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San Fernando Valley East/West Transit Corridor Pubtic Hearing
June 21, 2001: Los Angeles Pierce College

Incidentally, the MTA pecple may not respond to any
questions here, so please just make may your statements and
if you have any further information you want to fuznish, you
can do that in writing and the MTA will consider i,

The last card, by the way, will be accepted at 7:30
and no later so we can conclude the meeting on a proper
time.

Please hold your applause during the speakers,
because otherwise the reporter can’t make a record here.
We'd appreciate your cooperation in that regard,

Okay. We'll start with the first cards. The first
speaker will be Paul Rosenthal, and the one to follow him
will be -~ looks like Gordon Murley. Please be ready,

Mr. Murley.
MR. ROSENTHAL: Thank you. I'm Professor Paul Rosenthal
from Cal State L.A., and a former transportation consultant.

I've got basically three detailed criticisms of the
report and then a philosophical comment for the
representative of the Valley.

No. 1, on page 45 you've got an interesting comment
there. It says, "stakeholders believe they have little to
show tor their portion of the sales taxes.” And there (s no
statistics there as to what our proportion of the sales
taxes are; and the answer to it, the next paragraph, is very
naive. It covers primarily freeway transportation. And

19

G1-1

Response to Comment G1

Comment G1-1

The section of the EIS/EIR cited in the comment is intended to describe
areas of controversy related to the proposed project. Some of these
controversies, particularly issues related to the “fair share” of Valley taxes
paid and services received, are based on the anecdotal perceptions of Valley
residents rather than actual studies. More precise information about the
amount of taxes paid by Valley residents and the services they receive in
return will likely emerge as Valley secession studies conducted by the Local
Agency Formation Commission (LAFCO) are completed.
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Comment G1-2
Please see the responses to Comments D6-3a and C9-68.
Comment G1-3
So’n: / Using 20 years as the planning horizon and updating the regional plan every
§ Eeretives, my coquesk Ta ot e Pinal zeport Includa ¥he 3 year.s.is a common practice applied by all metropoli?an tyansportation
authorities in the nation. MTA understands that the service life of a rapid
2 SEPTOXImALS: pATEANtIYS of EAlSA ‘anen: that the Valley transit system extends beyond 20 years, and there are people advocating
3 produces and the approximate percentage of funding by 2020 planning horizons of 50 years or more. The primary reasons for MTA to
4 that will be given to rapid tzansportation and bus apply 20 years as the planning horizon are threefold. First, projecting
" Goanaporintlon by i MK, bn 2020, Tod Beacklf, T GRLHK i demographics beyond 20 years in the future would be considered extremely
speculative.  Second, the planning horizon of 20 years maintains
& SNLEN GAK 8 W J4vele Ueder 40 pacoent, BRLTLL het dvia consistency among all regional planning agencies, including SCAG, MTA,
1 going to turn out it will be half that that we're actually OCTA, SANBAG, and others. Third, this is a common practice widely
] getting back. applied in the nation, and required by the FTA.
9 Now, a technical item. 1 think it's wonderful to
10 have all of these nice bike pathas and other park stutf next
11 to a high-speed bus. The question is over the next 20
12 years, how many people are golng to get killed? And I o2
13 really think some sort of estimates have to be made on this.
14 This i_: a very dangerous item that you're doing without
15 grade separation.
16 Third item. There is no justification of the MTA
17 to do 20-year forecasting on rapid transit. It should be 50 G1-3
10 years. It's naive to do it this way. And to do a 20-year
19 forecast doesn't do credit for this entize plan.
20 No. 4, and the most impoztant, I must with many,
21 many other people here and business people, disagree on
22 doing it cheap for the Valley. This is absolutely a
23 beautiful job, the report is well-done, the consultants have
24 done a wonderful job as long as you agree with the basic
25 assumption, do $t cheap. Okay. We are not getting our

20
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1 meney back. This should be a fully grade-separated system,

2 It's the only thing that will be acceptable, and frankly, 1-4
3 the vaciocus organizations that I kind of float through are

4 going to stop this until at least all of the major cross

5 highways are grade scparated, You're not going to get this

6 in, okay, without grade separation.

7 THE JURGE: Your time is up. Thank you, very much.

L] MR. ROSEHKTHAL: Thank you, very much.

9 THE JUDGE: 1'm going to ask you again, please hold your
10 applause until the speaker is finished. Otherwise you're

1} not all going to have a opportunity to speak tonight.

12 Next we have Mr. Murley, to be followed Amnon

13 Chaxash.

14 MR. MURLEY: Thank you. My name is Gordon Murley, and

15 I'm president of the Woodland Hills Homeowners'

i6 Organization,

17 First staterment {s that we had MTA come and present
i8 to our board of directors, and nothing that was said to the'
18 MTA appears anywhere in the dog-and-pony-show piece sent out
20 to the public or in your DEIR.

21 I agree with the last gentleman on the grade

22 separation. But you have ~- in your EIR you have

23 inconsistencies in your data. And when you can't even get

24 your charts to agree, it says you've got a grave problem. G2-1
25 Also, on the decibels, you just have not done your l

21

Comment G1-4

A fully grade separated system will have its own significant physical and
environmental impacts and constraints, in addition to making the project
economically very costly and possibly no longer cost effective. Through
technical analysis and discussions with LADOT, it has been determined that
the busway could be effectively implemented without grade separations.

Response to Comment G2

Comment G2-1

Noise metrics, such as those used in transportation projects, are often
difficult to conceptualize. In an effort to help people understand these
concepts, discussions of the A-weighted sound level (dBA), equivalent

sound level (Lgq), and Day-Night sound level (Lgp) are provided in Section
4-9.1 of the EIS/EIR.
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homework well so pecple can understand it. Unless you're
and engineer and a sound engineer, you haven't got a clue as
to what you said. So you've really made it so people cannot
possibly undezstand what you're talking about. Even though
I've taught it @ have trouble understanding because ycu use
terms that only in-house would normally use.

Cne of your other big problems is that once again
you're building a bus route; you're not building a
transportation system. You have not done thi{s even with
your subway lines and your Blue Lines. They are not a
system. They do not interconnect, and peocple can't get
where they need to go.

And until you come up with enough noxth-south and
east-west gridwork %o sexvice the pecple of this city, all
you're doing is wasting money just like Caltrans has done on
the freeways, because they never build it so it'd work, but
they've ensured their job because they're always trying to
corxect the deficiencies they build in to ensure it.

1f you're going to build a tranasportation system,
we should not see any park-and-ride, or as you put in youx
BIR, "kiss-and-ride.” 1 don't know how it can be
kiss-and-ride unless it‘'s your car you're kissing good-bye,
thinking you’ll never get back.

Your atations that you show us designs are about as
ugly as the libraries the city has designed. It's abysmal,

22

G2-1
cont'd

G2-2

G2-3

Comment G2-2

The commenter’s opinion on the efficacy of public transit service within the
Valley is noted for the record. The BRT is one component in a public
transit system that includes fixed bus routes, Metro Rapid Bus deployment,
and a series of north-south corridors in the Valley that are being considered
for upgraded bus service, including BRT and Metro Rapid Bus. The
surface street transit system in the Valley is connected to the North
Hollywood Metro Red Line station, which then connects with the remainder
of the MTA transit system.

With regard to proposed stations, park-and-ride stations are just as the name
indicates, whereas kiss-and-ride refers to station stops that include turn-outs
where commuters may drop off passengers and continue on, without
parking.

Comment G2-3

The station design concept shown in the Draft EIS/EIR was developed to
provide the community with an idea of how stations would operate and
relate to the surrounding area. During the Preliminary Engineering and
design-build phases of project development, the design of the stations will
be modified and refined. It should be noted, however, that community
response to the station design concept received thus far has been favorable.
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and if you can't do better than that, {t would be better to
put up a tent than what you're building. So we would like
you to find somebody who can build something that has some
ambiance and what most people call class and not put the
crud that you'sre trying to foist upon neighborhoods Lf you
were to do it.

Also, interestingly enough, up from Lankershim to
White OCak you have the bike path on the north side, and when | G2-4
you get to White Qak it jumps to the south side. So none of
this even makes sense.

The other problem we have with this, that it says
that your MOS, which is your minimum operational segment, G2-5
with no quarantee you would ever finish it anyway.

And the last thing is --

THE JUDGE: Your time is up.
MR. MURLEY: We need an extension of time to answer this
because some of us have spent the last month answering four

G2-8

other EIRs, 30 we would like an extension of another 4% days

to 90 days to be able to properly answer this,
Thank you.
THE JUDGE: Mr. Charash, to be followed by Avraham
Stuhlberger.
MR. CHARASH: Thank you.
On this beautiful picture of Chandler Boulevard the Ga-1
|

artist forgot to show the fatalities that will definitely

23

Comment G2-4

Please see the response to comment B1-13.

Comment G2-5

The Minimum Operable Segment (MOS) is intended to provide a workable
initial piece of the overall BRT alignment that could function on its own
and also lead to completion of the entire project. The MOS would be
pursued only under the condition of full funding not being available. It is
expected, based upon current financial conditions, that sufficient funds are
available to complete the entire project.

Comment G2-6

The official public comment period was to be from May 18, 2001, to July 3,
2001, which provided 46 days for comments to be received. MTA extended
the public comment period to July 26, 2001, thereby adding another 23
days. The total public comment period was therefore 69 days in length. In
addition to the public comment period itself, two public hearing sessions
were offered—one on June 21 and the other on June 26—and two
additional opportunities for comment were provided by the MTA Board on
July 19 and July 26, 2001.

Response to Comment G3

Comment G3-1

Please see the responses to Comments C5-5, D6-3a, and C9-68.
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sustain due to accidents with the flying busss.

I'm a broker. I live right on Chandler Boulevard.
And there will be many extzeme, disastrous effects that the
bus will create on Chandler Boulevard. One of them is the
severe drop in property values., It has been estimated it
will occur between 30 and 50 percent. We made some
estimates, and we book the conservative estimate of drop of
40 percent.

At 40 percent along one block between
Chandler -~ between Coldwater and Ethel, going five blocks
north, five blocks west, on a very small portion of the
Thomas Guide block, there will be a conservative 40 percent
property value drop of $4.8 billion. If you take this thing
and multiply it by 120 blocks, which is from Lankershim to
Woodland Hills. $4.8 billion.

Now, the direct effect on the loass of property
tarxes to the County of Los Angeles would be $48 million loas
every year. County, take notice of this. Now, Lif we go
further blocks north-south of that, the amount will be
tripled.

State law assembly -- Senate Bill 211 prohibits the
MTA from putting any mode cf transportation on that portion
of Chandler except deep-bore subway, no other mode of
transportation, and we support deep-bore aubway.

We want you to know that this proposal has pushed

24

G3-1
cont'd

G3-2

Comment G3-2
Please see the response to Comment C9-5.
Comment G3-3

A review of SB211 was conducted by MTA legal staff, which concluded
that it does not apply to the BRT (see EIS/EIR Section S-3.3).
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the cormunities along Chandler to & horrible corner, and I'd
like the MTA o :take notice that we retained a law {irm to
represent us in this fight. And we will fight it all the
way. We will keep you tied up in state courts or federal
courts if necessary for years and years to come. That
doesn’t count that many trousands and thousands of
trdividual lawsuits by injured homeowners ir this area.

Cne 1nat thing ia we have the uncorditional support
by Congressman Howard Berman, who opposcs the Chandler
route; State Scnator Richard Alarcon, who opposes it; and
Jim Hahn, the mayor-elact. who wrote us the fellowing
letter: °*I1 oppesc any transportation corridor bheing buile
along Chandler Boulevard. Such a corridor would have
detrimental effect on vibrant Orthodox Jewish community
whose numbers live and worship in this area.” 7This is what
he wrote,

And vo closw, I implore on the KTA to be sensitive
and responsive to the needs of the people on Chandler.

Thanx you, very much.

THE JUDGE: Nr. Stuhlberger. to be followed by Willis
Sirms.

MR, STUHLAERGER: My name s Rabbi Stuhlberger., I'm
principal of valley Torah High School. 1'm not a
politiciar, I'm not a recal cstaie agent. I'm in the
business of dealing with children and in the buginecss of

25

Comment G3-4

The commenter’s opposition to the Chandler alignment is noted for the

record.

xS EISEIR
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Response to Comment G4

Comment G4-1

Please see the responses to Comments C9-29 and D6-3a.

Comment G4-2

1 trying to help a cowmunity and raise its standards. G4-1
7 Two particular poincs. We hope September we have Please see the responses to Comments C5-9 and C9-1.
3 every plan of moving Valley Torah into our new campus on
4 Chandler Boulevazd. Having 160 students on a daily basis
S core to that school, having time during lunchtime to be able
6 to cross the street to learn with some boys who are learning
7 acroos the streect, there's no way that in some measure, some
8 significant measure, those children, those zecnagers will be
9 more cndangered by this high-speed bus going through our
10 cormunity. 1Jt's hard ro imagine what the MTA will say if,
11 God forbid, ore student geta injured,
12 1 heard a comment, well, we're rot -- Oxnard is a
13 little bit of a concern because it's too close to the cars.
14 wWell, if it's tco close to :he cers, it means the control of
15 a bus driver driving @& bus at a high speed is no: the sanme
16 a8 & regular car driver. Uhat does that say about the
17 possible additional casvalties, God forbid, of what might
18 occur when we have a bus on a constant basis right near a
19 school like Valley Torah and also zight near a school like
20 Erek Hebrew Acadery, both in that arca. No. 1.
21 No. 2, overy time I hear a politician talk, 1 here
22 about the value of community. Everyone warts to ¢o back to
23 basic family valuen. FEvaryone wantn to go back to the way
24 iz used to be, where commnitics mattered, where people G4-2
25 connected, where people cared about each other. How could *
26
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Response to Comment G5

The commenter’s opposition to the BRT and support for subway are noted
for the record.

