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SUBJECT:

SAN FERNANDO VALLEY EAST-WEST TRANSIT
CORRIDOR ENVIRONMENTAL CLEARANCE

ACTION:

BOARD CONSIDERATION OF THE FINAL
ENVIRQNMENTAL lMPACT REPORT (FEIR)

RECOMMENDATION

A. Certify that the San Fernando Valley East-West Transit Corridor FEIR
(transmitted under separate cover) is in compliance with the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), the FEIR was presented to the
MTA Board, and that the Board reviewed and considered the
information contained therein prior to approving the project. Further,
certify that the FElR reflects the MTA's independent judgment and
analysis, and adopt the Findings and Statement of Overriding Considerations
:..
.-,:+I. +hn rnix-v&n=.A
+ - I n..-I:+-.
"'-----A-..~'A -+ l\VYY'
r E n A ' (See
Attachment A).
UVVYIUU..VV

""1*11 Cll"

VUlllVLlLlU Y l l l l l V l l l i l V l L l U l

YUWlLJ

xu*

&
,

B. Adopt the Mitigation Monitoring Plan (See Attachment B)
C. Adopt the Locally Preferred Alternative (LPA) for the San Fernando Valley
East-West Transit Corridor Project as approved by the MTA Board on
July 26, 2001 with refinementslenhancements discussed in the FEIR and in
this Board report to respond to community issues, as a project: (See
Attachment C).

D. Authorize staff to file a Notice of Determination.
ISSUE

On July 26,2001, the Board approved the DEISDEIR and selected an LPA for the
San Fernando Valley East-West Transit Corridor. The LPA is described in the
DEISDEIR as the Full Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) alternative on the former Pacific
ElectricISouthern Pacific right-of-way (also known as the Burbank-Chandler Rightof-Way) including the Chandler median.
In response to community comments received during circulation of the DEISDEIR,
the MTA Board, in its approval of the DEISDEIR, directed staff to continue to work

with adjacent communities during the preliminary engineering and final environmental
phases to refine project design features where appropriate to address concerns and to
continue to study the Lankershidoxnard alternative as a possible operating
alternative on Saturdays and Sundays, should the Board choose not to operate the
BRT on Chandler on Saturdays and Sundays.

Based on the preliminary engineering activities, and the other technical studies conducted, MTA
staff has determined that the LPA is the superior alternative. Accordingly, the Full Bus Rapid
Transit (BRT) alternative on the former railroad right ofway is the MTA staff recommendation
for adoption by the Board as the Locally Preferred Alternative and as the adopted project. (See
Attachment D for conceptual renderings of the project.)
The identification &d assessment of all reasonable and feasible alternatives accomplished by the
Major Investment Study (MIS), the DEISDEIR and the FEIR meet the requirements of the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). No federal environmental clearance is being
sought at this time because federal fimds are not required to h n d the project, and the project can
be delivered more quickly with state fbnding. MTA could recirculate the document for approval
as a federal environmental document at a later date if that should become necessary for fimding
reasons.
POLICY IMPLICATIONS

The certification of the FEIR and selection of the LPA is consistent with the November 1998
Board adopted policy defined in the Regional Transportation Alternatives Analysis (RTAA) and
the MIS (February 2000) which recommended firther study of a Bus Rapid Transit (BRT)
alternative in this increasingly congested corridor in the City of Los Angeles. The project approval
is also consistent with the July 2001 Board adoption of the LPA based on the DEISDEIR. The
San Fernando Valley East-West Bus Rapid Transit project is contained in the MTA Long Range
Plan.
OPTIONS

