley Glen, CA 91401

San Fernando Valley

East-West Transit Corridor
EIS/EIR
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>omment Letter F269

Ladies and Gentlemen,

My name ls Barry Weiss and | am the past president of Shaarey Zedek Congregation in
Valiey Village. However i am not speaking to you in that capacity or even as an
Crihodox Jew. | am speaking to you 83 a concemed cltizen about a critical issue facing
the ENTIRE SAN FERNANDO VALLEY, | am speaking as & long time resident of
VMWImIMapmmdmwmmmmummmam
of Los Angeies Lo enjoy the safety and quiet of this beautiful part of the city.

1 am hers to urge you not to destroy many of LA's most vibrant &nd safe
neighbothoods.

The plan before you to utilize the Chandler or Oxnard Corrids #$ 2 high-speed bus
outs must not be approved.

As 1 long tima resident of the immediata area ! am raising my objection, not because |
am agsinst the transportation gosls of the MTA. Trust me, 83 somecne who goes up
and down the 405 svery dsy, | know that we heve issues. Nor am | here to expound a
“not in my backyard™ pasition.

1 am hera to object becauss the plan befors you i a politically expadient
recommendation, 1o put & Band-Ald on a problem that by If's own account, the plan will
not solve. 1 object b though refy have been proposed and new leadership is
in the offing for the MTA, we are stil dealing with an organization that has not proved
Nself fiscally responsible and has a less than sdmirable record track record in ita
treatment of the San Femnando Velley, And though that msy seem as harsh let me
remind you of the incredulous denials from the MTA of how subway construction down
Lankershim had absolutefy nothing 10 do with buildings on Lanksrshim experiencing
cracks in walls and foundations.

Page 1

The plan before you proposes that & quarter of bilion dollars of our money, AND LET
ME REPEAT, QUR MONEY, be spent to creats a single bus-way that is not even
placed where maximum ridership can be achieved. It proposes to spend & quarter of &
biikon dollars OF OUR MONEY, agsinst the UNIFIED VASHES OF THE MAJORITY OF
THE San Femando Valley.

This is not &n Oxnard versus Chandier debate. This is not a Jewish community
concamn. This is & basic wrong business decision that will bs compounded into 2 more
expansive wrong decision in the next ten years a3 the project, if implementad, does not
chieve any of is purported goals.

{ desperately want to support the new MTA in achieving s stated vision. Quoting from
your own materials:
MTA is the visl Y of lsadership for realizing transporfation

fmprovement opportunities and solving transportation problems in Los Angeles
County, :

©Our potition a8 A premier transportation agency will be estabiished by:

*A yigliaot pursult of coat effective, high quatity mission critical sarvice delivery
*An extraordinary record of L in planné tion and anginoering

*A pioven competency for jnnoyations in hMon devaiopment.

Unquote

The plan before you mests none of thase criterla. His not cost effective. it does not
demonstrate & ‘visionary approach” and does not show a proven competency for
innovations in transportation development, And the only vigitant pursult is the one by
the MTA to ranrod this plan down the valiey's core, desplte its citizen’s objections.

Page 2
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What it does exemplify is a pofitically expedient plan to uliize an asset that is unsuited Comment Letter F270

for the use proposed. N is defying the majority will of the ditizens and threatens to
destroy modet communities from North Hollywood to Valiey Village fo Tarzana to
Reseda which collectively exemplify what Los Angeles can be at it's bost when
neighbars, community and government cooperate (0 build 8 better LA

Now i the time when our community leadership will be evaluated for what they stand
for:

Political expediency of true characier, In protecting the type of communities that your
rhetoric states you are thers 10 serve.

Approving this busway ON ESTHER ROUTE Is a claar statement by sach of you 1o the
entire city and county, that children and community dont matter. It is a clear statement
that you value political gain over the concems of the constituents,

Pleass show your support for 8 bettar LA by preserving &s neighborhoods and voting
egainst this project and committing yourselves to serve the San Femando communtty. This is a dupticate of Comment Letter F269.
Do what Is right, not what is politically expadiant. Enhance our quaiity of Me in Los
Angeles, don't threatan it. Come up with sn squitable plan that does not use “smoke
and mimon” to mask jong range goais that wilf be far more detrimental fo the San
Fernando Valiey. In shorl go back to the drawing boand with TRUE COMMUNITY
WIDE inpul to sddress the needs of the San Fernando Valley with the ssme concem
and financial commitment that you have exhibited in the city.

Thank You.

Page 3
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28 20

\ ANKED
L — FAXED 10: (213) 625-7I0CARNED sfuuc

To: Supervisor Zsv Yaroslavaky IN RMC

o Amgerae e d0nz ot : Comment Letter F272

Dear Sir,

Tam u resident of the easters San Fernando Valley, and I um writing fo tell you that 1
oppose the Metropolitan Transit Authority's proposed Exst-West Busway that would run
from Norts Hollywood to Wamer Ceater.

My reasons for not wanting the Busway are as follows:
1. Theroute has 33 intersection crossings and £ stations, which will create

gridiock an our streets, parking problems, noise pollution, dust, fumes, and
t divided neighbarhood, due to e planned extendad barriers.

2. The planned routs will affect religious instituions and schools along
Chandier, Burbank, and Oxnard Streets, with loss of facilities and many safety
issues for significant pedestrian traffic.

3. The route will destroy the ambience of maay residential neighborhoods,
with the axtended fencing, increased noise and pollution; sed traffic snd
parking congestion.

4. Theinf 50n in the Envi J Impact Report did not answer some of
the questions that many of us have conceming ali costs or cocxmunity
impacts, some of which are outlined above.

5. Many residents and representative groups in our communities who are awase
of what is being propesed do not want the Busway runsing through and
dividing our communities.

Howevex it ix recognized that we must ry 1o improve the Maas Transit situntion in the
San Fernando Valley, For this reason,  feel that 'we should enbance the existing bus
routes by adding additional busses. (This is the TSM slternative that is also being
proposed.) It should be noted that the existing grid serves the valley in many areas that
the proposed Busway will not halp directdy.

Enhancing the existing system will cost substantally Jess thany the $ 284 million that is
the proposed cost for the Busway, and witl ficilitate the increased ridership ia many sress
whera the need is the grestest.

1 urge you to support the enhancement of exdsting routes with sdditional busses, (the
TSM alternative), and the result will be the achieving the goal of i d ridership &t
minimal cost

52, st
RAM BASHAN
13052 DELANG ST,
VALLEY GLEN, CA 814D1

A total of 50 letters identisal to this have been recieved and are on file,

27 June 2004

Mr. Kevin Midhel
LACTMA

Ono Gateway Plaza
Mail Stop 99-22-5

Les Angeles, CA 50012

Deoar Mr. Michel,

As residents of Valley Glen, we ars extromely concerned about the obvious negative impact of some
of the altematives described in the MTA’S San Femando Vallay East-West Transit Conridos Plan, Draft
EIS/EIR. Some of these are no differcnt than the proposals that wers mads for the Red-Line, and we are
d fix the same !

iy

Thisisprimanily & residentialarea’ Thethree variations of the Bus Rapid Transit (BR Txhrough Valley
Glen would have a significant and fatal influcece on the quaiity af 1ife in our neighborhood by making it s
virtua! maes teansit hub. The increased noise, traffic, bus emissiont, and graffiti ot bus stops, created by these
nefficient and unp " ion of patched-up (BRT) routes, witl clearly destroy the quality of life,
nol fo ion the danper to students and parents at the schools located along the 1o This will atso
be highly disruptive to the saudentiat streets near the proposed routes

We realize that, as the Valley is growemg, rap:d transet needs 10 be improve. Howsver, it seems to us
that the Transportation Systems Mansgement plan of providing for mose efficient and eabanced usage of the
existing streets would be the most cost effective choice, Even the MTA report itself states that, “The TSM
Alternative would sigaificanty improve mobility within the San Fernando Valley in general, and the
Eest-West Transit Corridor in psrticeiar, through enh t of the existing bus system rather than
construction of s exchysive busway transit project.”

Pleasz help us preserve our neighborbood and give your suppont to the TSM ARernative. Thank you,
Sncerely,
Zit v Tl :ﬁ._e’r%{

My, & Mrs. Denly Ford
13028 Aetna St
Van Nuys, CA 91401-3203

San Fernando Valley
East-West Transit Corridor
"y EIS/EIR
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Comment Letter F273

Junae 28, 2001

Mr. Ervin Poka

Federal Transit Administration
Metropolitan Office

201 N. Figusroa St,

Suite 1460

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Dear Sir:

Enclosed are copies of 4 letters that explain why | think the
Transportation Management System (TSM) alternative ig the most
feasible, least disruptive and is benslicial for the majority of Valisy
residents

The MTA decision making process, however, is not always based on my
‘ogic. The process is ofterr influenced by politics, statt and contractor's
concerns. If the MTA Board adopts the East-West Corridor Plan, it will
impact many businesses including mine.

| have owned the Red Barn Feed & Saddlary at 1880l Oxnard Street in

Tarzana for 18 years, The store has baen at this location for 27 years.
The original leasing agresments were with the Southem Pacific Railroad.

Page 2
Mr. Ervin Poka
Federal Trangit Administration

The MTA propased plan would make the store a parking lot. This will be
an expensive parking lot.

The store pays rent to the MTA - $96,000 yearly.

The store pays property lax to the County - $5000 yearly.

The store pays sales tax o the State approximately $230,000 ysariy.
The stofe pays payroll tax to the City approximately $6000 yearly.
The store grosses approximately $4,000,000 yearly.

The store smployees 20 people.

The store averages 11 to 13 thausand customer visits a month,

* ¥ > 8 8

The MTA staff stated that the store closing would be mitigated by the
lease agreemant. The only problem is that the MTA won't give a lease.

I would hope the MTA mitigation would be in the form of saving the store.
This can be done without disruption of the East-West Corridor Plan, |
would be happy to discuss this,

Please convey these concerns to the MTA Board and Staff,

Saving the atore would be of mutual benefit to all involved.