G4-2
cont'd
| it be that even a consideration is given to a bus system
2 that will split a community? Split a community that's a gem
3 to anybody in Los Angeles, know that the communities aze
4 going to be impacted are role models to every other
s community. We get together, we zespect each other, we live
6 together in a way that the entize country should be looking
2 at, saying how can we emulate thia? We're now going to
8 aplit that community? We're now going to endanger the very
b tabzic of what makes America special? It’'s unthinkable to
10 me.
11 The thinking should be we cannot in any way
12 endanger these communities. If we need to transport people,
13 let's do it in a way at that does not endanger the very
14 fabric of what this country's about; that's building people
13 closer together, not separating them.
16 Thank you.
17 THE JUDGE: Mr. Simms, to be followed by Sheldon Waltar.
18 MR. SIMMS: Ny name is Willis Simms. I live three
19 houses from the transit corsidor route where it runs along
20 Topham.
21 I am totally opposed to the bus rapid transit. G5
22 Buses make smog, their tires wear off particles in the air,
23 they will pollute the atr of the neighborhood, When buses
24 reach the station for the Red Line Subway, people will have
25 to get off the bus and climb downstairs to get on the Red
27
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G5
cont'd

Line Subway if they are continuing toward downtown Los
Angeles. This will be a big inconvenience to everyone and a
great big inconvenience to handicapped people.

They should build a subway line along the east-west
corxidor that connects the Red Line Subway so that people
can go all the way downtown without the need to get off and
get on again where the ecast-west corridor connects with the
Red Line. The subway could be aboveground in areas that are
not residential and only go underground in residential
areas. In residential areas where the subway is
underground, there could be parks, walking tratls, and
bikeways above the ground.

My first choice for the route {s the subway. And I
do mention my second choice is the light rail, but it should
really go underground when it goes through residential
neighborhoods. 1 am very much opposed to running buses

along the east-west corridor transit route.

THE JUDGE: Thank you, Mr. Simnms.
Mr. Sheldon Walter, to be followed by Gil Solomon.
MR. WALTER: Good evening. I'm Sheldon Walter from Van
Nuys.
1 want to commend MTA staff for this rapid transit G6-1
bus way proposal. However, MTA can do much better than
that. We don't need to make transfers.
1 agree with the previous speaker. Let's go the

28

Comment G6-1

Response to Comment G6

The commenter’s suggestion for a busway-in-trench is noted for the record.
An open trench configuration was previously considered for portions of the
corridor when light rail was an option. For the BRT, operation at-grade is
desirable for typical municipal buses. Grade separation is not necessary for
traffic reasons and effective mitigation for such surface-level impacts as
noise and traffic can be provided without the additional cost of placing the
BRT in a trench. Therefore, the at-grade configuration is being pursued for
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Metro Red Line out to Warner Center. But not subway. We
cannot go subway. Proposition -- a 1997 proposition forbids
subway construction. So portal out from the Nozth Hollywood
station and not come completely out, Stay in the trench.
Trench consideration. But maybe -- configuration, Maybe
10, 15 feet below the ground level. Stay at ground -- and
have a lot of vehicular and bicycle and pedestrian
overcrossings and stations over this,

What is most important is we must have grade
separation all the way through. We cannot allow stray dogs
and cats and people and cars to get in the way of a rapid
transit,

Metro Red Line can go up to 70 miles an hour
between stations. A bus way certainly cannot because it's
mixed up with traffic for the most part.

Now, to finance this thing we should have
proposition A and C, half-cent taxes that originate in the
San Pexnando Valley to stay in the San Fernando Valley for
financing. Do not have it go downtown to finance an East
Los Angeles subway to south Los Angeles subway or a Wilshize
subway; it belongs here in the San Fernando Valley to
finance a rapid transit here. This project.

Now, also we should not have Proposition A and €
financing of freeway lanes. I think that's a
misappropriation of those funds. The propositions, people

29

G6-1

cont'd

Gé

-2

Comment G6-2

The exact composition of funding to be used to pay for the design and
construction will, in part, be determined by the available mix of funds at the
time dollars are expended. In general, there is expected to be an equal
sharing of the cost between state and local funding sources. The sources of
local funding would likely include Prop A and C funding. The
commenter’s preference that MTA not spend Prop A and C funds on
freeway lanes, which is not proposed as part of this project, is noted for the
record.

Prop A and C funds have some restrictions on their use. They are not used
for constructing mixed-flow freeway lanes; however, they may be used for
freeway carpool lanes and the sound walls built in conjunction with them.
The commenter’s preference that MTA not spend Prop A and C funds on
freeway lanes (which is not proposed as part of this project) is noted for the
record.
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G8-2
voted for those for rapid rail transit or rapid transit, not contd
for freaway lanes or for freeway sound walls., It should be
strictly constzuction for this project.

And 1'm urging the MTA to extend the MITA Red Line.
And I want to say this Sunday, June 24th, will be the fiist
anniversary of the opening of the Red Line from North
Hollywood to Union Station downtown.

THE JUDGE: Your time is up.
MR. WALTER: Okay.

Take a ride on it. 1 think you'll enjoy. And try
it and see if that might not work out here. But not in
subway ~-=

THE JUDGE: Thank you.

MR. WALTER: -- trench or at grade.

THE JUDGE: Gil Solomon, to ba followed by Roger
Medanich, st looks like.

MR. SOLOMON: Hi. My name is Gil Solomon.

I'm a family physician, and I have several concems.
as a physician., One is, of course, safety and the health of G7-1
the community and of individuals and also defusing conflict.

1 have people come in all the time, and there seems to be a
lot of conflict here.

In fact, I'm here because I read an article in the
Jewish Journal that talked about this as making this David
and Goliath look like a tea party. I want to try and defuse

30

Response to Comment G7

Comment G7-1

The comment is noted.
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some of the conflict, although I guess that's going to be
kind of difficult.

1 grew up in North Hollywood. I used to take
Chandler as a shortcut., I thought it was great. 1 went to
UCLA except for my junior year when I went to Israel. And
when 1 went to Israel, 1 had taken Hebrew in UCLA, so I went
in the second ulpan. And 1'm a reformed Jew, but who goes
in the second ulpan? Yeshiva University students. And so I
became very friendly with them; 1 spent a couple of
Shabbatot with a Orthodox family in Be'er Sheva, so 1 know
the value of Shabbot, 1 know the valve of the Jewizh
community.

Curzrently I teach residents in Glendale, and 1 live
in West Hills. I get there by riding my bike to the
Metrolink train. And I put my bike on the train, and I take
it off in Glendale; and sometimes when I have to do
something locally, T take the Metro Rapid Bus. And so I
know there's been a lot of concern about safety.

And I'm going to talk from my perspective of zxiding
the Metro Rapid Bus. The drivers on that bus are
handpicked. They have experience., The bus -- now, talk
about dangerous buses, the Eged bus in fsrael, that is a
dangerous bus., Those drivers drive through those narrow
streets like its their own personal car. They got people
hanging on them. And the regular bus lines in Los Angeles,

31
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Comment G7-2

The commenter should note that space for a bikeway/pedestrian path was
allocated within portions of the MTA ROW as part of the BRT project.

1 it’s the same thing.

2 These buses, the passengers are commters, they're

3 professionals, they're sitting in their seats, they're not

4 standing around the driver, the dziver only stops once a

5 mile, they don't have to keep maneuvering in and out. My

6 perspective from sitting on the buses is that they're not

2 going to endanger kids. There's more danger from kids from

8 the cars that are going through the community with the

9 increased traffic. And I'm just saying that from having

10 tidden on the buses.

1n And as far as bike paths along the line, I would

12 much rather shars the bus with a professional driver than

13 what 1 do now, which {8 to try and get across the Valley in

14 traffic lanes. That s what is dangerous. Having a bike

15 path alongside a professional driven bus, 1 would much

16 prefer.

17 And lastly, the community of bike riders, the

19 community of people that commute on buses, is also a 672

19 community, and it's also somebody that needs to be )

20 considered in this,

21 THE JUDGE: Roger Medanich, to be followed by Barbra

22 Feigenbaum,

23 MR. MEDANICH: Hello. My name is Roger Medanich. I'm

24 from Studio City.

25 First of all, 1'd like to thank all of the previocus
32
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Response to Comment G8

The commenter’s preferences are noted for the record.

1 speakers and probably those people coming after me for at

2 least taking interest in the community and hopefully to

3 better our community.

4 1 do agree with several of the previcus speakerzs,

S My first preference would be a subway from the Red Line

6 extended to Warner Center. That being said, many of our

7 peers voted that down. It seems like {t's not a possibility
8 at this point.

] My next preference would have been to have a light
10 rail at divided grade, going under streets, over streets,

11 whatever necessary to keep it safe. That apparently fsn’t
12 in the works either.

13 My next preference would be a bus way, again, grade
14 separated. I think the MTA has overlooked the Valley needs
i3 in great part; that we do need grade separation. There are
16 safety concerns. I agree with the previous speaker that I G8
17 would much prefer driving or walking or being in the

16 proximity of a professional bus driver versus some of the

19 people that 1 faced coming ocut heze tonight. That's the
20 preamble to what 1 said.

21 Now, on this specific point of the bus way, 1 feel
22 that the greater public needs should not be overshadowed by
23 selfish neighborhood concerns. The proposed bus way would
24 simply convert pre-existing rzail right-cf-ways to benefit
25 the public of the San Fernando Valley. A small segment of
33
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the wealthy population should not try to separate and divide
the poorer members of our society. With provisions already
allowed for such as timed pedestrians crossings, sound berms
and sound walls, and thousands of trees to be added, we
should consider this project an asset to our community.

The bus way would also provide much requested
greenbelt that has been allegedly promised by past
administrations with the MTA and their predecessors.

The Burbank-Chandler bus way will also provide for
bike paths, which will be very good for the community and
public. I agree with one of the earlier speakers, I think
it is very shortsighted to do a 20-year plan) it should be a
SO-year plan., But again, I reiterate that 1 feel the
Burbank-Chandler corridor is the best proposed route. The
not-in-my-backyard attitude is detrimental to our community,
and we should learn to work together as a community.

Thank you very much.

THE JUDGE: Thank you.

Barbra Feigenbaum, to be followed by Aron Tendlex.

MS. FEIGENBAUM: Ny statement is responding to Table
2-5, on the traffic control strategies of the EIR report.
Other than indicating that there would be a new light near
Ethel transition point and revealing that they'rze
considering closing Corteen, all they indicate is modifying
signals.
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G8
cont'd

Go

Response to Comment G9

The description of the traffic control strategies provided in Table 2-5 is an
appropriate level of detail for an environmental document. The Preliminary
Engineering process developed further details for traffic control with
appropriate design guidelines for each street crossing of the BRT. The
EIS/EIR addresses traffic delays at individual study intersections (Appendix
I) and the overall weighted average delay for the study area (Table 3-19).
The additional left turns and phases at the cross-streets along Chandler will
help facilitate turn movements across the busway and will be timed based
on left turn demand in a manner to minimize traffic delays. Pre-signals and
queue cutters are all standard traffic control design features that help
provide efficient traffic signal operations. Detailed signal design plans were
developed as part of Preliminary Engineering under the guidance and
review of LADOT. The BRT facility will be designed and built according
to MTA design criteria. The traffic analysis in the EIS/EIR has concluded
that there will not be “gridlock” conditions along Chandler Boulevard with
operation of the BRT.
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Go
G8 cont'd
cont'd 1 buses, to determine the validity and workability of the plan
1 The DEIS/DEIR fails to cons delay all
2 prior to major expenditure. We ware ignored. We firmly
2 this will add for vehicular atreet traffic, nor does the EIR
3 believe such a test would prove the disastrous impact of the
3 address how these signals will be implemented at Bel Aire,
4 BRT on north-south traffic; yet the MTA persiasts on
4 which is not wide enough to accommodate signal lanes. .
s perpetuating the conceit that first we'll build it, then we
L] In addition, the red azzow signals will also
[} can solve it. The CCTT -- excuse me. What a horrible way
6 exacerbate traffic tie-ups, not help traffic tie-ups at
7 to apend hard-carned tax dollars.
7 Colfax, Laurel, Whitset, and Coldwaterx.
8 The CCTC supports enhanced east-west trangit in the
8 On top of this, the EIR report also states, and I
9 San Fernando Valley; however, the NTA is wasting taxpayers’
9 quote, consideration -- I repeat, consideration -- will be
10 dollars on a bus line that will create gridlock along the
10 given to the use of presignal and cue cutters to prevent
11 proposed east-west Chandler Boulevard.
11 traffic from stopping or blocking the bus way. Now, perhaps
12 THE JUDGE: You're time 1as up.
12 that sounds good to somebody at the MTA, but no practical
13 M3. FEIGENBAUM: Okay. Give us a subway.
13 definitive plans, no calculations there are provided, all of
14 THE JUDGE: Aron Tendler, to be followed by Alex, and
14 which would probably reveal the foolhardiness of the
15 I'm not sure this time -~ looks like Musna or something like
13 Chandler option.
16 that,
16 These considerations and determinations should have
17 MR, TENDLERt 1'11 read my comments only becasuse as a
17 baen conducted, concluded, and incorporatad in the
18 rabbi, you'll be here the rest of the day.
18 DEIS-DEIR.
19 Valley Village, North Hollywood, Van Nuys
19 The tifth pazagraph states, "the precise signal
20 communities are a complex ecosystem different than any other
20 operation plan details at more complex intersections will
2% community. Part of that complex system includes the largest
22 require more detailed analysis and subsequent phases of
22 concentration of Orthodox Jewa in the San Fernando Valley.
22 project development.” This i3 an outrageous falling that
23 Communities ace far more than the infrastructure of
23 renders the DEIS-DEIR worthless.
24 sewers, power, and transportation. They fnclude gencrations
24 Back in September 2000 the CCTC proposed to the MIA
2% of families who have hcpe and dreams, fears and concerns.
25 that they modified light timings allowing for imaginary
36
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Our opposition is very simple. We support mass
transportation. We support the need for an ever growing
infrastructuze of transportation. However, it makes
absolutely no sense to do so down the middle of a primartly
single-family, very pedestzian-oriented comwmunity.