Sincerely,

lhiﬂip L'.ICarter. Owner

Red Barn Feed & Saddlery, Inc,

San Fernando Valley
East-West Transit Corridor

"L EIS/EIR
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SCANNED Comment Letter F275

IN R
JUN28 2%01
Mr. Kevin Michet

ot e
One Plaza Comment Letter F274

22d Floor, MS-99-22-5
Los Angeles, Co. 50012

Dear Sir:

We wish 10 express our concern for the safety of pedestrians on the Chandler Corridor
proposed route for the MTA East-West line. The implied frequency, speed, and control
issues regarding these "higher-speed* buses poses serious questions for local residents,
many of whom have occasion to cross Chandler B, seversl times each day,

We would suggest that the MTA should seriously considet an alternative transportation
scheme which would substamtially mitigate the risk o this single thoroughfare. There mre
numerous cast-west routes which could provide sccess 1o the Warner Center from the
Lankershim/Chandler subway station. [t would appear that nunning multiple cast-west ot . ;
buus lines at smodest frequencis (perhaps up 1o every 10 oc 1S mimzes) on several paralie) This is a duplicate of Conyment Leiter F274.
lincs would solve 8 number of probiems. By utilizing several paraliel routes, such as
Magnolia, Chandler, Burbank, Oxnard, Victory, etc., the MTA could

1) Reduce the traffic busden on any single community.

2) Provide better overall transportation coverage asross the Valley as & whole.

3) Minimize the objections of any single group; the MTA would merely be increasing
and upgrading existing service.

4) Reduce the risk of any single catastrophic problem totally eliminating service.

$) Give the MTA much brosder flexibility for fature service sdjustments.

The planning of 1 major transportation system for the Valley should include
consideration of all possible long-range solutions to our probiems. The fact that the
MTA has exercised questionable judgement in acquiring the Chandles corridor right of
way should not be an issue in your immediste decision. This right of way can be used at
some future date when the MTA can fund a subway system. Why should the Valley
receive any less than ths City?

Sincerely,

S

5314 Bluebeil Avenue
North Hollywood, Ca. 91607
318-7634171

pennypacker@esethlink oet

San Fernando Valley page 7-511
East-West Transit Corridor
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Comment Letter F276

John Cahman and Lillian Silverstone-Cahman SCANNED
13219 Aeina Strest IN'RMC
Valley Glen, California 91607
(B18) 8974262 [To Fax call firss]
June 29, 2001

Supervisor Zev Yaroslaveky Mr. Kevin Michel Mr. Ervin Polks
5005 W. Temple Sereet LACTMA Metropolitan Office
Roon. .21 1 Gateway Plaza Federa! Transit Administration
Los Angeles, CA 90012 Los Angeles, CA 90012 200 N. Figueroa Street, #1460
Fax:21-625-7360 Mail Stop 99-22-5 Los Angeles, CA 90012

Re: Support for the Transportation Systems Management (TSM) Plan

Dear Sirs:

‘We are residents of Valley Glen, and we ate greatly concerned about the obvious negative ir-~act of some
of the alternatives described in the MTA's San Fernando Valley East-West Transit Comidor Plan, Draft
EIS/EIR.

The Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) ahiernative in its three variations would, through Velley Glen, have a
significant, fatal influence on the quality of life in this beautiful neighborhood. It would, in effect, change
its purely residential character into 8 virtual mass wansit hub.

onsidering the future progress of the Valley it would be 2 mistake to do nothing. {The No-Build
Altersative). However, to Tock in ¢ highly discuptive, inefficient, and clearly unproven: conglomeration of
patched-up routes (BRT) would destroy the quality of neighborbood life and creste a sociological disaster.

Of the suggestcd aliernatives outlined in the roport, it seems obvious 10 us that the Transpeiation Systen:~
Management (TSM) plan, which provides for mare efficient, enhanced usage of the existing streets, would
provide the most cost-effective choice (approx. S20M va. $250M). 1t would also be able te service more
widespread areas of the community and allow easy route changes s¢ the Valley grows, and it Hecomes
clear where rider interest lies,

The MTA report itself statea that, "The TSM Alternative would significantly improve mobility within
the San Fernando Valley in general, snd the Exst-West Trausit Corridor in particular, through
enhancement of the existing bus systems vather than construction of an exclusive busway transit
project.”

Please help us preserve our neighborhood and give your support to the TSM Alternative.

Very truly yours,

Bl riti

Lillian Silverstone-Calimag

Comment Letter F277
JL V& TUY

PARIS BLUMENTHAL & ASSOCIATES ~ SiAieD

1M RMC

June 29, 2001

Kevin Miched, Project Manger

Sani FernandoValiey Esst-West

Rapid Bus Transit DeivR MTA

One Gatewny Plaza, Mail Stop 99-21-3
Los Angslss, CA 90012

Desr Mr. Michel:

Tam curently & Valley Village residont. 1 curently live at 12512 Chandler Bivd. This present
BRT plans is obviously s very expensive proposal at the cost of $284 miltion dottery st 1999
quotes. Obviously & will run closer to 300 million doilarytodey, Then 30 years from now by
laws you have to convert this bus line into a train routs, because of present “right of way”
agreement. This is not cost effective trensportation for all of'us as taxpayers,

The TSM plan costs only 20 milfios dollars by improving existing routes with 41 buses with
almost identical results. You do the math. 1t's & no brainer. Incidentally, the present MTA BRT
plan also violates Section #13029 A, B & C. Raad the Robbina Bill very carefully; it could save
the MTA fitigation cost and people's jobs.

1 am sure you will pass this informution onto the proper supesvisors, planners aad Hoard
Members. { awsit youe regly,

Sincerely,

Paris

ce: Jomes Haln, Mayor of Low Angeles

9424 Daglon Way, Suite 211 @ Beserly Hills, CA 90210
TEL: DAY (PCT) (310} 385.7990 » FAX (310) 385.0463

E-molls phassacBjunc.com

San Fernando Valley
East-West Transit Corridor
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Comment Letter F278

SCANNED
I RMC
Juty 1, 2001
Mr. Kevin Miche! JUL 052001
L.A. Metropolitan Transportation Authority
One Gateway Plaza, 22nd Floor
MS 99.22-§

Los Angeles, California 50012
Re: BRT Opposed - TSM Favorad
Dear Mr. Miche!:

1 oppose the propased Bus Rapid Tranist (BRT) i the San Fornando Valley snd favor the
Trensportation System Management (TSM) Alternative.

Proceeding with the BRT, a bus kine prrallel 1o major existing thoroughfres, would be an
outright waste of MTA'S transportation funds {i.e., approximately $280 million plus).
Until we have gamered the fiinds to continue the Metzo Rod Line Subwwy Systew into
the Valley, we should place our fusds into the TSM Aliernstive which would increase .
unmhuﬁmeﬁduﬁabytholddiﬁonofhmmdhﬂmmﬁmolwm
(including rapid bus technologies) slong major East - west Valley sireets such as Victory
Bivd., Vanowen Bivd., Sherman Way, eto. Current bus lines on these streets, as weil 23
throughout the Valley, are too few in number, make infrequent stops and are over - all of
which make current ridership unbearable and discourage new ridenship. We NEED to
incroase and build up these current bus lines, und the TSM is cheapest temmporary sohition
to the Valley's tnffic congestion problem.

The pace of populstion growth in: Los Angeles has beea enormous. In fact, rates of
growth arc increasing further, placing overwhetming burdens on LA 's infrastructure.
The waistband of L.A.'s traffic congestion is buckling - and action is needed NOWI
Dodﬁonnukmhwdodddlhﬁbolmdﬂ‘mﬁcpmﬂmuﬂboduhﬁthmi,
chesp fixes and have failed to consider the full complexities of the problers. Los Angeles
enjoys the reputetion fir having the WORST traffic congestion probiem in the U.S., yet
decision makers have failed to sufficiently ernphasize and allocate the necessary funds to
& region with the greatest transportstion needs. This is incomprehensiblo! The Valley
NEEDS the Metro Red Line subway extension!

1n & qutshell, we should reserve money for the Metro Red Line subway extension into the
Vallsy. However, until such time sufficient money is reserved, we should improve
custent in-place transportation vis the TSM Altersative and noi prooceed with the BRT.

)ire

San Fermando Valley Resident

Sincere

Comment Letter F279

SCANHED
N RUuC
Joly 1, 2001
M. Kevia Michel JUL 05 2004
L A. Metropoiitan Transportation Authority
One Gatewsy Plazs, 22nd Floor
MS 99-22.5

Las Angeles, California 50012
Re: BRT Opposed - TSM Favored
Dear M. Michel:

1 oppose the proposed But Rapid Transit (BRT) in the San Fernsnde Valley and fuvor the
Transportation System Management (TSM) Altermative.

Proceeding with the BRT, & bus line parallel to major existing thoroughfres, would be an
outright wasie of MTA's irsnsportation funds (l.e., spproximately $280 million phus), Until we
hwmedthﬁndslowmmmmw&bmm&mtbvw.w
should pisoe our finds indo the TSM Alternative which would inorease current bus line
mwmm«rmwmamam(mwm
lﬁwh@)dmmjor&s-szﬁeme&uquBw‘,VmW,.
Sherman Way, etc. Current bus lines on thess streets, a3 well a3 throughout the Valley, sre too
few in number, make infrequent stops and are over - all of which make cutrent ridership
unbearable and discourage rew ridership. We NEED to incroase and build up these currect bus
ﬁmnﬂmrsuhcmimwwanﬁmwhﬁkﬂmﬁcwm

The pace of popuiation growth in Los Angeles has been enormous. In fact, rates of growth are
increasing further, placing overwhelming burdens on LAy infrastructure. The waistband of
L.A's tnffic congestion is buckIing - sod action is oseded NOW!| Decision makers have decided
that Los Angeles’ traffic problems can be dealt with quick, cheep Bixes and have failed 10 the full
complexities of the problem. Los Angeics eujoys the reputation for having the WORST trafic
coogestion problem in the U.S., yet decision makers have failed 10 sufficiently emphasize and
allocete the nocessary funds {0 & region with the grestest transportation needs. This is
incomprehensible! The Valley NEEDS the Metro Red Line subway extensiont

munnanmmmymMWmMUmnbmymthdley.
Hammwﬁmehtiunﬁdmmomybmmd,nﬂwldimpmmﬂbpha
usnuportation vis the TSM Altersative and not procesd with the BRT,

Sincerely,

San Fernando Valley Resident
Email; briopposed@yahoa.com
21 Stvtrgio oy E

yrvooea D oun

San Fernando Valley
East-West Transit Corridor
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Comment Letter F280

This is a duplicate of Comment Letter F260.