You have told us that approximately 480 buses will
run daily. You have told us that you will put in pedestrian
walkways to accommodate the pedestrian traffic. You have
told us that left-hand turn signals will be installed for
vehicular crossings acrose the bus way. However, no one has
been able to explain how all those factors will be
coordinated. Wo one has explained how it will impact the
north~south traffic across Chandler at every single major
intersection.

The following scenario. 1t's a midweek holiday.
500 congregants pile out of my synagogue at the end of
services., How lony will it take them to cross Chandler?
How long will we halt the every two-minute bus attempting to
move people across the Valley in record time? How many
times between the hours of 8:00 and 12:00 in the mozning and
4:00 and 8:00 in the evening can you hold the bus on a
timer? On any given weekend there are hundreds of necessary
crossings from my community to be able to functlon and
maintain its religious lifestyle.

Lastly, we are a uniquely integzated and unified
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G101

G10-2

(510-3

Response to Comment G10

Comment G10-1

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

Comment G10-2

The traffic analysis in the EIS/EIR has concluded that the BRT will not
have significant traffic impacts on vehicular flows along the corridor. All
operational features of the BRT system including the buses, pedestrians,
and left-turn signals were designed to standard specifications as part of the
Preliminary Engineering (PE) phase of the project and will be coordinated
through state-of-the-practice local and central traffic control systems.

Comment G10-3

The design of the busway provides appropriate locations for pedestrian
crossings, including pedestrian signals at some locations that would not
require manual push-button actuation on Orthodox Jewish days of worship.
Traffic signals that currently operate along Chandler Boulevard in the
community are timed with 60 or 90 second signal cycles. The operation of
the busway signals will not be very different than the current conditions as
far as interrupting the flow of pedestrian traffic. Please also see the
response to Comment C9-29.
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community. Jew and non-Jew, cbservant and non-observant,
Chandler and Oxnard, we live where we are because our
families have thrived and grown there together as a single
community. The transportation cozridor being proposed will
negatively impact the unfiqueness of our present comnunity
lifestyle and the future of our community's future,

THE JUDGE: Nr. Musna, to be followed by Richard Stone.

MR. MUSSER: Thank you, Judge.

My name is Alex Musser. 1 live in the proximity of
the railroad tracks about a half a block away.

I was very supportive of having a bus thers because
1 do ride the bus but after listening to your comments here,
1'm beginning to change my mind a little bit.

1 live at the corner of -~ I'd appreciate if you
wouldn't clap and boo me, because I am in favor of the bus;
I'm sorry.

There's a safety problem at Wilbur and Oxnard. It
is probably the worst traffic intersection in this whole
area. We have an awful lot of accidents there. 3Some of
them are quite severe., 1I'd like to know that that's
addressed with the bus route. Somehow I'd like to know
there's really extra, super safety precautions in that area,

There are new houses being built on Topham now,
right next to Wilbur. There's seven houses per half acre.

The prospective probably fs 40 houses in that block. So
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G111

G11-2

Response to Comment G11

Comment G11-1

The intersection of Wilbur Avenue and Oxnard Street will have the same
safety measures installed as other comparable intersections with similar
traffic configurations along the busway. The safety measures for this
intersection include signage, pre-signals for northbound and southbound
traffic on Wilbur Avenue, and protected right and left turns from westbound
and eastbound Oxnard Street traffic. Protected right (and left) turns are
discussed in detail in the response to Comment C9-68.

Comment G11-2

The commenter’s opposition to the busway is noted for the record. Insofar
as the close proximity of new houses is concerned, sound attenuation walls
are being provided in this portion of the corridor. The City of Los Angeles
bikeway is to be constructed along with the BRT.
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G11-2
cont'd

they will be facing the railroad tracks. And they need a
green zone. I1'd love a green zone and a bike path and
forget the bus; but, you know, progress is progress. 5o you
have to realize that.

Theze is a synagogue across the stieet from my
home. 1t's been there for about 12, 15 years. I helped
build it, in fact. And many of the members of the synagogue
do walk to their services in the morning. Not a lot, but a
few. They're older people, many of them disabled in some
respect, but they still honor their religion and walk. On
Saturday of course there are many walkers. On the holidays
there are many, many walkers. There's not enough parking in
the synagogue, and so they park elsewhere and walk to the
synagogue.

That's, I think, a traffic problem. When you
figure that the bus stops at Reseda Boulevard and then zooms
out to Warner Center, one block, obviously thare's going to
be some traffic prcblems, and there's going to be some
accidents; I guarantee it. I'm sozxy to say, I know.

There are many children that walk Wilbur. There's
a school on Wilbur, and it's the only way the children can
get to achool. They walk there, many children unaccompanied
by their parents. Now, kids are kids, you know, and we read
every day about children getting run over in different
sections and stuff. So we need to have extra super safety
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on that intersection. I guarantee you that we'll have some
problems with this,

I've been waiting for years for some development in
the area. I live in & rundown area of dilapidated houses,
and this i3 the first time we've had any development in the
area at all. We need tt very much,

Are my three minutes up?

THE JUDGE: Yeah.
MR. MUSSER: All right.
Thank you, very much. I'm for the bus.
THE JUDGE: Thank you.
Richard Stone, to be followed by Marilyn Hencken.
MR. STONE: Good evening. The MTA is giving us a
band-aid when we need a tourniquet. We've got a dying
patient. We need a subway. ¥e don't need aboveground
system. In the EIR report 4, dash, 1.1.2, Valley Collaege,
Fulton Avenue, and Burbank Boulevard, in what can be a
conscientious omission, the report again falils to mention
the Fire Station 102, the most critically impacted facility
of the many of this intersection disruption of which
potentially disastrous Valley-wide consequences.

More insults to our intelligence. The proposed bus
way is located adjacent to major roadway along with hundreds
of cars per day already travel. Adding one bus trip every
2.5 minutes would change the essential character of the
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G12-1
|

G12-2

G12-3

Response to Comment G12

Comment G12-1

The commenter’s preference for a subway is noted for the record.

Comment G12-2

Please see the response to Comment C9-39.

Comment G12-3

Please see the résponses to Comment C5-9 and Comment C9-1.
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G12-3
cont'd
surrounding neighborhoods. €0 minutes time 19 hours of
operation equals 1,140 minutes, divided by 2.5 equals 456
buses per day. 456 mini-earthquakes, 456 opportunities to
become read kill., We need an underground subway.
Thank you.
THE JUDGE: Marilyn Hencken, to be followed by Miriam
Xlutch.
M3. HENCKEK: My name is Marilyn Hencken. I live on
Hillview Park adjacent to the right-of-way where they're
proposing to put the bus through.

I belfeve that the Valley is more than just a place
between here and theze. It's made up of pecpla. It's more
than just a place between Warner Center and downtown, and we
really need to be listened to,

1 fee)l a cavalier attitude very often from
politicians who have spoken and sometimes from the MTA, but
not very often, that, yes, please talk with us, but, hey,
you know, you're going to get this whethexr you like it or
not.

We are the Valley; the pecople aze the Valley. It G13-1
is not just real estate) it's not just a right-of-way. Even
though the MTA purchased the right-of-way for a lot of
money, it doesn't mean that {t's the best use of money at

this point. We can have a greenbelt without a bus way; we

can have a gzeenbelt with a subway; we can have a bike path

41

Response to Comment G13

Comment G13-1

The MTA purchased the railroad right-of-way with the intention of
developing a transit project, which is the subject of the current
environmental process. Improvements including extensive landscaping and
a pedestrian/bike path are being incorporated into the design. To convert
the right-of-way to only a greenbelt would not accomplish the MTA’s
objective of improving mobility in the San Fernando Valley.
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without a bus way. There's a lot of things that we actually
want. We do want parks, we do want a greenbelt; we don't
want the bus way. It's dangerous, it's polluting, it's
going to ruin our neighborhoods, it will not =-- it will not
unite the Valley, it will divide the Valley.

And we need to be listened to as though our
concerns are legitimate., I don't like that feeling that,
oh, we're fighting -- you know, it's David fighting Goliath
no matter what you do. They have the money, they have the
power. We're the people. It's our money. We elected these
people. We paid the money.

I think the TSM makes sense, that's the Transit
System Management, which is allocated in the DEIR, and it
should be considered. And that is spend only $20 million,
enhance what you have, get another express bus, maybe on
Victory that goes straight to Warner Center, just like you
have on Ventura which is very successful. According to what
we've been able to research, that has increased ridership.
And the TSM causes no damage to anybody, has no impact
that's detrimental. None. No increased pollution, no
increased noise, no decreased property values, and no
neighborhoods just going up in arms.

We have old people who live on our block, we have
children who live on our block, we have an old-age facility
on our block.
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contd

Gi3-2

Comment G13-2

The commenter’s support for the TSM Alternative is noted for the record.
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Now, all these pollutants and noise and everything,
it's not just one bus. I understand that people think buses
are great. This is not just one bus running every half
hour. This is a bus running every two minutes in both
directions.

And how does the bus turn around? Supposing
there's an accident and it stops in a lane behind my house?
How does it turn around and get out of there when all the
other buses are coming this way?

Why does Valley Glen have two stations, one on each
end of our block, when every other station is a mile apart?
And our stations, they would cross diagonally at Oxnard and
Woodman and at Burbank and Fulton, and nobody's told us how
we're going to be able to get out of our neighborhood with
those buses going every two minutes.

THE JUDGE: Your time is up.

MS. HENCKEN: Thank you for your time.

THE JUDGE: Ms. Klutch will be followed by Bruce Bloom.

MS. KLUTCH: I want to thank Rabbi Stuhlberger and Rabbi
Tendler for saying it so eloguently. I am just a mommy, and
I stay home, and I am just very, very concerned about
putting a bus way down Chandler.

I have four children, I live on Bel Aire. They
cross back and forth on Chandler to visit their friends, and
we are a walking community, totally walking. We moved to
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G13-3

G134

Comment G13-3

The BRT Alternative was designed in consultation with MTA’s Operations
Division, which operates thousands of buses a day, including along
exclusive guideways. Pullouts have been provided at each station (one
approximately every mile along the corridor) for bus breakdowns. In
addition, the BRT would cross more than 30 intersections along its route,
providing ample access to the corridor for maintenance and emergency
vehicles. If a breakdown or accident were to occur between street segments
the appropriate personnel would be able to enter the busway at the nearest
street intersection. Similar to traffic stoppages on any road, buses would be
towed or, if necessary, moved into a single lane so that traffic would not be
completely blocked. In that situation, traffic personnel would direct buses
until the blockage was cleared.

Comment G13-4

The two stations referred to in Valley Glen are the proposed Valley College
and Woodman stations. They would be approximately 0.63 mile apart in
the Full BRT variation and 0.50 mile apart in the Lankershim/Oxnard On-
Street variation. These stations would in fact be closer than the typical 1-
mile station spacing along the corridor. However, station locations were
generally determined based on several factors, namely to provide (1) faster
service by limiting stops, about one stop every mile, (2) access to/from
major north-south transit corridors, and (3) access to/from major
destinations along the MTA ROW.

Although the two stops in Valley Glen are closer than is typical along other
portions of the corridor, they serve important transit functions. The Valley
College station (for either variation of the BRT Alternative) would provide
access to Valley College, a major education facility in the Valley. The
Woodman station would provide access to the busway for transit users
riding along Woodman Street, a major north-south transit corridor. The
distance from the Laurel Canyon Station to Woodman is over 2 miles.

In terms of vehicular circulation in the Valley Glen neighborhood, no
existing streets would be closed by the BRT Alternative. In addition, as
described in Chapter 3, Transportation, of the EIS/EIR, no significant
adverse traffic impacts would occur with the BRT Alternative.
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Response to Comment G14

Please see the response to Comment C9-29.

1 North Hollywood on Bel Aire because it's a walking

2 community. I fear that my children will be crossing or

3 trying to walk along such a bus way, that they will be hurt. Gi4
4 And one child is too many to be hurt or killed or any older
5 person.

6 Sometimes we push my mother-in-law. She's elderly,
7 she lives on Laurel Canyon and Chandler, and sometimes we

8 push her along in the wheelchair. And once the front wheel
9 on the wheelchair slipped off. The rubber part slipped off.
10 She went down. It took 15 minutes to get her up with her

11 oxygen tank and everything, and to lift her up out of the
12 chair to get her safely to the side back to the sidewalk.

13 So I'm concerned that we wouldn't have had enough time to
14 get her out of the way of a bus.

15 Also, I pick her up. I have to make a turn from
16 East Chandler onto Laurel and then left back onto West
17 Chandler, and it takes more than three to five lights
18 sometimes to make that turn.
19 You are misleading your riders, MTA, because you
20 say here that you're going to cross the Valley in 35 minutes
21 with 13 stops, with 7 to 10-minute stops timewise at each
22 station. And the bus will have to make up the time and
23 speed. And as you say here. you have a conflict in your
24 flyer. Like you to look at it.
25 It says here on the one hand you say Chandler buses
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will travel 35 miles per hour, but higher speeds will be
reached in locations with fewer street crossings. Then, a
little bit lower on the page you say the reason for Chandler
using it as a bus way is because it does have fewer cross
streets along the right-of-way. So you will, will just
strum on through no matter what is in the way.

THE JUDGE: Thank you.

Bruce Bloom, to be followed by Harold Friedman.

MR. BLOOM: Thank you.

First off, MTA has decided that the religious
institution know as Chabad at Ethel and Chandler has to go. Ggt
I founded it. I'm not real thrilled about it. One of the
reasons it's locate where it is located is because one of
the other founding fathers, his wife is in a wheelchair,
they live across the street, and there are no other
properties for the last 25 years of its existence that can
substitute for it.

Those who have been involved in founding synagogues
know how difficult it is to find a property where a
community will let you even do that, which is a strange
phenomenon.

You will destroy that community. Vibrations from

G15-2
the buses, other pollution from the buses. I mean, I
remember the train rumbling down the street at 1 mile an
hour and how bad it was. Now we're going to have buses
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Response to Comment G15

Comment G15-1

The comment correctly notes that the Chabad facility at 13079 Chandler
Boulevard, as described in the Draft EIS/EIR, was to be displaced by the
BRT Alternative (Full BRT alignment). However, subsequently, as a result
of design modifications developed during the Preliminary Engineering
phase and incorporated into the project, this acquisition will not be
necessary.

North Chandler Boulevard near the Chabad will be moved to the south
partially into the median and a sidewalk will be provided along the north
edge of Chandler Boulevard adjacent to the Chabad. Soundwalls will be
constructed between the busway and the Chabad to mitigate noise impacts.
See Volume 3 for detailed drawings.

Comment G15-2

Please see the responses to Comment C5-9 and Comment C9-1. Bus
pavement will be smooth and no significant vibration impacts are
anticipated.
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rumbling by every two to three minutes? Not if I have
anything to say about it.

I deal with deaths on a daily basis. I'm in the
funeral industry. And I deal specifically with Jewish
funeral issues. I get called all the time when there's been
an accident throughout the state. And I don't want to have
to face my local community because one of their children was
run down by a bus because they ran past whatever barricades
you may put up. It's happened with the light rails that are
aboveground everywhere in this county. Every year people
are dying. Basically children, because they play on tracks.
It's an attractant to them. What makes anybody think this
bus way is going to be any different?

There was an earlier comment about not letting a
few wealthy people dictate what the corridor may be. I'm
not one of the wealthy people. I don't live actually down
near Chandler Boulevard. I'm a lot closer to Oxnard. It's
a better route, but I don't like it either.

Let me tell you, on Sunday we had a rally. There
was a gentleman there named Mr. Cook, representing Diane
Watson. And he brought something up what most of us have
forgotten. And that's the devastating impact that the
construction of the 10 Freeway had on the black community
down in East Los Angeles -- in the area just west of
downtown Los Angeles. And his comment was that it's been 25
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years or more that they're finally starting to recover.

Do we want to economically devastate the Valley

that way? I don't think so.

THE JUDGE: Thank you.

Harold Freedman, to be followed by Steve Mazlin.

MR. FREEDMAN: I just had a question. I understand you
can't have questions. One of them, it's like promises that
are being made. I tried to use the subway going downtown at
one time. Now, they said that there's all kind of parking.
Well, if you go early in the morning, you can get parking, I
understand. We wanted to go to the theater in the
afternoon. Impossible to get any parking there. 1It's been
going on for quite a while.

I read in the paper what's been mentioned about
when they were building it, all of the businesses that were,
you know, disturbed, and there would be parking. Well,
promises, typical promises being made by the MTA,
politicians, or whatever. There still ain't parking there.
And I -- for people,vyou know, who want to go during the
daytime. So I think promises that are being made, most of
the times are not being able to be carried forward. And I'm
against this.

Thank you.

THE JUDGE: Steve Mazlin, to be followed by Rachel
Joseph.
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G16

Response to Comment G16

The comment is noted for the record.
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MR, MAZLIN: I really didn't plan anything. I didn't
think I was going to speak.

But I moved to the community in North Hollywood two
years ago after exhaustive year and a half search wheze
would be the perfect area for me and my six children to move
to. And we found that North Hollywood had the perfect
community. And we had looked all over country and out of
the country. And we felt that being part of the community
would be beneficial to our children.

I know Kevin Michel, he looks at this as a job, as
his job. And this 1s a project. But this is not just a
job, and 1t's not a project, it's our community. And I
didn’'t move here to have a bus come down Chandler.

Now, I was pretty upset standing up heze and
listening to pecple talking about how they fesl, the wealthy
community, or that the bus is a good thing. I have nothing
against the bus. But if you lock at your own map, it shows
that where Chandler would go -- where the Chandler route is,
theze are no buses coming through theze. All of a sudden
you're going to establish a bus route on Chandler where
theze presently is none.

And as far as your professional drivers, two weeks
ago I'm parked on Magnolia, and an MTA professional bus
driver sideswipes my car., 1It's been two weeks. And 1've
been calling them every other day. I haven't received any
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Response to Comment G17

The commenter’s opposition to the Chandler alignment is noted for the

record.
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forms, They're not in their system. I'm driving around
with my car, you know, smashed up, as their professional
drivers. And I'm sorry. <Children -- I have six of

them -~ are not acceptable collateral damage because we need
& bus.

Thank you.

THE JUDGE: Rachel Joseph, to be followed by Dave
Gartinkle.

MS. JOSEPH: I1'm an Orthodox Jew, and I have for 13
years lived in what our federal government now calls a
liveable community and a safe comrunity, Valley Village. We
have helped build and made the community what it {s today.

A good neighborhood to raise our children, with good and
unique set of values. We promote family values,
neighborhood safety, and pride of ownership.

The main problems come from out of the community
and are the crime of late of pecple being shot at on ocur
Sabbath, the distasteful hate crimes and vandalism of our
schools.

According to our very own federal government of
these United States, they believe we have rights in this
country and believe that the local government should step
back and listen to the community because the community knows
best how to create secure, safe streets, reduce traffic and
air pollution, and create a community. The community knows
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best, and we have accomplished that goal.

The government believes that local government has a
responsibility to assist us but not to direct our pattezns
of future growth. United States Government believes that
local government needs to take a step back and develop a
strategy to accommodate growth while still focusing on the
issues of our communities. You need to form a partnership e
with our community leaders so that we as community leadezs
can be there to help devise effective strategies thar help
growth according to the values of the community.

Don't you believe that we have rights to practice
ouz religion and to leave our homes in safety on our Sabbath
without fear of being hit by a bus or having cur children
hit by a bus? Don't you think our children should be safe
going to and from school? Don't we have -- do we have to
sacrifice the safety of our children to satisfy some
bureaucrats in Los Angeles?

G18-2

We have legitimate and lawful concerns about cur
families, our childzen, and our eldexly. We are a walking
community. And in this country every 16 seconds of every
minute of every hour of every day, another person is the
victim of a traffic accident. It takes its victims quietly,
one here, one there, until before you know {t, it's out of

control. More than 40,000 otherwise healthy Americans die

every year. Over one half of a million are hospitalized,
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Response to Comment G18

Comment G18-1

The MTA has involved the community and its leaders in the transit study
process for the MTA ROW since its inception. Since 1995, the MTA has
held over 225 meetings with community groups, elected officials, business
groups, and public agencies to help select and develop transportation
alternatives along the MTA ROW. The table provided in Chapter 7 of the
Final EIS/EIR lists the meetings held and their dates.

Comment G18-2

Please see the response to Comment C9-29.
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and another 4 million end up in emergency rooms. 6,000
pedestrians are xilled every year. 90,000 pedestrians are
injured every year. A pedestrian or a bicyclist is killed
every three and one-half minutes, and that is before the
proposed Chandler route. Pedestrian injuries and fataliti
result in $20 billion of societal costs,
1f this isn't a legitimate concern of us and an
urgent concern in our nation and in our community, please
tell me, MTA and the EIR, what {a? If this isn't, the EIR
carries a potential for marginal increase in bus accidents
in their report, and that may result in an extremely small
increase in crime, they say. The MTA iefers to their
accidents as pedestrian-bus conflicts.
THE JUDGE: Time iz up.
M3. JOSEPH: Oh, no.
Does anybody give me their time?
She just gave me her time.
THE JUDGE: Thank you.
David Garfinkle. David Garfinkle, to be followed
by Jonathan Pive.
MR. GARFINKLE: 1'm Dave Garfinkle from the Tarzana
Property Owners Assocliation.
We recognize the advantages of having rapid
transit, but you've all heard some of the disadvantages.

What we're concerned about in this meeting, this is the

es
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response to the draft EIR, and we're trying to get don't
information corrected that‘'s in the EIR.

One of ouzr major concerns is the statistics, the
advantages used to justify the project. Amd there are pages
and pages of statistics and information on how this project
will reduce air pollution and increase the flow of the
traffic. 1If you look at those statistics, however, they're
totally fallacious. The increase in air quality or the
decrease in air pollution ies in the one hundredths of a
percent projected 20 years in the future. The increase in
traffic flows are in the 10ths of a psarcent, again projected
20 years in the future, compared to the TSM basic
improvement of current existing bus transit,

Prejecting those kinds of a hundreds and tenths of
percent based on information projected 20 years in future is
just nonsense. The EIR needs to reflact the fact that there
is no justification based on reduced air pollution for
increased traffic flow.

In addition, there axe a lot of fallacious other
assumptions that they make. I°'m not going to go into safety
problems, that's been pretty well covered by other people
today, but how about the statement that no one will park at
stations, near stations, in the neighborhoods of stations
that don't have specific parking lots. I think that that's
utterly absurd, Every single bus stop, the quarter mile
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G191

G19-2

Response to Comment G19

Comment G19-1

The reasons for identifying the BRT Alternative as environmentally
superior are noted in Section 4-16.7. Briefly, they are as follows: (1) it
would increase transit patronage, (2) it would increase reliability of service
because of the dedicated right-of-way, (3) it would improve transit
connectivity in the Valley, (4) it would generate substantial construction
employment, (5) it would improve air emissions, and (6) it would have a
number of other effects, as noted in the referenced section. It is both
customary and required that the potential transportation and other effects of
proposed projects be analyzed at a suitable point of time in the future, and
typically a 20-year time horizon is chosen for this purpose in order to be
consistent with typical regional planning practice. The commenter is
correct in noting that some of the effects are not of substantial magnitude,
but beneficial effects do occur as a result of the project.

The quantitative data used to determine potential benefits and impacts of the
alternatives in this EIS/EIR were developed with methods and data which
have been consistently used and in some cased legislatively mandated for
transit project studies in the region and nationwide. Projections for future
traffic and air quality impacts are based on the data provided by MTA’s
regional transportation model which in turn used the adopted population
counts and growth factors developed by the Southern California Association
of Governments. Specific methodologies for traffic and air quality
projections are described in Sections 3-3.2.1 and 4-7.2, respectively.

Comment G19-2

The EIS/EIR does not make a blanket statement that “no one will park at
stations, near stations, in the neighborhoods of stations that don’t have
specific parking lots.” 1In fact, in Section 3-4.2 “Parking Impacts,” it is
acknowledged that “at stations that do not provide parking, there is also the
potential that some BRT patrons may attempt to park on nearby residential
streets.”  Parking mitigation measures for such possible impacts are
discussed later in Section 3-4.3.
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G18-2
cont'd
4
radius around those stops will bscome parking lots
throughout our residential neighborhoods., 1 think that that
assumption necds to be corzected.

You've heazd a lot about the impact of tzaffic in
the North Hollywood area. Even the EIR talks about the
impact of traffic in the West Valley, from say Tampa west to
Warner Ranch. Victory Boulevard sould become almost

impassable. I think that those kinde of impacts need to be

better reflected.
Finally, and this is a small point, you've heazd a G193
lot about the advantages of the bikeway. There's nothing
legally that ties construction of the bikeway to this bus
way. There's separate funding, they're not ccordinated -~
THE JUDGE: Time is up, sir.
MR. GARFINKLE: Thank you.
THE JUDGE: Thank you.
Jonathan Pivo, to be followed by -- looks like Peer
G-u --
Does it sound familiar to somebody?
AUDIENCE MEMBER: Yes.
MR. PIVO: Hi. My name is Jonathan Pivo. I don't
represent any organization, but in a way I do because my
wife fs home right now with our two-and-a-half-month-old
baby. And my wife and I live in Valley Village right near
Chandler precisely because, as other speakers have said,
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Comment G19-3

Traffic impacts caused by the operation of the BRT were assessed in the
EIS/EIR for the West Valley. The traffic impact analysis included the
assessment of 12 intersections along the alignment from Tampa Avenue to
Warner Center. The analysis took into account bus signal priority delay
impacts and impacts of traffic growth and shifting, as well as additional
traffic generated by the park-and-ride lots. The environmental document
clearly identifies the adversely affected intersections and has proposed
specific mitigation measures to address those impacts.
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Response to Comment G20

Please see the response to Comment C9-29.

1 it's a walking community. It's a community where my wife
2 and I feel like we can safely raise our children and not
3 fear when our daughter wants to go to school or we want to
4 walk to aynagogue. And God forbid when we're walking across
S & bus freeway, her stroller gets stuck or her pacifier oz
6 blanket falls and we have to stop with a bus coming right
2 towards us. That's not why we moved to Valley Village.
] And Valley Village is not just any other community
4 ot people that happen to walk like in other parta of
10 Los Angelea. 1t's a high-density pedestrian community; it
i1 a high-denstity children community. It's not unheard of for
12 families to have five, six, seven childzen. And for my
13 child to play with a child across the other street of
4 Chandler, my sistez-in-law plays with one of the other
15 speakers who's on the other side of Chandler. How many
16 times does she cross? Every seventh day, hundreds of paople
17 cross. That's not why we moved to Valley Village. G20
10 And I would think that a transportation policy is a
19 policy that addresses the safety and health of communities
20 that it segves. And yet this transportation policy is
21 nothing like that. 1It's putting an entire community in
22 jeopardy.
23 1 mean, who here is willing -- like, transportation
24 is really important to all of us, of course. We all live in
25 Los Angeles. But who here is willing to sacrifice their
54
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child for that? Because when you put a bus way in the
middle of a residential, high pedestrian, high child-density
community, that's what's going to happen. And who here is
willing to sacrifice their child for a bus corridor between
two sides of the Valley? You get your name in the
newspaper. Come on, let's see the hands, Come on. You get
notorfety. Oh, he's the guy that lost his child. That's
too had.