Comment Letter £281

JUL 05 2001
July 2, 2001 SCARNED
iN Re
Mr. Kevin Michel
L.A. Metropolitan Transportstion Authority
One Gateway Plaza, 22nd Floor
MS 99-22-5

Los Angeles, Califomis 90012
Re:  Sen Femando Valiey Bus Procwsy
Dear Mr. Michel:

} am opposed to the presented BRY plan for the SF Valley because handles only one
aspect of the uverat] problent. That is why 1 am for an expanded TSM which will sexve all of the
people of the Vallcy ot less expense.

T understand why the right-of-way was chosen - it appears to be 2 good use of the existing
blighted pathway, but it is not. Not enly does it distupi neighborhoods, its inherent purpose is to
feed only a few people back and forth to the Wames Center and dowatown. Thisisnota
solution to Valleywide needs, It does not service the average bus rider whe will have to
somehow commute to the busway.

An expanded TSM will be convenient to all riders, cast/west, north/south and can easily
go wes of the Wamer Center and east of the Lankershim subway station, It will not entice crime
at station Jocations, it will not require people 1o drive, get dropped off or walk long distances to
get the bus. Tt will not dramatically change the quality of life in selected neighborhoods,

The BRT does not meet the presenst need and certainly is not visionary for the Juture
population growth. The mitigotion contingencies are awkward, costly, and (really! a bike path
neat to s bus freeway???) The right-of-way should be made into park and recrestion arcas (a
bike path here? Yes!). Many people have expressed interest in the BRT, but that is becsuse they
have not been adequately presented with the TSM altemative. At the LA Valley Coliege hearing
last week, the entire room began 1o change focus once the TSM altemative was presented
logically and compleiely. Some people acknowledged that they came into the room for the BRT
and now were for the TSM. It is what the people want and what they should get.

Tam azking that you stop this idea, go back to the drawing board and fluch qut the ideas
contsined in a0 expanded TSM and present an idea we can all get behind,

1y,

Richard Hilton

Member, Citizens Organized for Smart Tramit (C.0.S.T.)
5924 Varns Ave.
Valley Gien, CA 9140}

San Fernando Valley
East-West Transit Corridor
ex¥ EIS/EIR
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Comment Letter F282

7/2/01 fg. 1 of 3

T0: Mr. Kevin Michel
FAX: 213~922-3060

I am vriting to protest the MTA's plan for the BRT. There are
wany reasons why I am against the plan, and I will mention
some of them in this letter.

1. The EIR was drafted without the complete input and
cooperation of the commnities it will affect, which violates
the Livable Communities Initiative.

2. It does not address and answer some very real problems.
What happens to all the North/South-Bound traffic that will
be held up along the route as the busses pass at grade
controlling the lights? Won't thisg create more traffic jams
and pollution? There are no provisions for the handicapped.
The numbers f£or travel time don't add up. They are
imposeibla.

3, The BRT will have a negative impdct on all the residential
neighborhoods it touches. There is oppositon along the entire
route.

4. In Valley Glen, where I live, there will be a station at
Oxnard and Woodman and another at Burbank and Fulton -- only
one long block apart. Crxossing diagonally at these points,
the busses will hold up traffic in both directions. How will.
wve get in and out of our own neighborhcod? How will the Fire
Station operate effectively? There is one right on Burbank
just Bast of Fulton. People will have to drive or be driven
to the stations where no parking is planned. How will we
absorb all those cars and traffic?

S. Busses running at grade can only increass the chances of
accidents and deaths. '11::{ have no business running through
quiet, peaceful, resideatial neighborhcods full of children,
the elderly, chuzches, synagogues, and schools,

6. It ig not in the best interast of the Valley to spend so
much money on one corridor for white collar workers when wa
need an enhanced bus system throughout the Valley on tha
major North-South and East-West streets like Victory, Sherman
Way, and Oxnard that have commerce, ridership, and the need
for an express bus and £or more busses.

Letter to Kevin Michel Pg. 2 0f 3

7. The neighborhoods want a greenway -- a park to run the
length of this corridor. Whea funds are in place, then maybe
we could get the subway we were promised under the Robins
B{ll. Our tax dollaxs were spent on a subway for Los
Angeles. Whexe is our subway? There can be no truly “rapid®
or safe transit without grade separation,

8. The BRT will divide the San Fernando Valley along a North-
South line. The question of tomorrow will be, "Which side of
the tracks do you live on?® -- and they will be tracks, as it
is mandated in gection 2701.06 of article 2 of the
Transportation Improvement Program under Use of Funds:

The money in the fund shall be available ... for acquisition
of rights-of-way ... for capital lmprovements which directly
support rail trangportation, including exclusive busways
wvhich are converted within 10 years after completion of
construction into rail lines, grade separationg to enhance
rail passanger service, and multimodal terminals,

How much will it cost in 2014 to convert the bugway to a
rauuﬁ And even if it remains a bus highway, is that the
blighting mark we want to leave on dur Valley when it could
be a greenbelr, instead?

The Bus/Railway disregards 3 sections of the Robbins Bill
passed in 1990 and written in the Public Utilities Code
Section 130291. I'm sure the MTA will £ind a slick way around
this law -« ox just bypass it. They will somehow find a way
to violate the spirit cf this law.

Section A makes it clear that any type of mass transit’’
mecn Hazeltine and the 101 Freeway must be a deep-bore
ay.

Section B states that any station built must have its main
entrance on Valley College property - and be North of Burbank
u;d East of Fulton. The proposed stations are not placed
there.

Section C states that in the area within one mile East or
West of the Tujunga Wash "there shall not be constructed any
exclusive public mass transit guideway, rail rapid transit or
light rail system or other track, other than as a subway at
least 25 feeat below ground*. The bus/railway is within one
mile of the wash.

San Fernando Valley

East-West Transit Corridor
“I'xrY) EIS/EIR

page 7-515



Group F - Individuals

Latter to Kevin Michel Pg. 3 0L )

7. We all know that the ject will run over the proposed
:zlg Milion‘ Wa doubt tm there will be any mnog left for
tigation.

8. We beliave the whole project is being pushed through
without due process. We have spent time energy and
educating ou:n:.:g?:o’.g. zalld s vrg&ng letters t::g
nevspapers, speaches for nastings were
really a farce. There were no board members in attendance to
hear the passion of the pecple. They will be given a
sterilized two-page synopsis of our blood, sweat and tears.

9. The 2@ feel frustrated and powerless, and when that
dappens, get angry and lose faith in their elected and
appointed officials. fZev Yaroslaveky has made careless and
callous remarks regarding the concerns of his constiutents,
Dbasically stating that wa have no say in this maccer.

Our lives will be deeply arfected in a very real vay by thiws
horrible plan. Money will be made at our expense -- money
that could be spent in far better ways. The BRT will not
unite the Valley. It will divide 4c,. If the BRT is built, the
legacy wa leave our children will be a glant gash across the
face of the Valley that will be there forever. And it will
remove forever the last crime-free, quiet neighborhoods aloang
the entire route.

The MTA *hearings" make & mockery of government °by the
people”. The only ones in favor of the BRT axe developers,
contractors, and thoss with ties to Warner Center or Downtown
who will make money at our expenge. Please listen to the
Ppeople. At least give us a £ighting chance.

8incerely,
Marilyn Mancken
5767 Billview Park Ave.

Valley Glen, CA 91401
318-902-1776 PAX: 818-787-8619

Comment Letter F283

This is a duplicate of Comment Letter C11.

San Fernando Valley
East-West Transit Corridor
EIS/EIR
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Comment Letter F284

Neal Jannol
5304 Goodland Avenue
Valley Village, CA 91607
(818) 761-7353

July 3, 2001

Mr. Kevin Michel

Mr. Ervin Poka

County Supervisors

Mayor James Hahn

Mayor Frank Roberts
Councilperson Pam O’Cormor
Chairperson John Fasana
Ms. Beatrice Pro

I'am an Orthodox Jew and & mass transit dependent middic class resident of Valley
Village. Because I resent the statements of the MTA and the press in trying to make the BRT a
Jewish issue, I will not dignify you by making my opposition against the BRT a Jewish issue. 1
will just say that the closing remarks by the MTA in the DEIR/DEIS that the Orthodox Jewish
community is against any mass transit on Chandler Boulevard is just about the most awful thing 1
have ever seen in 2 governmental document.

It should be grounds for a defamation action, but will serve much better use a3 evidence
of MTA ignorance in the inevitable civil-rights’'CEQA/political opposition/litigation morass that
will stop the BRT project. 1am an Orthodox Jew and am part of a Vallsy wide coalition known
as C.O.S.T. that is for a mass transit use of Chandler Boulevard that makes sense, 20 | know the
MTA is full of hot air. However, the rest of the untruths in the DEIR affect afl the citizens of the
X::fywrnmnymbe-wmoflhemA'mumcity.nlmnpﬁuphudlybm

First, there arc a number of omissions from the DEIR. Attached hereto as Exhibits | and
2 wre documents relevant to the purchase of the ROW. As Exhibit | indicates, the LACTC
(ptedecminim:euwdwmA)hmoninldbmdwmofCaﬁfomiu“pmt
value refund” of the ROW because the MTA has breached its promise to use the ROW for rail,
as required by the project description. Exhibit 2 is a communication from Cal Trans that
provides independent confirmation of MTA's breach of its obligation. According to Ms. Young
of Caltrans, the MTA has no plans to develop rail along the ROW. 1f ikis is the case, then the
DEIR fails 10 disclose a now mature liability of somewhere between $45-150 million owed 1o the
State of California.

) Second, there is no analysis of the BRT's compliance with California Utilities Code
section 130265(c) which requires » deep bore subway along portions of the ROW. Ths reference

EODMAMHODMALADOCE LS, |

in subsection (c) to any “mass transit guideway” means any mass transit guideway, including the
BRT. There is no other reasonable reading of the statute. 1f the MTA wants to implemeni the
BRT on the eatire ROW, let it do what it noeds to, namely lobby Sacramento to repeal section
130265(c). But do not present a document that merely glosses aver and doee not address this
law, when the litigation over the project will conter on this statute, is benesth irrcsponsible, it is
just dumb, Again, the MTA's lack of full disclosure in the document is astonishing.