But it's not a not-in-my-backyard issue. 1Iz's a
not-my-child issue. And not my child and not your child or
your child. Whose child is {t? Let's get some city
offictal that will work with cormmunities to support a
comaunity like Valley Village who's built a community that
should be an example to the rest of the nation of what a
liveable, what a safe, what a neighborhood should be. We
should be getting support. We should be celebrating
communities like Valley Village, not tearing them down with
a bus freeway.

And it's pot just Valley Village. I'm suie theze
are other communities. I mean, 1 don't know people, but I'm
sure if I talked to other people, there are other
communities in the Valley that either arze or would like to
be as exemplary as the Valley Village. And this bus way
goes right through the heart of that.

THE JUDGE: Thank you.
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Response to Comment G21

Comment G21-1

Please see the response to Comment C9-37.

Comment G21-2

1 You are the name T couldn't pronounce? , .
" — The commenter’s support for the BRT is noted for the record.
3 Okay. Thank you.

4 That will be followed by Joe Dorfman.

5 MR. GENT: Okay. My name is Peer Gent.

6 1've got one correction on the EIR just as a G21-1

2 atarter. FErwin Street School, which is adjacent to Oxnard,

8 was left out of the EIR., That's 1,100 students which cught

9 to be included.

10 A resident of Valley Glen, community of 20,000 that

11 surzounds Los Angeles Valley College.

12 1 am apeaking in support of the full BRT including G21-2

13 Chandler Boulevaxd,

14 When the subway was first built from Union Station

15 to Mac Arthur Park, I took my then five year-old daughter to

16 Mac Arthur Park to ride the subway. The ride was an

17 adventure for her and a demonstration of a very comfortable

16 mass transit for myself. But it was only a demonstraticn.

19 It did not go anywhere. Predictably, the ridership was
20 below official expectations.
21 Later when the subway was extended to Vine Street,
22 we once again went out to try it. Although it now went
23 further, it still did not solve the problem of crossing the

24 Cahuenga Pass. Once again ridership was below estimates.

25 I told my daughter that once the subway went
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1 The dedicated bus way within the broad right-of-way
1 somewhere and sclved the problem of commuting over the
2 will provide the safest route with the least disruption to a
2 Cahuenga Pass, it would attract more new riders. I believed
3 adjacent properties.
3 that ridership would far exceed official estimates. Well,
4 I urge the MTA Boaxd to act in the best interest of
4 that's exactly what happened. The parking lots at Universal -
s the entire Valley, and approve the full BRT option.
5 city and North Hollywood proved to be grossly undersized,
4 THE JUDGE: Joel Dorfman, to be followed by Shimon
6 and ridership exceeded expectations.
7 Barak.
7 1 also told my daughter that even though the public
8 MR. DORFMAN: I'm rather shocked that people wha talk
] had lost its taste for MTA projects, there would be a push
9 about neighborhoods and the value of community are hooing
] to extend mass transit west across the San Fernando Valley
10 their neighbors. Y think that's so rude, folks.
10 to provide new services and attract more new riders. That's
i1 I know., 1I'm a bleeding heart, but I think that one
11 the reason we're here today. The full BRT, including
12 of the first elements of community is courtesy,
12 Chandler Boulevard, offers a very unique opportunity for the
13 I grew up near the city of Boston, and I would walk
13 Valley. W¥We have a chance to install a cost effective rapid
34 about & block and a half to a major street whezs I got on
14 transit system that shows real promise of atrtracting many
15 public transportation; and at the age of seven I was able to
1% new riders to the system.
16 go just about anywhere 1 needed to go. Boaton did
16 $300 million is a bargain. A full subway would be
17 have -- as far as I know still does have s wonderful
17 $4.2 billion. The riders want predictable transit times; a
18 transportation system.
18 dedicated bus way should provide very predictable transit
19 1 came to Los Angeles in 1978 and was shocked that
1% times. We have an opportunity to have a gieen way complete
20 the conly way I could get arcund was by car.
20 with landscaping, pedestrian paths, and bikeway, extending
23 AUBIENCE MEMBER: Go back.
21 from North Hollywood to Warner Center.
22 MR, DORFMAN: Excuse me?
22 If it is successful -- and I view &t as somewhat of
23 AUDIENCE MEMBER: Go back.
23 an experiment -~ in attracting new riders and easing traffic
24 MR, DORFMAN: 1 like it here.
24 congestion, we will have a model to apply to other dedicated
25 I own a house on Albsrs Jtreet, and I walk on
25 bus way routes such Van Nuys Boulevard.
58
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Chandler Boulevard frequently. It's a beautiful street to

walk on. I don't want to have to take my car every place I

go. 1 would love to be able to walk from my house o a bus

stop to get downtown or anywhere else in this city, The

enemy I don't think is buses. 1 think the enemy is the G22
automobile. And the alternative to everybody being in their

own automoblile is public transportation.

If we're not =~ it certainly struck me as
horrendous that this community passed a law against subways.
1've heard a bunch of people tonight talk about putting a
subway -- extending the subway from beyend where it is in
North Hollywood ocut to Woodland Mills. What a great idea.
Too bad {t’s illegal. I expect that now we're going to have
® lot of pecple from this meeting getting a new proposition
to get rid of old one that said we can't have a subway.
Certainly a subway would be sater and more efficient. Ve
can't have it because somebody or other voted against it.

Thank you.

THE JUDGE: Shimon Barxak, to be followed by Diann
Corxal.

Mr. Barak here? Come forward.

MR. BARAK: 1°'ve been changing my notes as people were
speaking, because everybody's covered what I want,

1 am for the MIA. Heck, 1've made a lot of money
out of the MTA constructing for them. However, I want to
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Response to Comment G22

The commenter’s support for public transit is noted for the record.
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question the professional drivers. A couple of days agoe
I've sesn a nice picture of a bus hit a moving tree or
something like that.

1 am a pzoud NIMBY. I would love to say that. I
don't know how many of you are not. It’'s not a bad word to
say.

Grade separation, or optimum grade separation, as
far as I'm concerned, i3 a subway. This way this is a G23
hundred feet down and we are above. I would like to ask my
friends at the MTA how many of them would like to have a
rapid bus run behind their homes.

We deserve equal spending. We pay taxes. Somebody
mentioned 40 percent. I would like to see the 40 pexcent
put back in the Valley.

The MTA is zpending $285 million according to their
estimate. I've seen their estimate for the last 15 years
whan T was building the Red Line. They are about 70 percent
shy of what it's really going to cost. Take 285, make
it ~- add 30 percent, it's about $400 million, and that's
what it's going cost for about 20 years of temporary,
band-aid solution.

I'm done. Thank you.

THE JUDGE: Diann Corral, to be followed by Diana
Lipari.
MS. CORRAL: Thank you.

€0

Response to G23

The commenter’s preference for a subway is noted for the record.
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Hi. My name is Diann Corral, I'm with Laurel
Plaza Neighborhood Association, and we are in North
Hollywood. We are located near Oxnard Street.

And 1'd like to just list a few concerns that we
have along Oxnard and why we think Oxnard §s not the best
alternative. Monday through Friday when the majority of
these buses will be running, a large number of Oxnard’'s
pedestrian traffic consists of the 6,000 -~ 6,000 children
who attend the schools along Oxnard Street between Radford
and Woodman. Theae schools are Laurel Hall School, Monlux
Elementary School, Grant High School, and Erwin Street
Elementary School.

Oxnard is congested near Laurel Canyon and the 170
Freeway xamps due to commuters using the 170 Freeway.
Anyone who has driven near any of these schools along Oxnard
when children are arriving or being let out of class knows
that area is congested and chaotic during these key hours of
the day.

Also, accozxding to the LAPD traffic repozt forx
Oxnazd Street from June 1st of 2000 to May 31lst, 2001, theze
were a total of 88 accidents along Oxnard Street between
Lankezshim and Woodman. At the intersection of Lankershim
and Oxnard there were 10 accidents. Laurel Canyon and
Oxnard, 12 accidents. Whitsett and Oxnard, 15 accidents.
There were 19 accidents near Grant High School and Valley

€1

G24

Response to Comment G24

The commenter’s opposition to the Oxnard alignment is noted for the
record. Pedestrian movements have also been asserted as a concern for the
Chandler alignment. On either alignment, appropriate pedestrian safety
precautions, devices and signage would be provided, and particularly in the
vicinity of schools. The accident data provided by the commenter are
noted. Improved signage and signalization should aid the driver in
observing the required rules of the road, which would contribute to a
reduction in the number of accidents. The estimated length of time to
traverse the Oxnard alignment is based upon a computer model of bus
operations. The model is first calibrated to reflect current operating
conditions. This estimate permits a meaningful comparison among
alternatives, which is its intended purpose.

San Fernando Valley
East-West Transit Corridor

SEEXEY EIS/EIR
. i

page 7-644



Group G — CEQA Public Hearings

- N

i0
1n
12
13
14
15
16
17
19
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

College along Oxnard Boulevard between Coldwater and Fulton.
Also, a child was killed crossing the street in front of
Grant High School. These are some of the reasons we feel
Oxnard is not a viable option.

Another thing that was indicated in the MTA's
environmental impact report, they did a traffic study on
Oxnard. The report indicated that highest volume of traffic
on Oxnard is just west of Laurel Canyon, with average daily
tzatfic at 27,000 vehicles. This is right where the buses
will run. It is said that using the Oxnard route will only
lengthen the time by about five minutes. This ls not true.
It's during peak hours when school starts and ends., It can
take up to 15 minutes to move along Oxnard from Radford to
Fulten.

Also, according to long-term residents of Oxnard
Street, Oxnard used to be a two-lane atreet. When the road
was widened to four lanes, eight to ten feet was taken off
the properties on ecach side of Oxnard. The buses would zun
in some cases as close as ten feet fxom the existing homes
on Oxnard Street,

I'd also like to make a comment in response to
something somebody sald earlier, that there are no buses on
Chandler, The 156 service that runs down Chandler currently
runa every five minutes during peak hours.

Thank you.
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Response to Comment G25

The commenter’s opposition to BRT and support for TSM are noted for the

record.
1 THE JUDGE: Diana Lipari, to be followed by Dr. Allan
2 Levine.
3 MS. LIPARI: Thank you.
4 My name is Diana Lipazi, and I'm a resident of
5 Valley Glen, which is the newest designated community in the
6 Valley. 1'm a member of the board of directors of the
3 Valley Glen Nefighborhood Association, who has chosen by
] acclamation actually, during our recent general meeting, to 25
] oppose the bua way in all its forms and to go for the
10 proposed TSM alteznative in the EIR.
1 Okay, 1'd like to talk to you a little bit tonight
12 about the TSM, because it was very interesting to me that
13 when Kevin Michel spoke this evening, he enunciated what
14 those alternatives were in the EIR but skipped over the TSM
i5 alternative, which is a viable alternative. As a matter of
16 fact, compared to the BRT, the TSM is actually compared
17 constantly, as opposed to just the no-build; it does come up
18 occasionally.
19 The TSN alteznative is called the Transit System
20 Management alternative. It calls for $20 million to be
21 spent to upgrade the buses on all of the routes. East,
22 west, north, south, all the existing bus routes. It also --
23 and this {5 the part that the MTA does not discuss, it also
24 includes the bus rapid transit demonstration program
25 currently running on Ventura Boulevard.
€3
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1 for a subway, and at one point we voted not to have a
1 And when 1 heard this gentleman tonight talking
2 subway, given the waste of the MTA and it's former projects.
2 about how he jurps on that bus and it just runs along
3 But no one ever voted for a bus way. This i3 an idea that's
3 Venturs Boulevard and how wondezfully it operates, I was
4 come out of the blue, and suddenly to use this right-of-way
4 struck by the fact that with the full BRT, that particulax
S which was purchased, this is what has been proposed. We do
5 bus doesn’t seem to appear on the map. Now, this is the )
3 fot want a bus highway on a corridox, we do not want it on
6 situation. The gentleman who lives on Albers, he lives
7 the Chandler-Burbank corridor, we do not want a bus highway
z within walking distance of those stations. One of the
8 running down Oxnard, we do not want a bus highway running
8 stations will go across Fulton and Burbank diagonally, and
9 down any street,
9 he can walk to that station. Wonderful for him. But what
10 Spread $t around, MTA.
10 about all the people that live south of Albers, in other
11 THE JUDGE: Allan Levine, to be followed by Arfel Baker.
11 words, south of Magnol{a, all the people that live north of
12 MR. LEVINE: Thank you.
12 victory or north 6f Vanowen. Are they really going to be
13 I wonder how many of those on the MTA board or any
13 able to take advantage of thls bus way?
14 of those who are concerned with the plans and the designs
14 Now, one of things that I think that is very
15 that we see here have walked any part of Chandler from
15 interesting in the speak of the MTA, and I would like them
16 Lankershim weat to approximately juat before Fulton, where
16 to correct the speak, it is a corridor that they keep
17 1t would turn northwest, to see what that community looks
1? referring to. We refer to a corridor when we talk about a
i8 like, not only on a weekend, but also on a weekday.
18 subway. e do not refer to a corridor when we arxe talking
19 I was bozn and ralsed in Los Angeles. I remember
19 about aboveground vehicles. In this case what we're really
20 MTA and its predececssors from as eaxly as I can in the early
20 talking about 1s a highway. It is a highway. It is not a
21 19408, I've as a child taken buses downtown and streetcars
21 corridor, it ia 3 highway. And it's a highway going through
22 downtown at the age of seven and eight and szo on, and all of
22 residential neighborhoods, and it's not a particulacrly
23 us know that the transit system has never heen able ta
23 useful or efficient highway. For great cost there's a
24 fulfill its goals in any way or form. On the other hand, 1
24 tremendous waste for the pecople of the San fernando Valley.
25 am very much for public transit. Public transportation is
25 We -~ no one ever voted for a bus way. He voted
65
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Response to Comment G26

Please see the response to Comment C9-29.

1 something that will help get cars off the road and hopefully
2 reduce pollution in some form.
3 I'm a homcowner, I'm a parent, I'm a taxpayez, a
4 voter, like many of you here. 1'm a resident of North
5 Hollywood and Valley Village. I'm professor at Los Angeles
6 Valley College, so I'm quite famfliar with the students who
7 have to get there by bus, by car, by walking, and any other
8 way. G28
9 My statement of concern is particularly about the
10 so~-called proposed disruptions of Chandler Boulevard and the
11 dangers to school children and residents and residents of
12 our community and the entfre community.
13 The claim that we'll have soms sort of very nicely
4 landscaped walls oz fences down the road has never been
15 something that was supported by anything we've seen along
16 Chandler i{n the past.
17 If there are buses running along Chandler
18 approximately once every five minutes, as a previous speaker
19 indicated, I would simply wondez to myself, if that’s true,
20 what in the world has justified the fact that Chandler
21 Boulevard notrth of the median has been cracked and fisaured
22 in a terrible way from certainly at least Laurel Canyon all
23 the way past Coldwater during the period of time I've lived
24 in the Valley between 1969 and the present.
25 400 buses, if they run alonyg Oxnard along with,
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whether it's 18,000 cars per day or 27,000 cars per day, in
a sense i{s a drop in the bucket, 1I'm not denying or
contesting the concern of residents in that areca. But our
concern, whether you live in that area or the Chandler
area ~- and I actually live zight in between, actually
closer to Oxnard -- is really not one of us against them,
not against the MUA, {t's really hoping that they will be
for us as we are for us, hopefully to have a safer and
clean, quiet system in an integrated neighborhood.
Thank you.
THE JUDGE: Arziel Baker, to be followed by Art Sweet.
ArSel Baker here?

MS. BAKER: Okay. Just wanted to ask Xevin Michel £f {t

took him an hour and a half from downtown, 1 guess he didn't

take the Red Line.

Besides the decreased property value of about 30
percent and sericus safety concerns that we've gone over,
not to mention the murders that have been going on at the
park-and-rides, 70 percent of all toxic zisk air pollution
is contrxibuted by tzucks and buses, So we need to focus oux
attention on zero-pelluting electric buses that run on
hydrogen fuel cells or electricity generated from wind,
solar, geothermal means, clearly, 1f we care about our
environment at all.

We don't use bicycles or walk because of the lack

€7

G271

G27-2

|

Response to Comment G27

Comment G27-1

The MTA is committed to having a clean fuel fleet. Currently, MTA has
the largest compressed natural gas (CNG) fleet in the nation. MTA is also
tracking and trying to influence the development of clean fuel technologies
and other bus design improvements to further reduce fuel consumption and
pollution. As newer, cleaner technologies come on line, become proven,
and are commercially available at competitive prices, the MTA will
consider them in future bus procurements.

Comment G27-2

The commenter’s desire for increased bicycling and walking opportunities
are noted for the record. The BRT is being planned to incorporate a
combined pedestrian path and bikeway into the corridor. These amenities
will be separated from the BRT by a short barrier fence and also by
landscaping, where space permits. This will provide adequate separation
for safety purposes.
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of planning, inadequate funding, and insufficient attention
at all levels of government which are barriers to
mainstreaming bicycling and walking as transportation modes,
For example, you're going put a bicycle and walkway in the
middle of where a bua goes and cars go, that's just insane,
Nobody is going to walk down the middle of a highway. Okay.

Also, part of this is that we also know that 75
percent of the surface area in Los Angeles is dedicated in
some way to automobiles, while 5 percent is devoted to parks
and open space.

Besides all of these reasons, 1 happen to live in a
house on the proposed route. Not Chandler, only because 1
can't afford to live on Chandler. It's a really nice place,
but my house backs up against Topham. And I've noticed that
they've put a little green line which I guess is supposed to
be grass over my backyard, which is kind of scary. I don't
know how 1'm going to be compensated for that,

$o 1 ask you, MTA, would you like buses going back
and forth in your backyard? This is a not-in-my-backyard
issue for me, personally. Pay all of the residents the 30
percent of revenue lost when you put something like this in
our backyard, and maybe, even though we think it's a
terrible idea, we'll go for it.

1 spent five hours doing research today on the
Internet about this thing, and I found out that most big
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Response to Comment G28

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

1 cities are actually building light rail systems and various

2 things like that to get rid of their bus ways. We're doing

3 something that cities were doing, you know, 20, 30 yeazs

4 ago, which doesn’'t even make sense since we're so modernized

$ in L.A.

6 An average of 219 pedestrians are killed every year

7 in Los Angeles. And 1 also noticed as a side note in the

9 little ~» what is it called, the packet of crap =-- it says

9 that the buses do not indirectly affect the wildlife. Okay.

10 THE JUDGE: Time is up. Thank you.

n M3. BAKER: All right.

12 Watch out for your cats and children.

13 THE JUDGE: Art Sweet, to be followed by Guila Greer.

14 MR. SWEET: Thank you.

15 I'm Arthur Sweet, and I'm the transportation

16 chairman for the United Chambers of Commerce. We have met

17 during the last year to consider all the alternatives about

18 the bus way that's crossing the Valley. Our cormittee

19 teviewed the DIS for the San Fexnando Valley East-West

20 Transit Corrlidox. We spent most of March and April,

21 including a trip to San Diego, on an informational tour

22 debating the various plans to improve transportation in the

23 San Pernando Valley.

24 Of the two remaining routes as suggested by the MTA |G28

25 for a bus way to make travel across the San Fernando Valley
(3
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more pleasant, less time consuming, we feel that the
Chandler bus way for exclusive bus traveling between the MTA
Red Line station in North Hollywood and Woodland Hills is a G28
preferred route for the following reasons: The MTA owns the
right-of-way. That's a major asset. It is & hundred foot

right-of-way that can be beautified and made appealing for

all concerned.

Thank you; you're very polite.

It will provide additional off-street parking. It
only takes seven houses for the entize 14 mile route, so
private property is being preserved. It will emulate but
improve the Ventura Metro Rapid Bus System. And I bet you
that less than 5 psrcent of the people that are here have
ever ridden the Metro Rapid Bus system that goes down
Ventura Boulevard. It'a terrific. It's going to stay
there, and that method of tranaportation is going to be
expandad. It will be an economic boom to the Valley,
although some of the people here don't feel so. It i3 a
preferred route over the alternate in which Oxnard would be
used for a portion of the routing.

For these reasons our committee and my own personal
preference has selected the Chandler route utilizing the
cast-vwest existing right-of-way.

THE JUDGE: Guila Greer, to be followed by Michael
Halpexn.
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MS. GREER: Thank you.

My name is Guila Greer, and I don't live in the
Chandler area; I live in another wonderful community in
Tarzana, a community of about 375 homes fmmediately adjacent
to the proposed bus route.

I'm not somebody who's against rapid transit. I
think rapid transit is wonderful. 1 lived in Toronto many,
many years before moving to the San Fernando Valley. 1
lived there for five years. And 1 didn't drive once the
whole time. They had a real rapid transit system, and it
was wonderful. 1 don't think you can call buses that go an 0209
average of 2% miles an hour a rapid transit system. And I
don't see2, you know, what's going to be attractive about
that to get increased riderxship.

Aside from that and the community that I live in
expreszing the same kinds of concerns as the Chandler
community, and I really commend that group for getting it
all vogether and speaking as they have been, it's wonderful.

And I just wanted to maybe spend a moment addressing some of
the concerns. G28-2

Whether it's a zail or a subway or whatever, you
know, we're going to have these park-and-trides or the
stations where there are no park-and-rides, and maybe
addressing some of the fissues that go along with that, where

there is no park-and-ride, how is the traffic and the

n

Response to Comment G29

Comment G29-1

At the planned operating speeds, the BRT system is expected to generate
significant ridership. The additional advantages of the BRT system come
from the fact that as traffic conditions on the surrounding streets gets more
and more congested and levels of service degrade, the busway with its
exclusive right-of-way will be able to operate relatively unimpeded,
providing an attractive transportation option.

Comment G29-2

All parking lots will be fenced. Please refer to the responses to Comments
F6-3 and F13-1c.
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Response to Comment G30

Please see the response to Comment C9-29.

G29-2

1 parking in the community going to be addressed? You know,
2 ‘cause that will happen. Where there is a park-and-ride,
3 what about invitation to crxime? Cars parked there all day,
4 how are they going to be secuzed? You know, are there going
S to be securities established with guards? These are all
6 question that's we have.
2 Yes, we want to see something betters in the
] meantime let's make what we have bettex. There are buses on
L] Victory, there are buses on Ventura; let's enhance what
i0 exists.
11 THE JUDGE: Michael Halpern, to be followed by Richazd
12 Moss.
13 MR. HALPERN: Hi. Good evening.
14 It seems like we all have our set opinions, and
15 there's not a lot of swaying going on hers. You have groups
16 that are clearly for Chandler, and you have groups that are
17 clearly for Oxnard.
18 And personally, as a parent of two small children,
19 moving to the community about two years, and we're on Ethel
20 south of Chandlezr a couple blocks in at a cul-de-sac, 1 G30
21 think we'd be affected as well. And I think the biggest
22 issue of all is safety. As an Orthodox Jew, 1 don't think
23 this should be made -- and I don't want {t to give the tint
24 that it's been a Jewish issue -~ I think in the small sense
25 perhaps it is, but in the overriding sense it is clearly a
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civic issue. And in this sense I think we can all agree to
be united that it's clearly a civic issue, one that we can
all relate, Jew and non-Jew in terms of safety, in terms of
just comfortability of walking down Chandlex Boulevard.

I've wondered since we moved into our home, for example, why
haven't they beautified Chandler Boulevard and just made
some nice grass. There's so many children in the community,
both Jewish and nct Jewish, small kids. You know, a little
grassy area with flowers and just kind of pretty. And now
after $285 millfon on a bus way that's going to have
bulldozers for five years, we're going to get a little bit
of grass that we're not going to be able to enjoy. 1t
doesn't make sense. It doesn't make sense. We don't need
to do this.

And even though Kevin Michel has been very gracious
in listening to all of us, I don't feel that there's been
enough listening to the needs of all of us, as opposed to
telling us what they want us to listen to., This is our
community, and we shouldn't be swayed oz manipulated into an
argument between Chandler and Oxnard. There's no real anger
there.

And remembe: one thing, the politicians count votes
and {t's not too late and we can be still united as one, and
1f we let them know clearly with one voice that we don't
want this, go back to the drawing board and bring us
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something sensible for all of our hard earned money, this is
what will happen, and %ev Yaroslovsky will get the message.

Thank you.

THE JUDGE: Richard Moss, to be followed by David
Striks.

MR. M0OSS: Good evening. My name is Richard Moss, and
I'm an attorney. I represent the Balboa and Victory
Partnership. The partnership owns the four-building
commercial office building complex at the intersection of
Balboa and Victory, and I'm here to speak tonight on behalf
of my client about some concerns that my client haa
concerning the Draft Environmental Impact Study/Report. And
1 think although my comments are going to be a little bit
parochial and limited to the Balboa and Vicrory
intersection, it's illustrative of one of tha fundamental
flaws of the EIR as it stands now, which is it does not
really take on an analysis of the impact on an
intersection-by-intersection basis.

One of the eaxlier speakers noted that the EIR
talks about at a latezr point in the design and development
process to consider those specific impacts. However, if you
don't do it during the EIR stage, the chances for public
comment and public input are going to be minimized, and that
is going to be a real tragedy for the San Fernando Valley.

In particular, the EIR talks about a hundred-foot

4

G31-1

Response to Comment G31

Comment G31-1

The comment correctly notes that the MTA right-of-way behind the office
buildings at Victory Boulevard and Balboa Boulevard is narrower than at
other locations along the corridor. It is anticipated that appropriate
measures will be taken to ensure the safety of bus passengers, pedestrians,
and motorists in this area. Please also see the responses to Letter D6.

Max®S EISEER
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wide right-of-way behind neighborhoods and along the
Chandler route., It so happens that at the intersection of
Balboa and Victory, just behind my client's property, the
right-of~way is only 30 feet. And given that it takes 26
feet to house both lanes of the bus route, that leaves about
two feet in the clear on either side to put in whatever
mitigation or safety measures are appropriate for that
location. It's a great concern to my client because with
buses going within three or four feet of the parking area
for the office building, with pedestcians and cars and
trucks driving through there and people parking there, this
presents a tremendous safety hazard. 1It's not addressed at
all in the environmental impact repoxt, and 1 would look to
the final version to cover this in some detail.

In addition to the safety concerns, we also have
concerns about vibration, noise, the lighting, which is not
really well-discussed at all aleng the route. How does the
MTA propese to handle the lighting? Where do the lighting
stanchions go? 1Is the lighting solely on the bus lapes, oz
do they filter out and create lighting conditions and glaze
and obstructions on neighboring properties?

One other thing. Whether the bus toute takes the
MOS to the full lanes, we're concerned about how the Balboa
station is going to work and how the traffic is going to
move, and this again applies to every intersection where

75

IG31-2

G31-3

Comment G31-2

Potential noise and vibration impacts are discussed in detail in Section 4-9
of the EIS/EIR. In terms of lighting, lighting would only be located at
stations (including park-and-ride facilities) along the BRT corridor.
Lighting at these locations would be designed to limit light to the right-of-
way itself and minimize light escaping to adjacent properties. The
bicycle/pedestrian facility being designed along with the BRT would be lit
along its entire length. This lighting would also be required to meet the
standards described above to minimize lighting of adjacent properties.