Third, and perhaps the most telling omission, is the failure to mention the requirement of
California Streets snd Highways Code section 2701, which is the ensctment of Proposition 108,
the source of the purchase of the ROW. This section requires conversion of the ROW within ten
years to 8 rail line. Where is the environmental discussion of & rail line on the ROW? Perhaps
the MTA does not believe it has to follow section 2701 or it can just neglect to mention it. Well,
cither way the DEIR has 10 be rewritiea. Either (1) the MTA has to state that it will not abide by
scction 2701 and intends to develop projects that are illegal, in which case any Court will restrain
even a single hoe striking ground or (2) the MTA thinks it can avoid the CEQA requirement of
sddressing significant impacts, in which case any Court will demand a new DEIR.

As to the wisdom of the project, the BRT is the typical “magic bullet” that will not work.
Tam a veteran transit user and understand the tragic nature of this project. It will create more
safety problems and traffic accidents than the benefits it might provide. No modern transit
project should be at grade and the DEIR almost constantly makes light of the traffic mess created
by a dangerous blockage of vehicle and emergency access.

The MTA does not need the believerism of the supp of the Curitiba model, it needs
to understand the facts on the ground. 1t neods 1o get the Valley, the entire Valley, behind 2
project of modem buses everywhere so that people from every income level will be fed on to the
Red Line with just one route. The Latinos in the north Valley, the entertainment professionals in
the south Valley and the working people like me in the middle should all have 2 rapid bus to get
them to the Red Line, 1 live in the area of the BRT and it will not even stop where the 183 or 156
stop. There will be no service for me at Bellaire or Whitsett and if you are not serving me, and 1
buy an MTA pass every moath, then who are you serving.

The plan is just wrong. It seeks to use all the money that the Valley will get for the
i ble future to sddress all the Vallcy’s transit problems by using one roote. The plan to
utilize the Chandler or Oxnard corridor as a high-speed bus route must not be approved. Jt does
nol address North South traffic, it provides no parking lots to feed the BRT and uses most of the
dollars to buy concrete. Only 61 buses will be sdded to the system, barely 3 times the amount of
Rapid Buses that run on Ventara. There is no way that such a fleet can solve anything. For the
same money, every major strect in the Valley, including both Chandler and Oxnard (or Chandler
only jus! 50 that no favoritism is shown to the Orthodox community) could have a rapid buslina,
instoad of a single route through environmentally sensitive arcas where there is no ridership.

1 live near the North Hollywood Red Line station and take Bus 183 to the station. This
line travels just parallel to the ROW and is almost empty, running only once every half hour.

SODMANSIOOMALADOCE 14011
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The ares from Van Nuys to the Red Line along the ROW is only a high ridership ares along Bus exhibited in the city. Build us one mile more of the Red Line, either west down the ROW or
156 which is a combination of Esst West/North South customers. The waste of funds to serve north on Lankershim and again show real leadership and in the meantime, get everyone oul of
only East West riders is a tragic mistake, especially along Jargely dead areas (including the thelr cars with the TSM alternative.
environmentally sensitive Scpulveda wetlands where there ars no riders - at lcast human riders).
In the interests of educating you as to the true history and rcasons against the BRT,

1 suppose the true plan behind the BRT is to get affluent professionals off the 101, Ifthat attached as Exhibit 3 is an articlo | have written against the BRT and for TSM.
is the plan, the BRT will fail miscrably. No LexusBMW/Mercedes/SUV rider is going to ride a
bus, got off that bus and board the Red Line. Al best thoy will continue to drive to the Red Line )
and not Jeave the 101/134 freeway. This is certainly the case when the BRT plan does not
provide for adsquate Park and Rides along the route. The TSM option or additional Red Line
mileage must be considered. And while you are at it, build sdditional parking for the Red Line ‘/7
station at North Hollywood. The BRT pilan is 2 politically expedient recommendation, to put &
Band-Aid on 8 problem that by it's own sccount, the plan will not solve. You must address other
Valley traffic, pot just attempt to serve the Wamer Center interests, who may not even use the
BRT because the plan itself does not allow for those users to get on the BRT in the first place
with adequste parking.

The BRT proposcs 10 spend a quarter of a billion dollars of our moncy, against the wishes
of the majority of the San Fernando Valley. This is a wrong business decision that will be
into a more expensive wrong decision in the next ten years as the project, if
implemented, does not achieve any of ils purported goals.

Quoting from your own materials: MTA is the vi y source of leadership for realizi

umomdonhmvanmtommmmdnlmmmmmbhummm
County.

Our position s a premier transportation sgency will be established by: *A vigilant pursait
of cost effective, high quality mission critical sorvice delivery ® An extrsordinary record of
excellence in planning, construction and engineering *A proven competency for innovations in
transportation development.

The BRT meets none of these criteria. It is not cost effective. It does not demonatrate a
“visionary " and does not show a proven competercy for innovations in transportation
development. And the anly vigilant pursuit is the one by the MTA to ramrod this plan down the
Valley's core, despite its objections. What it docs exemplify is a politically expedient plan to
utilize an asset that is unsuited for the use proposed. It is defying the majority will of the citizens
and threatens to destroy modcl communitics from North Hollywood to Valley Village to Tarzans
o Reseda which collectively exemplify what Los Angeles can be at it's best when neighbors,
mmmnixymdgwumnmeoopumwhnldamLANwhduﬁmeMour

p will be evaluated for ‘vhat they stand for: Political expediency or true
mhm;mwdmunmmmmﬂmoﬁcmmmmmbm

In short, go back to the drawing board with true community wide input to address the
needs of the San Fernando Valley with the tame concem and financial commitment that you have

SPAAMHOOMALAROCE 18601, 3
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Comment Letter F285

Suly 3, 2001

Mr. Xevin Michel
LACTMA

Ons Gateway Plaza
Mail Stop 99-22.5

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Re: DEIS/DEIR San Fernando Valley East-West Transit Corridor
Dear Mr. Michel:

My name is Disna Lipari. 1am a resident of Valley Glen, a member of the Board
of Directors of the Valley Glen Neighborhood Associstion and Chairman of the
Citizens Organized for Smart Transit or C.O.$.T. You have siready heard from
some of our members on this issue and you will continue 10 hear from them
throughout the process of svaluation on the proposed San Fernando Valley East-
West Transit Corridor. As they have told you C,0.5.T. is opposed to any version
of the BRT whether it is the Chandler/Burbank route, the Oxnard Route or the
Minimum Operable Segment. We support the TSM Alternalive presented in the
Draft EiS/EIR and urge the MTA to study this, and oanly this, aliemative further.
Our organization, C.0.5.T., was deliberately named to emphasize the costs of the
busway. The COST to all the communities that border the | 4-mile route and the
COST for all the residents of the San Fernando Valley.

The COSTS are too high on this project. The proposed bus freewsy is not safe. it
is environmentally unacceptable, it is elitist in purpose. congestive, insulsted and
too expensive for the results it will produce. There are too many inconsistencies
in the Draft EIS/EIR and we believe that the foundation of the project is faulty.
The assumption that an east-west corridor is an “a priori” argument Is fallicious.
Unless you are building a subway, a corridor is not & ble approach to mess
transportation. It forces all transportation modes to funnel into one area, whether
we are talking about connecting buses, cars, taxis, pedestriang or byciclists. When
you force everyons to feed Into one route the real “a priori™ argument is gridlock.

1n addition, the nceds of the San Femando Valley can be served more quickly snd
less expensively with a basic system of regular and express bus service. For the
$53.4 million cost of the 61 single-articulated and 7 standard buses that would ply

Pege l of 2

the east-west corridor, the Valley could get 3 esst/west or north/south Ripid Bus
corridors, | base this information on the fact that only 21 standard Rapid Buses
are currently operating on the very successful Ventura Boulevard route. Just think
how many different Rapid Bus routes we could get with the full cost of the
Corridor altemnative ($28$ million).

It is for all these reasons that C.O.S.T. (Citizens Organized for Smar! Tronsit) is
proposing further study of the TSM altemnative only by the MTA. [t is for all these
reasons that we are calling for a plan 10 expand and upgrade bus service on all the
major east/west and north/south routes with Rapid Buses like those currently
operating so successtully on Venturs Boulevard and on Wilshire Boulevar - i.c.,
an ENHANCED TSM. Itis the mandate of the MTA 10 serve the present and
future needs of ALL Valley citizens.

Weuqeygutonjmdupmpoudbu:cmﬂd«wdinunmtthTA to go back
10 the drawing board and come up with a REAL transportation solution for the San
Femando Valley - one that can be quickly instituted for 2 reasonable cost. Such a

solution exists in the expansion of the Rapid Bus Program 1o all the major
east/west and north/south routes in the Valley.

Sincerely,

.

-

/ ﬂ‘“‘*‘ /y Dele
Diana Lipart /
Chairman, C.OS.T.

Pagelof 2
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Comment Letter F287
JUL 09 200

SCANNED
JOHN A THOMSON, PH.D., DA. IN RMC
12610 SATICOY STREET SOUTH

NORTH HOLLYWOOD, CALIFORNIA 91605
PONE (32309776180 PaxtBiS) 7068402

July 5, 2001

Kevin ]. Michel, AICP
Teansportation Planning Manager
Station Atea Development/Rail,
Busway, Non-Motorized Planning
™M, P (] ‘r P 3 At hoes
One Gateway Ploza
Las Angcles, CA 90012-2952

Mail Stop 99/22-5

Dear Kevin Michel:

Thank you for telling me that you will place “in che eecord” my suggested means of reducing,
simultancously, in Los Angeles, che combined problems of =

1. Si d ¢

2: Rmm:iag lngh'smim‘nl health damage of sinog (combined with soil i such as toxic
additives leaks from storage tanks of gasoline).
3. Depletion of fuel sources.

Without optimisn abouk immed; P T have advocated foe decades this plan thac I mencioned to
you taday at the mecting addressed by you, of the Kiwanms Chib of Nerth Hollywood, ~

11 would be much more efficient and cconomic ~ providing more “bang for the buck,” to
combine some of the costs: now expended by individuals, to buy for appreciably less cost
public busscs - pawered by fuel that ks minimally or not at all polluting - for
every populated strect — absolutely without fare,

Countless odditional ad ges would also ensue and accrue from this. They would include,
for example, morc safety, readier access to health facilities, effective and easier mobility for
children, elderly, infirm, etc.; readier reaching of work, parks, playgrounds, othcr recreational
places, public offices and nstitutions including schools and hospitals also merchants, services,
friends, relotives connections with other transportation and more suitable locations for
secreation exercise-walking. An adjunct virtue would be protection within the bus from

garics o her. Other benefits will occur.  This sort of thing is so practical and
convenient where it is supplicd that it is Jogical to believe that after adoption, it may never be
deserted.