Comment G31-3

The EIR has identified access locations (driveways and streets) that need to
be accommodated given the operation of the BRT. The Preliminary
Engineering and design development process is developing further details
on precise location, type, control, and operation of each and every access
point. The additional signals along the right-or-way and near stations
(including at Balboa Boulevard) will be designed in cooperation with
LADOT according to standards that will provide efficient traffic operation.
Please see the responses to Letter D6.
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Response to Comment G32

_The commenter’s preference for a subway is noted for the record.

1 there's a station, because if they put traffic signals in,
2 how do people get in and out of driveways that are currently ::111'-:
3 existing?
4 Thank you,
1] THE JUDGE: David Striks, to be followed by Howard
6 Feigenbaum.
27 Let me remind you, folks, that there's three
8 minutes left before the 7:30 deadline if you wish to f§ll
] out a card.
10 David Striks here?
11 No? Kot here?
12 Howard Feigenbaum, to be followed by Enrique
13 Aragon.
14 MR. FEIGENBAUM: Hello. My name ig Howard Feigenbaum,
i3 and I am here tonight to report a crime. I am here tonight
16 to report a crime. We, the people of the Valley, are being
17 cheated. How are we being cheated? Well, if we lived in
18 Los Angeles or if we lived in Hollywood, we would have a G32
1% subway. Why don't we have a subway? We have pecople on
20 Oxnard, we have people on Chandlezr, they are angered by
21 institutions of worship, institutions of learning. Why must
22 they be disrupted? We need a subway, plain and simple.
23 Until we get one, we will be cheated by the MTA,
24 Thank you.
25 THE JUDGE: Enrique Aragon, to be followed by Gene
76
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Taylor.

MR. ARAGON: Good evening, everyone. I live in the area
close to Victory and Sepulveda. I live in a quiet, small
neighborhood. 1If you look at your map, you will see that
our neighborhood is reflected just as a 1little curve that
goes next to the 405 Freesway. But make no mistake about fit,
this {s a neighborhood where people live and families and
hardworking people go to their homes every evening to relax
and have peace and quiet.

Look at your map and see where we live. The area
where we live is made up of a lot of Hispanic communities
and also, you know, regular homes. We aze located next to
the proposed line to the 405 Freeway.

The things that bother me the most about this
project i{s that when I was knocking on pecple's door about
the project, it seems like the majority of the people didn't
know that this project was coming by. Many of them don't
speak English. I don't speak English that well myself.
They were never informed. And I think this is unfaiz. 1
was going to say that this was discziminatory, but I don't
even know {f that was the case.

We have been told several times that there will be
changes made to the project to accommodate the request we
made initially, but I'm disappointed to see that none of
those changes have been implemented. It seems that a lot of

77

G33

Response to Comment G33

Extensive information regarding this project has been disseminated widely
throughout the communities adjacent to the proposed project. More than
200 meetings with established neighborhood, business, and community
groups have been conducted throughout the duration of this project. In fact,
Mr. Aragon convened many of his neighbors at his home on April 19 and
June 14, 2001 at which MTA staff was present to provide detailed
information about the project.

There was no discrimination in the outreach process for this project.
Bilingual noticing (English/Spanish) has been conducted throughout the
entire environmental process. Notices announcing scoping meetings and
public hearings were written in Spanish and mailed to the entire stakeholder
database. Newspapers, such as La Opinion published formal notices
regarding the hearings, and Spanish language translators have been
available at all public hearings and several community presentations.
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things have been said and nothing has been shown in writing.
Nothing has been put in writing, and we can't rely on empty
promises.

We can't zely on words to make us fezl good about
the neighborhood and what's coming. For that reason we
decided to oppose this project. Before we were really
enthusfastic about it, but now we oppose it. We don't think
it 15 a sound project:; we don’t think it will benefit most
of the people, and 1 encourage you also to oppose it.

THE JUDGE: Gene Taylor, to be followed by In Sco Hlel.

MR. TAYLOR: My name is Gene Taylor, as you heard, and I
live in == 1 recently moved to Valley Glen about three and
a half years ago.

And 1've heard a lot of conments about -- from
different people that, well, you know, you moved into the
area, you were told when you bought proparty that this was
going to be part of the deal. And I called the MTA befora I
bought the property. I went down -- I called and I was
told, well, you know, we've been going through this for 45
years to get rapid transit through the Valley, and that the
likelihood that something was going to be done was going to
take another 45 years. And so -- not that I've solely
bought my house on that premise, but to me this looks,
smells like a done deal. You know, that we are getting the
raw end of the deal here.
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G34-1
And T think that there are other alternatives that

have to be explored. And there are -- I'm not a very good
public speaker, but this has kind of got me really, you
know -- 1 think that the cemmunity has to come together and
people have to decide, you know, that this is wrong for the
community. And -- but 1 think that if it 4s, I think that
we also have to protect ourselves. I think that we have to ane
make sure that the berms go up, that the sound walls go up,
that things that are going to protect us and can protect our
property values and protect the rights of everybody that's
here. And put it in writing, exactly.

And =~ let me see here. 1 am for, you know -- I'm

G34-3
not for this, okay. 1'm for TSM, which 1 think is a very

viable alternative if MTA would explore it more deeply. And
1 just think they have not done that.

And I had to -- I had some notes here. There was a
gal here that spcke about using electric vehicles and that
type of thing. I think that should be explored no matter
wheze the buses run, And that we should look at clean,
efficient and things that are just going to be better for
the Valley.

So thank you.

THE JUDGE: In Soo Nlel, to be followed by Irving
Sternberg.
MR. NLEL: Most of all I think MTA hosting this meeting 1635

1%

Response to Comment G34

Comment G34-1

An extensive evaluation of a wide range of alternatives has been conducted
over the life of the project. The commenter is referred to sections 1-2 and
2-1 of the EIS for an overview of this history.

Comment G34-2

Tables S-1, S-2, and S-3, all contained in the Executive Summary of the
EIR, identify the BRT project impacts to the community, as well as the
proposed mitigations for these impacts. The soundwalls are identified as a
mitigation for noise impacts. All the mitigation measures in Tables S-1,
S-2, and S-3 will be listed in a Mitigation Monitoring Plan, which MTA is
required to prepare and which will be adopted by the Board at the time of
the acceptance of the Final EIR. MTA is required to implement these
mitigations as part of the project.

Comment G34-3

The commenter’s support for the TSM Alternative is noted for the record.
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Response to Comment G35

The comment is noted for the record.

G35
cont'd

1 80 we can come and express our two different views. And I

2 appreciate both of them. And without taking sides, 1'd like

3 to express my philosophical view on this matter. President

4 Reagan aaid any nation, any people who forget the past, even

S or the present, and afraid to meet the challenge of a future

6 will be in great danger.

2 1 was grown up in a culture that great people,

8 great nation will look ahead 5, 10, 20, 30, 50 years ahead.

] And friends are calling me for our children, for our

10 grandchildren.

11 U.5. has democracy, the best government of the

12 whole world. And majority rules. But alsc individual zight

13 is very sacred and we all uphold individual rights. But

14 was grown in a culture that if I don't like it, but it is

i3 good for the community, for the society, we should support

16 it. And also, even though I like it, if it is bad for the

17 sociaty, bad for the country, we should oppose it. That's

18 the individual right we should cherish.

1% In United States we have a severe energy crisis,
20 All of you know. Maybe some of them you know. In 5, 10,
2 20, 30 years project, so many traffic, so many cars, the
22 gasoline price is high. This is not a fancy story. We have
23 terrible energy crisis coming in. So we have to handle this
24 both as coming together and as an agreenent somehow £o0 that
25 we can plan for our future.
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I have a nice car. But I go to the bus station,
ride the bus. I ride a rapid bus, I ride a subway, and 1
save over 800 miles a month.

How many of you ride the bus and save gas and
mileage? Very few. Very few. Just think about it. For
our future we need a good transportation system. Whether we
like it or not, we have to acknowledge it and find a
solution so that that =-- can you believe 5, 10 years how
many accident will be on the street? HMHow many crimes is on
the street? How many pollutions is going to come? We have
to solve this making together,

And {f 1 may add onc more thing, we have to
sacrifice. We have to -- now, sacrifice {s a bad word, but
we have to sacrifice for our future.

Thank you.

THE JUDGE: Thank you.

Irving Sternberg, to be followed by Elle Saling.

MR. STEINBERG: Good evening. My name is Dr. lrving
Steinberg. As president of Shaarey 2edek Synagogue, as a
practitioner at a county hospital, and as paying taxpayer
and a parent of children in North Hollywood, I am happy to
be heze to respectfully give a response to the HTA's
Environmental Impact Report.

I am a native New Yorker. A creature of mass
transit. I can look all over New York for examples

81

G35
cont'd

G36

Response to Comment G36

The thrust of the comment has to do with the perceived adverse imposition
of the BRT and its associated bus service on days of worship in the
Orthodox Jewish community along Chandler Boulevard. The commenter
should note that specific accommodations are being made to provide mid-
block pedestrian crossings at two locations serving synagogues, with
crossing signals that can be operated in a manner consistent with Orthodox
Jewish requirements.
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G368 contd
cont'd 1 There are other ways for them to gat to the North Hollywood
1 analogous to what is being proposed by the MTA for rapid bus {
2 3tation. I think it is logical to suggest that the
2 transit down Chandler Boulevard and not find it, T can look
3 ridetship therefore would be very diminished on e Ssturday.
3 all over the liveable community standard, federal standards,
4 Why didn‘t you come to our community and plainly propose
4 federal funded demonstration projects for rapid transit and .
S that the bus wouldn't run on the Sabbath Satucday, with
S not find it. 1 can assess other MTA projects of like intent
6 reduced or no service on the other proscribed holidays? It
6 to advance mass transit in lLos Angelex, and finally I can
7 would seem that any caring pudbli¢ venture would have
7 search my mind and my heart extensively for the common sense
8 included such a stipulation and the ridership would not be
] and the feeling of common community benefit for what is
9 inconvenienced, never having seen that service before.
9 being proposed by the MTA for rapid bus transit down
10 Should it be a high~traffic synagogue serxvice or a
10 Chandler Boulevard, and in all cases 1 cannot find it.
11 low-traffic bus service that (s disrupted?
1 We come asking to be heard not just on the details
12 Now, this is not the total solution, but in fact it
12 of an environmental impact report, but to ask the MTA Board
13 shows the callousness and insensitivity of the MIA to cur
13 to evaluate the other EIRs. How about the ecumenical impact
14 coamunity’s concerns and makes other meagerly proposed and
14 report? This is a pedestrian community of worshippers who
18 substantially unproposed mitigation dubicus in intent. How
1% cannot drive or ride to the synagogues that line Chandler
16 about the emotional impact report? What do rapid duses and
16 Boulevard on Saturdays and other proscribed holidays. Are
17 aventually light rail do to a community whose unity is
17 they to be put at risk for not making it to the synagogue or
18 threatened with physical division and emotional rancor?
19 not returning home because a high-speed bus did the ultimate
19 What about the emotions of a mother who sends her child to
19 damage to the body, in contrast to wheze the person was
20 youth groups at the synagogue with an clder sibling but the
20 headed in spirit? Should any worshipper have to make the
21 child breaka loose of the group and the unspeakable happens?
21 choice between safety and synagogue? Where is the religious
22 Which brings me to my final EIR. The emergency
22 freedom in such a choice? How is it possible that the first
23 room impact report. Who here would submit that the MTA has
23 and easiest, Mr. Michel, was never proposed?
24 a perfect record on avoiding traffic disasters for new rail
24 You are dealing with a new service not provided in
25 and bus systems?
25 this manner to riders coming from Woodland Hills typically. ]
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Response to Comment G37

The commenter’s preference for a subway is noted for the record.

1 THE JUDGE: Time ts up, sir.

2 MR. STEINBERG: As far as I'm concernad with regards to 3.-:'0
3 Chandler, and it should be the concerns of Oxnard, the bus

4 stops hero.

5 THE JUDGE: Elle Saling, to be followed by Petra Duxnin.
6 M9, SALING: TI‘m mot rich. 1 don‘t live on Chandler,

7 But 1 oppose this bus line,

8 I come from New Yark. 1 have taken public

9 transportation including in Los Angeles since I moved back
10 here & year ago. I take elther the Red Line or the

11 Metrolink every aingle day to downtown. I save money on

12 gas, 1 save wear and tear on my car, I aveid ldiots crashing
13 my car.

14 But a bus line, an unproven bus line that disrxupts
1% residents, iz not the answer to our problem. We need a

16 subway system put in over time that services the needs of

17 Los Angeles County as it continues to grow aver the next 50
18 and 100 years. More Lmpeortantly, not eonly do wé need an

19 cast, west, north, south, but like New Yotk we need in G37
20 between lines. Because we axe 30 spread osut that even if

21 you take the line down Victozy and you need to go to

22 Ventura, you have to get on another bus to go down there and
23 fight the traffic anyway.

24 1 am opposed to this bus line. Personally, it is
25 in my backyard. 1 live on Blucher Street. e back the 405
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Freeway. There's approximately 100 feet betwsen my backyard
and the 405 that they are putting it in. And I bought my
house two months ago. 1 saved my entire adult lite for this
house. And in two months the MTA thinks they're going to
come in and make this change.

We need to stand up to them. We need to tel)l them
they need to come up with a solution.

We are not opposed. Chandler iz not opposed to
public transportation. Osxnard {s not opposed to public
transportation. The people from Valley Village are not
opposed. Nobody here is opposed to a publiec tranaportation
system.

Think about Lt., All the trains you have now go
through industzial areas. They do not disrupt zesidents.
If you're going to plan something, plan it around the
community, the taxpayers, the people, the people that live
and die in this community, whose children are born and
raised, go to school, and support it. That's what we need.

We don't need a bus line.

THE JUDGE: Petza Durnin, followed by Nancy Bennett,
MS. DURNIN: That is going to be tough to follow.

I also live on Blucher Avenue and directly behind
my house is the 405 Freeway, and in between that they're
going to cram the bus station and the bus line.

1 oppose =~ I am also from New York. 1 am not

85

Response to Comment G38

In the 100-foot wide MTA ROW between the 1-405 freeway and homes
along Blucher Avenue, the BRT Alternative would include the 26-foot wide
busway, an 8-foot bicycle/pedestrian facility, and a 24-foot wide access
road to the Sepulveda park-and-ride, located to the southeast. This leaves
approximately 40 feet for buffering, landscaping, and a soundwall to shield
homes from noise. The MTA has conducted several meetings with the
community along Blucher Avenue, and plans to locate a 12-foot soundwall
on the rear property lines of homes along Blucher Avenue. Please see the
Preliminary Engineering drawings in Volume 3 for additional details.
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opposed to public tranaportation. This is a poor plan. It
is poorly designed, the map is horrible. Tests have not
been done since 1987 in some of the things.

But most importantly, what nobody has talked about
is the 1200 cars going to ke whipping through your
neighborhoods to get to the stations. No one has addressed
this. As it is, I live between Sepulveda and Victory.
Innumerable cars cut through right down my street, flying
down there; and there are speed bumps, but they fly down
anyway, and nobody has said how these cars are going to get
to these stations. So wheres are we going to put 1200 cars
on our street? Do we want them whipping through our
neighborhood? 1 have kids on my street, dogs, cats,
whatever, people. You can't cross safely your own street.
Never mind Chandler where it's, you know, bigger. I
understand your concerns. Little streets. We can't even
get across there.

So that's all I have to say.

THE JUDGE: MNancy Bennett, to be followed by Phillip
Valdez.

Nancy Bennett here? Not here?

Phillip Valdez, to be followed by Raul Melara.

MR, VALDEZ: My name is Phillip Valdez, and I'm part of
the group that lives on Victory and Sepulveda.

First of all, we believe that the EIR is flawed.
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The traffic portion of the EIR did not take into account the
increased traffic that would be caused by new business in
the Victory-Sepulveda area in Van Nuys. There's new Pep
Boys, Staples, Target, Costco, and a proposed Home Depot
Expo, These businesses will increase traffic in the area
tremendously. How will you deal with the increased traffic,
and don't you need to account for this information and add
it to the EIR?

The traffic caused by the park-and-ride station in
this area, on top of the new businesses in this area, would
definitely fmpact the quality our lives and our property
values throughout the San Fernando Valley. Shouldn’'t the
traffic portion of EIR be restudied and redrafted?

Lastly, I support the rerouting of the bus line so
that {t does not run directly in back of the homes on
Blucher Avenue and Victory Boulevard. There is an
alternative. The bus line should run directly across the
405 Freeway via an overpass so that the homes and people in
this area are not impacted when they don’t need to be.

THE JUDGE: Raul Melara, to be followed by Dozothy
Warner.

Melara here? I guess not.

Dorothy Warner, to be followed by Jill Haber.

Dorothy Warner here?

All right. Jill Haber. Jill Haber here?
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G3g-1

G39-2

Response to Comment G39

Comment G39-1

The traffic analysis does account for other growth in traffic. The
transportation model includes the projected buildout of land uses in the area
for 2020. In addition, the traffic associated with the park-and-ride lots was
also specifically included in the traffic analysis. This is documented in the
methodology section (Section 3-3.2.1) of the traffic analysis.

Comment G39-2

The MTA ROW between the 1-405 freeway and the homes along Blucher
Avenue would be screened from homes by a soundwall, as discussed with
the community along Blucher. See the response to comment G38 for more
information.
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Okay., To be followed by Seymour Feuerstein,

MS. HABER: Hi, Ny name {s a Jill Haber. T live right
over here In Tarzana. Our streets are between Corbin and
Tampa and Ventura Frzeeway and Topham,

Fizrst of all, I'd like to say that theze's a lot of
people from our neighborhood that have no idea about this
because this whole thing has been misleading to 98 percent
of our neighbors. They keep saying Victory and Oxnard.
Nothing’'s been said about Topham because that's the old
railzoad tracks and they keep referring to that as Oxnazd.

So nobody has an {dea. 30 the MTA and the newspapers have
been misleading everybody on that.
G40-1

The other thing is that they plan on putting a stop
at Topham and Tampa. They said no parking there. I just
spoke with somebody who said there won't be any parking but
there'll be a stop. S50 if there's going to be a stop thers
and they're miles -- one mile apart, i{n order to get to that
bus you have to walk a half a mile if you happen to live in
the middle of it. Half a mile, which is four blocks, to go
to that bus, take the bus wherever you're going, then when
you come back you've got to walk a half a mile back after
work, Which is really silly, because right now there'’s
already a private school and that intersection is really
bad. 0.2
We live in a rural neighborhood that has horses, T‘

Response to Comment G40

Comment G40-1

Based on the results of the ridership model, the BRT station at Tampa is
expected to be mostly a bus transfer, auto drop-off (kiss-and-ride) and walk
access location for transit patrons. It is not projected to generate a major
park-and ride demand.

Comment G40-2

A combined pedestrian path and bikeway, to be operated by LADOT, is
being incorporated into the corridor. No special provisions for walking
animals such as goats, sheep, and horses will be included, however. The
balance of the right-of-way that is not utilized by the busway and
bikeway/pedestrian path will be landscaped with shrubbery, trees, and
ground cover.

San Fernando Valley
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G40-2
t'd
goats, sheep. You name it, we've got it. People are
walking their goats, their sheep, they ride their horses
along the zailroad tracks. And we were promised bike paths
and horse trails years ago. As a matter of fact, last year
we were supposed to have a meeting for a bike path, and that
waz just forgotten about because they want to do the NTA
instead,
This §s going to totally ruin our neighborhood, G40-3
It's one of the last neighborhoods around like this. I have
a friend that lives zight across the street from the
railroad tracks and is selling her house now because of
this. She has just had it.
We really want to keep our neighborhood the way it
is. 1If they do any kind of parking whatsoever, if they
decide to do parking at Topham and Tampa, we have streets
that the city refuses to redo. We have potholes that we
can't aven get filled. So the extra traffic at that goes
through that neighborhood is qoing to kill us. Not only
that, people are driving up that street now to get to Wazner
Center at 30 mile an hour, and it's a 25-mile-an-houz zone.
We can't get speed bumps or anything else,
We were told that the buses were going to go 50
miles per hour every three to five minutes. That was the
first thing. How you've lowered it, but still, how can G40-4
you == another lady had said 456 buses a day. How {s 456
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Comment G40-3

The commenter’s opposition to the project is noted for the record.

Comment G40-4

As discussed in Section 4-9.4 of the Final EIS/EIR, approximately 29,000
linear feet of sound walls will be constructed to mitigate noise impacts.
Caltrans is in the process of constructing a soundwall on the 1-405 freeway.
Finally, MTA will be working closely with bus manufacturers to design
future clean fuel buses that will be more quiet.
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G40-4
cont'd
buses a day going to be quiet in our neighborhood? There's

no way. And they're going to put a three-foot sound wall,
30 between the sound wall that's going to block the bus
theze and then we got the f(reeway two blocks up, what'’s

going to happen to the people in the middle with the sound

bouncing off of everything? We don’t want it in our
neighborhood.
THE JUDGE: Seymour Feuerstein, to be followed by
Dov Fischer.
MR. FEUERSTEIN: I'm Seymour Feuerstein. I'm
representing the Concerned Citizens Transit Coalition.
And I just wanted to make the statement we're Ga1-1
supportive of enhanced east-wast transit corridor; we
however arxe adamantly opposed to any form of surface transit
along the proposed east-west Chandler bus way deviation.
What I'd like to talk about today is mitigation.
This i3 a buzz word, a mantra used by MTA staff, to assuage
problem areas. For instance, safety concerns. We were .
concerned about the solid walls that they initially
suggested for Chandlez Boulevard; they went to chain-link Ga1-2
fence with shrubbery and ultimately decided on a four-foot
high picket tence. That's fine, except it still is
psychologically a bifurcation of the community and is unsafe

for children who can scale over the fence. In addition, the

open fence means added wheel nolse from the buses,

%0

Response to Comment G41

Comment G41-1

The commenter’s statement of general support for transit, coupled with his
statement in opposition to the Chandler alignment, are noted for the record.

Comment G41-2

See the response to Comment C9-47.

San Fernando Valley
East-West Transit Corridor

'EEEXS EIS/EIR

page 7-671



Group G — CEQA Public Hearings

A C s W N e

10
11
12
13
14
13
16
17
18
19
20
22
22
23
24
25

They said they'll cut down the speeds to posted
speed limits. We have a lot of schools along the line,
Grant High School in North Hollywood, we're talking over 8-
to 9,000 achool children in addition to some pazochial
schools, as well. And even though they'll slow down the
buses, this will destroy the rapid bus transit along the
Chandler corridor. It's no different than any of the other
alternatives.

With regard to noise, 1 had already indicated that
using the picket fence will add to increased noise. They
aze talking about berms, wall, and fences by 2020. At peak
transportation lavels the buses will run two and a half
minutes in each direction, That means that you can have a
bus every minute in that corxridor running in each opposite
direction. There will be 464 buses from 7:00 a.m. to 9:00
p.m.; 158 buses from 9:00 p.m. to 7:00 a.m. This does not
include faeder buses from other lines that may be rerouted
to take advantage of the rapid bus way. They'll pull in
buses from other stzeets to cover peak periods.

This is a point of fact. There had been no buses
west of Whitsett along Chandler Boulevard since 1992. They
were pulled off because there was no ridership. There has
not been any buses on that section of Chandler, 80 there
would be added noise if you put any buses on Chandler or
even go up the diagonal.
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Comment G41-3

Existing noise levels in the vicinity of Chandler Boulevard between
Whitsett Avenue and Ethel Avenue are Ly, 64 dBA. Due to the existing
noise conditions, the addition of bus service would result in a relatively
small increase in overall noise levels in this area. As a result, no severe
impacts are projected for this portion of the alignment. Furthermore, in
order to minimize moderate impacts, a 500 linear foot sound wall (12 feet
high) is proposed along north side of the right-of-way from Ethel Avenue to
the intersection of the alignment and Chandler Boulevard.
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In terms of pollution, we have gone from no buses
in that portion to a limited number of buses east of there.
This will add pollution. The MTA claims that tzatfic will
be reduced because of the buses; that will compensate for
the added pollution. We feel their assumptions aze flawed,
Our independent evaluation indicates that with potential
traffic jams, the pollution will be increased, particularly
in areas that do not are have any buses.

The only solution 100 percent mitigation, get oft
ot Chandler or put in the deep-bore subway configurarion
across the ecast-west Yalley as mandated by the Robbins Bill.

THE JUDGE: Dov Fischer, to be followed by Tom Herman.

Dov Fischer here?

MR. FISCHER: Thank you, vexry much.

1 begin by noting no matter where you stand on the
1ssue, I believe we are today participants at an illegal
event. This is supposed to be a hearing. The law of
California requires a hearing. The MTIA doesn't want a
heazing, but they have to have a hearing. This iz not a

heazring, this is a transcribing.

Madam Transcriber, I'm sure you'tre a very good
person. Bubt we were supposed to be heard, not read. The
law requires that we be heard. And this s bogus. We will
be heard on election day if we don’t get ourselves heard
before this thing is done. And we will be heard no matter
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G414

G42-1

Comment G41-4

The commenter’s preference for a subway is noted for the record.

Response to Comment G42

Comment G42-1

The MTA is not aware of any state or federal law prohibiting a public
hearing of the type conducted on June 21, 2001. The sections of the State
CEQA Guidelines related to public hearings are as follows:

15202. Public Hearings

(a) CEQA does not require formal hearings at any stage of the
environmental review process. Public comments may be restricted to
written communication.

(b) If an agency provides a public hearing on its decision to carry out or
approve a project, the agency should include environmental review as one
of the subjects for the hearing.

(c) A public hearing on the environmental impact of a project should
usually be held when the Lead Agency determines it would facilitate the
purposes and goals of CEQA to do so. The hearing may be held in
conjunction with and as a part of normal planning activities.

(d) A draft EIR or Negative Declaration should be used as a basis for
discussion at a public hearing. The hearing may be held at a place where
public hearings are regularly conducted by the Lead Agency or at another
location expected to be convenient to the public.

(e) Notice of all public hearings shall be given in a timely manner. This
notice may be given in the same form and time as notice for other regularly
conducted public hearings of the public agency. To the extent that the
public agency maintains an Internet web site, notice of all public hearings
should be made available in electronic format on that site.

() A public agency may include, in its implementing procedures,
procedures for the conducting of public hearings pursuant to this section.
The procedures may adopt existing notice and hearing requirements of the
public agency for regularly conducted legislative, planning, and other
activities.
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what election it is for what office.

My name is Dov Fischer. I practice complex civil
litigation at the Los Angeles offices of Akin, Gump,
Strauss, Hauer & Feld.

Besides the violation of law tonight, by failing to
give us a hearing, the environmental impact report further
fails to meet the State Supreme Court of California mandate
in Laurel Heights Improvement Association versus Regents of
California, because the EIR fails to discusz every possible
reasonable alternative to the proposed project.

One reasonable alternative tonight that I've heard
about, that's been a morze clean burning fuel. But I also
note that the EIR speaks about a Transportation Systems
Management, a TSM program, that some of the people in Laurel
Canyon and Valley Glen have supported. And what strikes me
is that the EIR also speaks about Minimum Operable Segment,
an MOS plan, that begins in Van Nuys at Woodman that and
stops at Balbeoa in Encino.

Why in the world does the BIR not d<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>