Tha\kwuminbtymeomﬂyimhi:.Wew:clbdnoihingillikdymwmorilmn.bul
ilwillbegoodlnhepopuhcedoesnolhuvnorediwomlhcphnwhmlhemed:d!edmI.1
and 3, above, b pressing cnough 3o that this solution will be appreciated

San Fernando Valley
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igi i i ic li hile
My original suggestion specifically mssuted electric lines with trackless Iml!zys, w
mchlisudnecouofudegmof“;igmpollm“. hmmhndsoquwenn;ﬂuouﬂwthn
i lly friendly quIce may even climinate the visible electric lines.

JAT:nn

Comment Letter F288

Nancy Cassells

773 HRAVIEW PARK AVENUE. VALLEY GLEN.CA 31401 + (31803731498

July 7, 2001

M. Jamas Hahn, Mayor - City of Los Aageles
Mr. Michael Atonovich, Supervisor ~ Los Angeles County Board of Supervisors
mvmm_mw-umcmmuw

Ms. Beatrics Proo, Board Member ~ Matropolitan Transit Authority
My. Frank C. Roberts, Board Mamber - Metropolitan Transit Authority

Dear Sir or Madam:

luatﬁhivuky%.dln‘ﬂhghiﬂ:nmiuywﬂhuwhum-
MM':MMM&-WaMyMMMMMu
Wamer Centar. | am very concerned about the obvious negative impact of several of the
akemnatives described in the MTA's San Fernando Valley East-West Transit Corridor Draft
Egvironmental Impect Statement/Report (DEIS/R).

The Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) alternative in its thros variati would, through Valley Glen, have 2
very significant and very detrimenta) influance on the quality of Jift in this beautiful nei

2s wall as maay other communities in the easters and western San Femando Valley. &t would, in
«ffect, change my neighborhood's purely residential charscter ino & virtual mass traneit bub, The
aitached docusment describes fust o fow of the deleterions effects the BRT would
Additionally, the DEIS/R did not snwwer many quest ming all costs and ity
impacts, some of which are outlined bn the sttached document.

Instead, the MTA’s Transit Systom Mansgemwnt (TSM) alternative, which provides for more
efficient, enhanced usage of existing transit routes, would provide the most cost effactive choios with
the lesxt detrimantal impect 10 Ban Fernando Valley comrmunities. Implementation of the TSM
akernative would represent 2 coat savings of nearly $260 million compared 10 the BRT alicrative.
In s44ition, the MTA report iself waics, “The TEM Alternative would significanly improve
owbility withia the Ssn Fernando Valley in general, and the East-West Trarsit Coridor i
particular, through enbiancement of the existing bus rystem rather than coastruction of an exclusive
busway transit project.™
IwmhmbMdmum(ﬂMM).u
the result will achieve the goal of i d ridership with minimal financial and civilisn costs.

Respectfully,
&/ Nancy Cassells
Astachment

San Fernando Valley
East-West Transit Corridor
METRO EISIEIR
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Group F - Individuals

FW Proposed MTA's BRT - No Fiwd 1o Warner Center

Comment Letter F290

Subject: FW: Proposed MTA's BRT - No. Hwd to Warner Center
Date: Mon, 16 Jul 2001 20:34:06 -0700
From: “Michel. Kevin® <Miche!K @MTA.NET>
To: Sanchez. thbell' <SANCHEZK @MTA.NET>,
iana” <SalazarM@MTA. NED
“Elaine Carbrey (E-mail)" <carbrey @ lates.com>,

in (E-mail)” dschein@mail i com>,

“Gary Peterson (E-mail)” WOmynfnnkm
“Lillian de Loza (E-mail)” <ideloza@consensusp.com>

Please attached comment letter opposing project. Please add to comment

letters. Please add them to our mailing lisc. I replied to James Okarakl
and let him know that we will handle as a cooment letter and respond to it
in the PEIR/S. Thanka, Kevin

---~-Original Message-----

Prom: Jaxes Okazaki [(mailto:JOkarskifdot.lacity.org)

Sent: Tuesday, July 10, 2001 1:50 ¢

To: IngeCONta.net; MichelK@ita.net

Subject: Pwd: Proposed MTA's BRT - No. Hwd to Warner Center
Carol and Xevin,

Anothex e-mail forwarded to me for your info,

Jaman

Subject: Proposed MTA's BRT - No. Hwd to Warner Center
Date: Tue, 10 Jul 2001 12:03:49 -0700
From: VickyR96@sol.com
Te: shardman®mayor lacity.org

Dear M=, Herdman:
This letter concerns my telephone call to your office this morning.

Monday, July 9th, at 7 PR, my husband and I attended a meeting ac Woodcrest
Elementary School in Tarzana. The subject was a proposed l4-nile dedicated
busway. called BRT. which includes 13 stations. The proposal involves an
estimated 450 buses per day, seven days per week, every throe to five
minutes.

who at
tly Two individuals asked 1f anyone
present was in !wor and not onk person rsised thelr hand.

ded the meeting, all of whon

A few of the reasons we are opposed include:
1. Traffic congestion.

The dedicated east-west bunway would cause total gridlock an north and
south-

moving traffic in the San Pernando Valley.

heading
toward elther the 118 or 101 freeways would be tisd up reaching those

This means that people

lof3 280772001 01:18 PM 2003

FW. Fropased MTA's SRT - No. Hwd ts Wemer Center

routes.

Ii Safety issuem at intersections, including individuals in automobiles
plus
pedestrian traflic.

3. Nealth izsues rohuv. to the close proximity to residential
propertias. The p.

involves buﬂ.dlnq 5' from backyards instead of sdjacent to exiating
streets

such sz Victory Boulevard.

What a concepe...
spoed.
dodicated traffic lanes close to homes instead of adjacent to existing

Imagine choosing to construct addicionsl, high

streets.
4. Hoise which cannot be sufficlently sbated with such cloea proximity to
hamres.

S. Dirt. Alr pollution which cannot be sufficiently abated with such
clona proximity
to homes.
6. Quality of 1ifo issues. ror example, my husband and I would no longer
be able to have quiet, peacelul times enjoying the ume of our
backyard,
which backs up to the XTA's right of way along Victory Slvd, between
Winnetka and Mamon.

?. There would be a huge negative economic {mpact on residences along
the proposed ld4-mile dedicated busway route.

Alternativas:

The NTA could snhance existing bus service along Victory Boulevard by
adding
buses oast and west.

In theory, drivers who normally travel east and west would abandon

thoir cars in favor of using buses, which would reduce the nusber of
vehicles

traveling east and west.

The buses. which could be added along existing easc-west streets,
could ba
provided with hand-held devices which affect traffic lights.

The traffic congestion east and west could be reduced, alr quality
could

improve, and established residential neighborhoods would not suffer

such negative impacts in terms of economics and quality of 1life.

Another meeting is planned tonight at Valley College,
Cafetaris.
Lest night, repreasentative Nichael Besem, {rom Dennis Zine‘s office attended

at 7 PX, {n the
the maeting at Woodcrest School.

Many people at the west ond of the San Fernando Valley are very unhappy
about
the proposed BRT to Warner Centar.

230772001 01:18 M

San Fernando Valley
East-West Transit Corridor
"EIY EIS/EIR
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Group F — Individuals

Comment Letter F291

FW: Proposed MTA's BRT « No. Hwd 10 Warner Comer JUL lz 200'
SCANNED
Sincerely, Do 3%, iN Ruc
| am a resident of Vatley Glan, and | am writing to telf you that | oppose the
2;:5:':. "-':1 vl:zoru Rodrigues Matropoitan Transit Authority’s proposed East-West Busway that would run from North
Canogs Fark, CA 1306 Hollywood to Wamer Centar.

$18-340-73590
My reasons for not wanting the Busway are as foliows:

1. The route has 33 intersection crossings and 13 stations, which will create gridtock
on our streets, parking problems, noise pollution, dust, fumes, and a divided
neighborhood, due 1o the planned extsnded barriers.

2. The pianned route will affect religious institutions and schools along Chandier,
Burbank, and Oxnard Streets, with loss of facifities and many safety issues for
significant pedestrian traffic.

3. The route will destroy the ambience of many residential neighborhoods, with the
sxtended fencing, increasad noise and poliution, and traffic and parking congestion.

4. The information in the Environmantal Impact Report did not answer some of the
questions that many of us have concerning af costs or community impacts, some of
which are outiined in this letter.

5. Many residents and representative groups in our communities who are aware of
what is being proposed do not want the Busway running through and dividing our
communities.

However, | recognize that we must try to improve the Mass Transit siluation in the San
Fernando Valiey. For this reason, | feel that we should anhance the axisting bus routes
by adding additional busses. (This is the TSM alternalive that is also being proposed.)
It should be noted that the existing grid serves the valley in many areas that the
proposed Busway will not heip directly.

Enhancing the existing aystem will cost substantially less than the $284 million that is
the proposed cost for the Busway, and will facilitate the increased ridership in many
areas where the need is the graatest.

| urge you to support the anhancement of existing routes with additional busses, (the
TSM alternative), and the result will be the we achieve the goal of increased ridership
at minimal cost. Thank you for listening to my concerns.

Sincerely, ﬂ .70 :

ia C. Corliss
13752 Califa St.
Vailey Glen, CA 81401

Sol3 0772001 01:18 PM

San Fernando Valley page 7-526

East-West Transit Corridor
™ FIS/FIR | : , :
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Group F - Individuals

lot nkp._f” C. wn k] Plebiefs b tin Tamatpet o bin Puriy Comment Letter F294
O fHale un Tlasga

x 4, 4
Bt Mugetss ta LT SR R Comment Letter F293

July 13,2001

We are very disturbed and unhappy that 8 bins line is proposed only $ foet from onr
backyard We are retired and look forward te spending our remaining vears in a quict,
family-oricnted neighborhood

The bus line would increase traflic, create dangerous crossings for childien, as well s for
all of us 1t will decrease the value of our property, which we have worked for alt can
lives. Itis not pleasant 1o think 1lut buses could be passing by that close every 10
minutes. We strongly oppose this plan, but feel the TSM enhianced plan for more brises
on Victory and Yeutura woukd be a better solution for our neighborhood. Also, vilis
main streets, such as Roscoc or Sherman Way could be included in TSM. This certainly
would be less expensive and more constituent-friendly.

Sincercly, Wq b &,4;5/-\

De Kolloat . Proardy Kok bat This is a duplicate of Comment Letter F292.

Name

‘ﬂvvu_L?af_ugfx_f Gt~ . Raesesta 6. qD3Y

-07-0207-CR
g'}scn.uuzous COMPLAINT

page 7-528
San Fernando Valley

East-West Transit Corridor
EIS/EIR .




Group F - Individuals

Comment Letter F295

II.RIIC
July 13,2001

We are very disturbed and unhappy that a bus line s proposed only § feet from our
backyard. We are retired and look forward to spending our remaining years in a quiet,
family-oriented neighborhood.

The bus line would Increase treffic, creats d for children, as well as for
allof us. llmlldouwel}nv-!ueofwm mchwhlvewkedtordlour
lives. It is not plessant 1o think that buses could be passing by that close every 10
minutes. We strongly oppose this plan, but feel the TSM enhanced plan for more buses
on Victory and Ventura would be a better solution for our neighborbood. Also, other
main streets, mhnRMuShemanyeo\MbolndudthSM This certainly
would be less expensive and mors constitucnt-frieadly.

Sincerely,

& n

ames E. Price Arlene A, Price
19438 Calvert :
Reseda, CA 91335
@\55.0::‘-"‘,:5
-07-0215-CR QA
ﬁ‘;scuuuous COMPLAIRY 5 'x

N2 ;.

4-:

RH}EMB

"nezt’

0

Comment Letter F296

STEVEN SIMON
17948 Topham St.
ncino, California 91316
(818) 345-5928
(310) 206-6972
stavensimon@earthiink.net

July 15, 2001

Mr. Kevin Michel
M Camty MTA

Ona Gateway Plaza
Los Angeles, CA 30012-2952

Mr, Michsl,
Thank you for serving our fine city .

| am concermed about the MTA's consideration of 3 dangerous bus cosridor through the
Valiey. Please stop tha MTA from making 8 poor decisiont

The TSM Aernative is by far the safest and most practical use of MTA funds.

mmmehadumwhmuhnWmﬁemmm Unless & below-

grade corridor can be built, with bridges for north/south traffic, you cannot safel uug
ok,

the formet Southem Pacific rairosd track property. Tnvdﬂng west from Whita
mucw--numrmwwumm ang dangerous. | 3m bom and

For now, plezse be safe and logical, spend these funds 1o improve existing bus servicet
You.

G

Steven Simon

tlg

San Fernando Valley
East-West Transit Corridor

'EELE) EIS/EIR
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Group F - Individuals

Comment Letter F297
Dear MTA Board Member,
HR KEVIN N

fcHel,
Re: Proposals for the San Femando Valley East/West Transit Corridor, which you are scheduled to vote om:

¢ 1SUPPORT THE TSM ALTERNATIVE. TSM (Transporation System Management) would
enhance service on already existing bus lines

¢ 1 OPPOSE BRT (Bus Rapid Transit) on the former Southern Pacific railroad track corridor.
PLEASE VOTE FOR THE TSM ALTERNATIVE.

cnym-mw swm_&_/ﬁf_éé

7/((.{0(

£ stroNGLY 0PPesC BRT ow wHE
FORMER 5. PACIFle RAWLROAD ~TRACK .
My BAcy. FCNee Is
FEFT FRom THE TRAk |
THis PRoPasep Prad will ERInITELY”
IMPAIR. MY LIFE AMP THE QUALTY o
LIFE i oul- N&Ifﬂ&of.ﬂooo PLEASE
HAVE™ COMSIDERATI ON FOR Qur. CivES.
PLEASE VOTE FOR THC TSM ALTERNATIVE,,
Adp T SHALL THANK Yeu .

P Ll Ker P

us'-r A Few

JuLd8 2001
NANCY L PERSON :
NNED
2008 TREET ~ WINNETKA, CA 013064302 IN RMC

Telephone 01'-7!2 91 ~ Fax 813-883-1764

Comment Letter F298

July 16, 2001

Kevin Michel, MTA Project Manager
Los Angrles County MTA

One Galeway Plaza

Mail Stop 99-22-5

Los Angeles, CA 90012

Dear Mt. Michel:

{ am writing regarding the proposals for the San Femando Valley Fast/West Corridor, on which
you are scheduled to vote.

lmmhmﬂkTm&nfm&mMn?wﬂcmlmdmkﬁmNmllollywoodto
Warner Center. IF this route was ch d 10 a bus corridor, the nities would
bemb}mwmemdmue.pollmmuﬂmﬁkwlock mwellnp!mmﬂngwomy
values. Please vote against this proposal.

I very much support the TSM aliernative of adding 41 buses along existing bus routes in the
Valicy. Please vote in favor of this proposal.

1 have lived in the San Fernando Valley for over 20 years and am very bappy here, | live very
close to the old railroad track corridor, and if BRT were 1o go forward, | would most likely have
1o relocate. Please support the TSM alternative.

Thank you for your consideration.

fWNé ; Cena e

\"[&

San Fernando Valley

East-West Transit Corridor
N FIS/EIR
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Group F - Individuals

Comment Letter F299

July 16, 200}
Members of MTA Board

Mr. Kevin Michel

Los Angeles County Transportation Authonty
One Gateway Plaza

22™ Floor, MS 99-22-5

Los Angeles, Ca., 90012

Re: DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

THE SAN FERNANDO VALLEY EST/WEST TRANSIT CORRIDOR PROJECT.
BRT ON FORMER BURBANK/CHANDI.ER SOUTHERN PACIFIC RIGHT OF WAY.

Public Hearings

Tuesday, June 26, 2001

Los Angeles Valiey College
Monarch Hall

5800 Fulton

Los Angeles, Ca,, 91371

Thursday July 19, 2001

MTA Headquarters Hearing Room
One Gmeway Plaza
Los Angeles, Ca. 90012
Dear Decision Makers:
The following suppl made at the sbove hearings.

I am Chairman of the Valley Village H Association Transp and Land Use Commitiee.
VVHA has submitted its comments under separate cover. 1 submit these comments on my behalf, not the
Association. My approach and recommendstions differ from the Associstion Board.

Myﬁmmmh&thmMWMWYm\wﬁy.mml
have always respected for good jud, and sense. Zev, your proposal 10 shift the busway
route onto Oxnard for one day 10 appease the religi of my Valley Village neighbors is abswd
wwidwmm&ll&cukmmdvﬂridup‘mdsimnMTAdeh
irrcsponsible enough 1o approve it. -

My second is di d a1 the agant, no opulent is more appropriate, MTA headquarters
setting. NwdnuMkph;nﬂaTum&mfmemhﬂjwyﬂmldplﬂnm
thmkmwﬁmymbmdmmymid:ﬁuhwmdmdﬂ:m"aium
Valley lines. On most days on my rides on Line 561 into Westwood, if | sit in the rear of the bus 1 can't
m«lfwd’l&mﬂ'ﬁisﬂdﬁlm&emwﬂil‘tnllolhylndllnhl‘-ky.heli‘
conditioning is working. By contrast, as 1 walk lo my office in Westwood, | note the passing newer bus
fleets of Santa Monica and Culves City, and their windows fres of graffiti.

2 -y;

THE COMMUNITY.

anleyVillapisbouldbwabunkBlvdmﬂ:mh.!huVamFm:myon:hemh.ﬂnHoﬂywmd
Freeway on the East, and the Tujunga Wash on the West. ThemposedSPRRmecmlhmughme
northern portion of Valiey Village along Chandler Bivd., from the Wash east 10 the Hollywood Freeway.

Valley Village is a predominately single famity community with strips of apartment and condo
developmient along major highway designaled streets. A substantial Valley Village multi—family district
with a large senior population, , from Whitset on the West, 1o Laurel Canyon on the East, with on-going
development, one to two blocks north, and south of Chandler Bivd, was established as the result of up-
zoning during the 505, and as the consequence of anticipated mass transit along the SP RR Chandler
corridor. mmucmmsmmumxmmoumw«mmmuanm
Freeway on the East was rezoned and developed with multi-family ap bldgs. and condos. The
uumof\vhium.\veammwmnhngnd:&mwmalvi.hom.ispﬁ-uily
single family, with some low-density spartment buildings along Chandler. This is also the area of Valley
Village populated by & large Jewish Orthodox community. See Exhibit 1

The MTA currently provides 24-hour bus service, with about 200 daily trips, along Chandler in Valley
Village, between Whitset and the Red Line station to the cast, and high frequency service on Magnolia
Blvd..lwoblochio\uhofmm.T‘hesem“willbedimmedfmmuin!lefolbwing o
COMMENTS ON THE DRAFT DOCUMENT. These routes are identified on the maps marked Exhibits
2 through 5.

SUPPORT AND OPPOSITION.

VVHA supports the development of appropriate mass transit for the San Fernando Valley using surface
strecullonnheCtundlercomda.wullsrwalmdupedme&minplmohbmmy. After further
mmmppnmm&mw.smmwmymmm-:nomnm
busway proposals for ¢ither Chandiet or Oxnard.

The growing y over the b y, bas resulted in the splitting of community stakeholders into

competing camps, with ezch corridor group trying to push the busway onto the others turf. The

continuing public uproar, 23 again evidenced at the July 19,2001 public hearing. should make it clear

thmhwdopposimndongu»emiukwho!mepmmdbtmy. The busway communities

have sent a clear message, no busway, This message justifies establishment of an independent citizen
keholders group to devel P a satisfactory TSM altemnative to the busway proposals

The July 19 mecting aguin demonstrated strong support for the TSM option. A citizen committee should
uMWWMNnMQﬁmwwmcmmMMMWﬂdww
theCorMiuuoHSlhtmmbhfwdndeaknof:nﬁmﬂymﬁkmym
the Valley to North Hollywood. A discussion follows;

MY CREDENTIALS FOR COMMENT.

1am a 33 year resident of Valley Village, both as a homeowner and now a renter. 1 took a leadership role
hmmmummnﬁmmwwmy.mmmmdmnuwm
Hollywood. At the time I lived some distance from Chandler on Radford near Riverside Drive. In spite
of that distance, | first alerted Chandler corridor residemts to 2 proposed elevated line. T worked to block
am elevated line along the Chandler corridor, not becsuse a synagogue happens 10 be on Chandler, but
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because an elevated line was an irresponsible environmentally damaging transit option for this residential
comdor. Years ago when | worked to oppose an elevated on Chandler, | never in my wildest imagination
expected 1 would come to live in 200%, just SO0 ft. from the right of way on Vantage Avenue.

1 take grest pride in having played a role in bring & subway 10 NOHO, and seeing the stunning
success of the Red Line subway. | use it frequemly. [ have a transit user perspective and |
consider myself & transit dependent user of public transportation. | use the existing Route #1356
Chandler Blvd. but service to reach a part time job in Westwood, cither via the Red line subway
and Wilshire Bivd. buses, or via Van Nuys Blvd and the #561 route via the San Diego fieeway
into Westwood.

COMMENTS ON THE DRAFT DOCUMENT.

1. The Draft fails to discuss whether or not use of rail designated funds to purchase the right of way will
later require the b y 10 be replaced with a rail line.

2. New Red buses are the only transit improvement the BRT offers my Chandler Bivd. neighborhood
east of Whitset, something that the TSM (TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM MANAGEMENT)
alternative will provide. We already have substantial bus service along Chandler cast of Whitset. We
have a greater need for a landscaped Chandier median, more than we have need for this busway, to
provide s greenbelt environmental bencfit 10 the to the single-family community west of Whitset, and
10 the dense multi family residential corridor between Whitsett and the Hollywood Freewsy. The
Draft fails to discuss what will be done with the Chandler right of way if cither an Oxnard option is
adopeed, or if 2 Chandler BRT is rejected. The silence is telling.

3. The Drsft fails to address what will happen to the existing #156 Chandler Blvd. bus route structure,
and its high frequency local service. The #156 line currently runs between Panorama City and LA
City College at Vermont and Santa Monica Bivd, and also serves the NOHO Red Line subway
sution. For many periods during the day, seniors along the route heavily use buses on this route.
Many seniors along the Burbaek Bivd. route segmem, in particular, use this routs to access a Ralphs
supermarket st Burbank and Van Nuys, among other places. lel”b\uupusmgﬂmgh

uunyumﬂwumﬂ:dly are standing room only. A TSM alternative should consider added
limited stop servioe b the Px City and Red Line terminus. The Draft fails to discuss the
importance of this bus route and its future service structure, should a busway be adopted for the
Chandler right-of-way.

Likewise, the Draft fails to discuss what will happen to route # 133, which operates parallel 1o and
two blocks south of Chandler. Rowte 133 operales buses about every 10 minutes during rush hours,
operates between the city of Burbank and Sepulveda Blvd., and becomes the Sepulveda Bivd. route al
Ventura Blvd. and Sepulveda. Like the #156, it provides important local stop service.

4. ATSM altermative shoul consider more north, central and west valley direct rush hour non stop bus
service between the NOHO Red Line and auto parking hubg, using existing transit routc streets Dash
Muuwmwmmumuﬁmmmwmmxm

bml(mlwcmudmmmomﬂmldmhmmnmnphaﬂnm
TheDrln&iuwdmuulwwunhmwvvdbummmmulmmw
more cost-effective altermnative 1o the Chandler BR'

b

An expanded Valley bus system should not be a punching bag for the Bus Riders' Union. A TSM
alternative should establish & new service mission, to provide cost effective mass transit. not just to
the immigrant and low income, but 10 all potential Valley users who could be diverted from auto to
bus. Getting more Valley auto users into public transit means, providing convenient and accessible
parking, and providing for adequate seating capacity on the subway. The Draft fails to discuss how
mare long distance transit riders, diverted from auto 10 bus, will be comfortably accommodated on the
subway. The Draft fails to discuss what amount of additional capital investment in subway equipment
will be needed to provide comfortable riding from the NOHO station as a result of expanded bus
service to the Red Line.

$. The fatc of the Venturs Bivd. Rapid Red busway, and ity relationship to and impact on Chandler BRT
ridership projections is not discussed in the Draft. | have taken & number of rides on the Rapid Red
from Studio City to my dentist's office, which is one block from the terminus of the Rapid Red, and
within walking distance of the terminus of the East-West busway in Wamer Center.

By the time my bus reaches the Warner Center terminus, [ am usually the only one on board,
which makes me wonder who will ride 1o Warner Center, except maybe janitors. Aimost none of
the riders, most of who appeared to be day workers or service workers traveling westbound and
were not going to Warner Center. Many transferred at north/south bus stops. On my retum rides
later in the day, the same population mix fills the bus to standing room only, east bound to the -
Universal “City subway stop as the result of transferring from north south bus routes, not from
nps originating at Warner Center.

1t's s safe assumption that many, if not most of those Ventura Rapid Red eastbound travelers going
inte Universal City if transferring to Ventura Bivd. Rapid Red buses from north/south bus routes,
will merely switch to the Chandler busway route if created, (much like they've done on the
Wilshire corridor, diverting from Jocal stop buses 10 Rapid Reds), lcaving the Venturs Rapid Red
without significant ridership. This ip of rider bait and switch needs further
investigation because it gets 10 the heart of the projecsed busway ridership needed to justify the
project..

THE OXNARD ROUTE ALTERNATIVE CONTROVERSY.

Residents of the proposed Oxnard route turned out in force at the June 26 public heaning, and again at the

July 19 hearing, to oppuse the Oxnard sliemative, contrary to statements in the EIR that there s little
opposition to the Oxnard altemative.

If the argument made at the public hearings that the Oxnard route is more cost effective than Chandler is,
tMnmpeneratmenlmhmm\-mdwmwnsmmm‘mmm:
Changler or Oxnard route option. The Draft is defective b it fails to provide any d
Wmhmh“dmwm“hhnmymmdm 1f Oxnard is more cost
effective than Chandler, was that conclusion reached after factoring in the value of the MTA owned, but
unusable Chandler corridor land between Woodman and the Red Line station if an Oxnand route is
adopted? And what will the MTA do with the Chandler land?

The proposed busway project will be funded with Federal funds. The Draft fails to discuss the legal
implications regarding issues of discrimination and the civil rights violations of the rights of Oxnard rowie
residents that are certain (o be raised, if a route via Oxnard is selected over Chandler, not on
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environmental merits, but 10 app the Orthodox Chand} ity. The Oxnard community has
made a strong case that the Oxnard altermative is environmentally flawed.

The Draft discusses a TSM approach in concept, bt fails to fully develop a TSM as a feasible altemative

10 the project. Environmental law requires that feasible options be developed and discussed in the
CHANDLER AND THE ORTHODOX COMMUNTY CONTROVERSY. u:1mnmlmuxmpzlcm Tl!i;fnﬂmw&wlop.nddi’clfslMlyrvelopndTSMal.wnmn ive is
And finally, comments on safety issues and concerns raised by my Jewish Orthodox Valley Village the lopet I VNS R B desioomst dead o rfral
neighbors I have urged our Valley Village Orthodox Jewish community and the Oxnard coalitions to join with other

i keholders, in a responsible effort to secure i establi

The Chandler busway issuc should not be defined as a religious istue; its a Valley Village community Gitizen committee to develop a responsive and resp "‘cmm:wﬂ:::mmm“;“.
impact issue. Will the Orthodox community now fl hing along the Chand, idor fail as w result route options. Turm the process over 1o the peopic who depend on bus transportation, who use bus
of the busway? Of course not. [n fact, as the head Rabbi recently pointed ot in e Daily News, Op Ed mmpuwiou.wwhomwbediwmdﬁanduivmbhmfmhnglumnnmm.
piece, substantial investment is being made, and has been made in physical plant improvements to
existing and niew religious institutions along Chandler for the past 10 years, and in spite of this alieged Thank you for the opportunity to on this imp gional, city and ity issue.
transit sword hanging over the community for the past 15 years. The fact is, bus routes cumrently cut .
hrough this religi lave, slong Burbank. Chandler, cast of Whitset, and along Magnolia 10 the p
south. In addition, Chandler Blvd. has seen a pick-up in auto traffic using Chandler to access the Red (o] /gza’%
Line station in NOHO,

Tom Paterson
The MTA has proposed generous, sensitive, and adequate mitigation measures to sddress safety and .. Land Use and Transportation Commitice Chai
access concerns, which will not interfere with their religious requi garding access to their ;’m‘c“"‘mmm““
synagogue and other institutions. 1 frequently observe members of the synagogue walking along Snage Avenue

Chandler from cast of Whitset who wait at the traffic signals st Chandler and Corteen. and Whitset 10 Valley Village. Ca. 91607
cross when the lights are green. Existing traffic signals along this stretch of Chandler are not an s g -
impediment 10 reaching the synagogue or other religious facilities. o ‘éml'c“;m:;‘mm

CONCLUSION. N e
i ilman Wei
A Chandler busway should be rejected, because it fuils the smell test on ridership projections, not on e i
religious grounds. LA County Supervisor Zev Yaroslovsky
MTA Board Members
The attempt to switch the Chandler route 10 Oxnard should be rejected by the MTA. The MTA should Congressional Rep i
focus on a better solution 10 this transportation dilemma. which is the TSM approach. TSM accomplishes Senator Diane Feinstein
the MTA and Valley transit users objectives for better bus service, and the Chandler corridor community Senator Barbara Boxer
objectives, for a Chandler median greenbelt, and can be served by Rapid Red buses along the existing east Congressman Howard Berman
of Whitset bus route along Chandier. Congressman Henry Waxman
State Senator Robert
The Draft fuils and should discuss what happens 10 existing local bus routes now scrvicing Valley Village, State Assemblyman Richard Alscron
such as #156 and 183, and how adequate local service would be maintained if these routes are ta be David Fleming, VICA
merged into a Chandler busway structure,
However, & no solution to this at least 15 year long running transponation controversy, is no solution. (Attachments are on file.)
The Chandler/Oxnard busway should be rejected based on facts, not emotions. The Draft has presented
facts that are flawed, and the envi } review is legally defective for previously

pointed out. NodwbnbunybcisionwilleMivIllﬁplioanBRTh-myopﬁmo(mm
or another be selected, and that will unfortunately further delay noeded improved mass transit for ALL of
the San Fernando Valley.
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Comment Letter F301

Comment Letter Salazar, Mariana

Sent: ruw-" July 17,2001 2:40 PM
gf Dekon i A ""‘Y.;"»‘: fiNGistrict@bos.co.je
. X .C0.18.Cca.us; L .00.J8.ca.us;
as&souncu,amcxus -
Subject: RE: So. g Waich Opp MTA Dedi Busway

Dear Ms. Braun, Thank you for your comments regarding tha project, which 1 will share with
the team preparing the Final Environmental Impact Raport/Btatement (FLIR/S8) for the
project. The MTA will respond to public comments in the FEIR/S.

Sincorely,

Kevin J. Michel, AICP, Transportation Planning Manager
L.A. County Metropoliten Transportatian Authority

1 Gateway Plaza, Mail Stop 99-22-5,

Los Angeles, CA- 90012-2952

Phone: (213} 922-20854 Fax: {213) 322-3060

=====Qriginal Mossage~----

Frem: DorieCBSfcs.com [mailtosDorieCBSecs.com)

Sent: Tuesday, July 17, 2001 12:46 PM

To: JHahn@mayor.laclity.org

Cct z2evihos.cu. la.ca.usy michelk@ata.net; shardoandmayor.lacity.org;
P . fi(thdistrictébos.co.la.ca.us; BERNSORIC)2.C1.LA.CA.US

This is a dupllcate of Comment Letter F290. Subject: S0. Winnetka Neighborhood Watch Opposes HTA Dedicated Busway

We need your support!

South Winnetka Neighborhood Watch Opposes Dedicated Busway
Environmental impact...

The South Winnetka Neighbnorhood Watch strongly opposes the proposed BRT
dedicated busway along the old Southern Pacific Rail route. The project
involves a three-foot burm plus eight-foot sound wall {total height of 11
feet) to be constructed within five fwet of single-family homes in our arsa
plus @ parking lot on Mamon and Victory Blvd. The plan would create a "crima
alley® along the southern porimiter of thls community, from Winnetka to
DesSoto. 1t would alan create a traffic nightmars for north and south moving
vehiclea at intersectlons along the propossdld-mile dedicated busway routs.

A dedicated BRT along ane aast-weat route would have & major negative
savironmental impact on established single-family homes and the quality of
11fe in our communities.

We do not welcome: crime, air pollution, noise pollution, traffic
bottlenacks, additional risks to pedestrians and automobiles at
intersections, or the plummeting property values, which the dedicated busway
would bring, The cost to hemeowners in our long-established communities is
signiflcant,

We support an enhanced TSM (transit systom managemont) altecnative which
would add buses along existing routes, i.e. serve a broad seguent of the San
Fernando Valley. With a projected cost of $247M to create cne east-weat
route betwesn Warner Center and Morth Hollywood, wa agree that the HRT Busway
proposal is too castly, directly and indirectly, and it does not serve tha

Yo
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Comment Letter F302

needs of the San Fernando Valley. It would create many more problems thanm it
would solve. Funds need to be reallocated to purchase additional buses along
steets where commerce existe. Adding EXPRESS BUSES along existing streets

such as Ventura Boulevard, Sherman Way, Roscoe Boulevard and Victory JIM & IRENE HAGEMEIER
Boulevard would serve the the Valley's needs more effectively. 19232 AETNA STREET
We oppose a dedicated busway along the rail corzidor. We are still waiting TARZANA, CA, 91356

for the landscaping and bike path promised to us many years ago.

Let's preserve and enhance the quality of life in the Valley, not destroy it!

Dalores Braun July 17,2001
South Winnetka Neighborhood Watch

Block Captain

RD 1043

Kevin Michel
LACTMA

One Gateway Plaza

Mail Stop 99-22-5

Los Angeles, Ca., 90012-2952
Dear MTA Board Member:

RE:PmpoﬂhfaﬁhaSmFMVﬂley&n/WmTumC«ﬁdm.mwﬁehyoum
10 vote:

ISUPPORT THE TSM ALTERNATIVE. TSM (Transportation System Management)
would enhance service on already existing bus lines.

1OPPOSE BRT (Bus Rapid Transit) on the former Southern Pacific railrosd track

PLEASE VOTE FOR THE TSM ALTERNATIVE.

James M. Hagemeier lrene L Hagemeier 19232 Aetna St.
Tarzana, California 91356

Ak Ly fmia I b

B, [ >

v
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RE: Oppositios 1o BAT aloeg Topham om

lof2

Subject: RE: Oppesition to BRT along Topham

Date: Tue, 17 Jul 2001 11:16:43 0700
Frem: "Michel, Kevin® <MichelK @MTA NET>
To: “mjm@cf-inl.com™ <mjm@cl-intl.com>

Mark, Thanks for your corments on the project. 1 will share them with the
team preparing the Final Environmental Impact Report/Statement (PEIR/S) for
the project, which is where we will address comments received from the
public, I'll also get you e&dded to our mailing list. Thanks, Kevin

Kevin J. Michel, AICP, Transportation Planning Manager
L.A. County Metropolitan Transportation Authority

1 Gateway Plaza, Nail Stop 99-22-S,

Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952

Phone: (213) 922-28%4 Fax: (213) 922-3080

~~---Original Messago-----

Prom: Mark Mclaughlin { 2 =
Sent: Tueaday, July 10, 2001 12:23 PM
To: michelkémts.net

Subject: Opposition to BRT along Topham

Kevin,

Thanks for the hxiefing last night in Woodland Hills. This was the first I'd
heard of the project. My howe s loceted st 6237 Oskdale Ave, Woodland
Hills, around 1/2 block south of Topham. I'm concerned with increassd noise,
parking problems, lncreawed pedestrlan traffic and the safety of the
crossings.

I agree that getting from A to B within the Valley, and LA in general, is
difficulc and the BRT is an option. Howevar. I'm not convinced that all
other possibilities have be thoroughly explored before ewbarking on the
costly BRT solution.

Please consider the following.

1) Our existing traffic flow is poorly managed. There is little coordination
of the gignals along major arteries (Victary, Sherman Way and Roscoe).
Unlike Ventura Blvd, driving is usually Irom signal to signal. I'm aware the
City is the responsible organization.

2) Parking rwstrictlon timas should be extended along all major east/west
roads, The enforcement of the exiasting parking restrictions should be
*aggrensive'. Caravans of parking checkers and tow vehicles could patrol
these routes with their cost paid for with fines collected. I'm aware the
Clty is the responsible organization.

3) Venturs Blvd i{s the major east/west artery in the Valley, and is a
logical place for a *Blue Line". Businesses along Ventura would benefit. It
works aleng Washington Blvd. Ia fact, the *Blue Line® solucion could be
added to the aforementioned streets by maximizing the existing
transportation corridors, prior to developing a costly, and parsllel path.

4) Better coordination with City governmant iz needed. It doesn't appear the
City has been a participant in *the big plcture® planning process sufficient
to justify the BRT option.

Lets »ake sure we've maximized the use of the existing esast/west corridors,
prior to encroaching on residential areas for the BAT.

244072001 O1:37

ent Letter F303

RE: Opposition v BRT siong Topham

20i2

Regarde,
¥ark McLaughlin
{818) 887-1243

250712001 0):17 PM
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RE:NO BUSES Comment Letter F304

Subject: RE: NO BUSES
Dates Wed, 18 Jul 2001 10:40:21 -0700
From: "Michel, Kevin" <MicheIK @MTA NET>
Te: “'Donna Abramchuk™ <d.abramchuk @att.net>

Ms. Abramchuk: thank you for your comments on the project. which I will
share with the team preparing the Pinal Environrental Impact
Statemert/Report. We will respond to public cosments within that document.

Kevin Michel

----- Original Mossage-----

From: Donna Abramchuk (mpailio:d.abramchuk®att.nel)
Sent: Nedneaday, July 18, 2001 9:49 AM

To: michelkdmta.net

Subject: NO BUSES

WHATS THIS, WE NEED POLICE AND SOMEONK HAS § 247.000,000.00 BURNING A HOLE
IN THEIR POCKET. BO WE NEED NORE HALF EMPTY BUSES, LIKE WE NEED A HOLE IN
OUR HEADS,, THATS RIGHT OR HASN'T ANYONE RVEN BOTHERED TO CHECK IT OUT..
THE BUSES ARE MORE THAN HALF ENPTY BY THE TIME THEY RRACH WINNETKA AVE..
GIVEB US NORE POLICE, HELP THEM OUT TOO, GIVE THEM A PARTNER TO RIDE WITH
WE NEED MORE POLICE. GIVE US POLICE! WR SUPPORT WORE POLICE!

IN OTHER WORDS, WE DON'T WANT IT, FRANKLY I DO NOT BELIEVE YOU HAVE
GOYTEN OFF YOUR DUFF TO EVEN RIDEZ THE BUSES OUT HERE, TO RRALLY SEE
HOW FEW PEOPLE ARE ON THEM, EVEN DURING RUSH HOUR, (I HAVE) JULY 12
RODE THE BUS FROM VAN NUYS TO CANOGA PARK ® 3:30 P.M, RUSH HOUR, NOT
REALLY, BUS MAINTAINED AN AVERAGE OF 18 PEOPLE, WHICH DROPPED TO B
BY THE TINE IT HIT RESEDA BLVD. WHOOPER LETS SPEND 247 MIL FOR 8
PEOPLE.. PLEASE DO ROT BOTHER TO PROJECT HOW MANY POLKS WILL INHABLIT
THE WRST END BY 2010, BECAUSE THERE IS NO PLACE ELSE TO BUILD UNLESE
YOU LEVEL THR HILL'S..
RON ABRANCHUK (NEXT TO THE TRACKS ALONG WITH
A LOT OF OTHER PISSED OFF HOME
OWNERS)

250772001 0117 PM

Comment Letter

JUL 19 2001
SCANNED
IN RMC

JULY 18, 2001

MA. KEIVIN MICHEL

LOS ANGELES COUNTY NTA
ONE GATEWAY PLAZA

MAIL STOP 99

LOS AMGELES, CA 90012-2952

DEAR MTA DOARD MEMBER:

Re: PROPOSALS FOR THE SAN FERMARDO VALLEY EA /WEST
TRARSIT CORRIDOR, WRICA YOU ARE PAEPARINC 1 VOTE ON:

«s WE SUPPORT THE TSHM ALTEAMATIVE. TSM WOULD
ENHARCE SERVICE OM ALREADY EXISTING BUS LINES,
HAKING SERVICE BETTER POR ALL RIDERS, WOT JUST
THE RIDERS BETWEEN NORTH HOLLYWOOD AND WARNER CEMTER.

%% NE OPPOSE BAT ON THE FORNER SOUTHEAN PACIFIC RAILROAD
CORRIDOR.<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>