The MTA San Fernando Valley East-West Transit Corridor MIS, approved by the Board in
February 2000, considered five mode alternatives and five profile alternatives along the BurbankChandler Right right-of-way. In February 2000 the Board selected the BRT along the BurbankChandler Right-of-way with one potential on-street variation along LankershindOxnard at the
eastern end of the corridor. In July 2001, the Board adopted the Full Bus Rapid Transit (BRT)
alternative as the LPA with direction to consider the LankershidOxnard segment for potential
weekend service. The FEIR contemplates the LPA with refinements, the LankershidOxnard
weekend service variation, and the No Build Alternative.
Adoption of the No Build Alternative would be contrary to the Board's adopted policy to provide
exclusive guideway transit for this corridor. The Board could defer approval of the LPA.
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However, this action would delay the project schedule, increase cost a11d increase the risk of
losing state hnds specifically earmarked for a busway in the San Fernando Valley. The Board
could choose the variation for weekend service on Lankershim/Oxnard. St& is not
recommending this at this time because it would cause confusion to riders, slightly increase travel
time, and slightly increase construction costs.

FINANCLAL IMPACT
Adoption of the LPA does not have an impact to the MTA FY02 Budget. The recommended
LPA keeps the project within 5% of the project costs identified in the August 14, 2001 FTA
Section 5309 Report. The current Capital cost estimate for the project is $329.5 in year of
expenditure dollars (reflected in the FEIR as $300 million in 2001 uninflated dollars). Funding is
allocated in Cost Center 4350, project number 8001 12, task 2.2.10.01 to proceed with the next
step in project development. This is a multi-year project and the cost center manager and
Executive Of'iicer will be responsible for programming the necessary hnds in the MTA FY03
Budget.
BACKGROUND
Following the suspension of the Metro Red Line Eastside Extension, Metro Red Line Mid-City
Extension and Pasadena Blue Line in January 1998, the Board directed the development of the
RTAA. The RTAA identified additional cost effective fixed guideway alternatives for the
Eastside, Mid-City~Westsideand San Fernando Valley Corridors. In February 2000 the Board
adopted the MIS for the San Fernando Valley Transit Corridor, and selected BRT along the
Burbank-Chandler Right-of-way as the preferred mode and alignment and authorized the
completion of the DEISDEIR.
The DEISDEIR evaluated the Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) Alternative, which included three
variations: the Full BRT using the Chandler Boulevard median at the eastern end,
LankershidOxnard on-street alignment and a Minimum Operable Segment. It also evaluated a
Transportation Systems Management Alternative and the No-Build Alternative. The Board
selected the Full BRT as the Locally Preferred Alternative (LPA) in July, 2001, but also directed
staff to continue to study the LankershidOxnard alternative as a possible operating variation on
Saturdays and Sundays. Staff was also directed to continue to work with adjacent communities
during the preliminary engineering and final environmental phases to refine project design features
where appropriate to address concerns.
A comprehensive community outreach program was conducted throughout the development of
the DEISDEIR. The MTA conducted two formal Public Hearings in accordance with Federal
and State environmental law. Summaries of the public testimony submitted at the public hearings
and throughout the comment period were included in the DEISDEIR. The formal public
comment period was extended for 24 days for a total of 69 days.
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The FEIR comprehensively responds to all the community comments received during circulation
of the DEISDEIR. Per Board direction, MTA staff held additional community meetings and
made refinernentslenhancements to the project. Some of these improvements, defined in the
FEIR, are as follows:
Noise:

Sound attenuation walls will be constructed in additional locations along the
busway in areas where the busway is adjacent to residential neighborhoods, beyond
what is required for mitigation.

Landscape:

Additional budget has been allocated for landscaping along the busway. Specific
efforts have been made to prepare design concepts and solicit community
comment.

Traffic:

Additional left and right turn pockets have been designated to improve intersection
movement and safety. Additional traffic calming measures have been designed to
respond to concerns in one neighborhood about cut-through traffic. Traffic signal
design along the corridor has been enhanced in coordination with the City of Los
Angeles Department of Transportation (LADOT).

Parking:

MTA and LADOT have committed to monitoring neighborhood spillover parking
around station areas and provide mitigation measures, if warranted.

Pierce College Station:
Two options for the Pierce College Station were evaluated in response to
comments from the College. In response to comments received from Pierce
College, the project has been refined to locate the station at Winnetka with an
option to locate at Mason Avenue if the college reconsiders.
Based on the comments received, the preliminary engineering activities, and the other technical
studies conducted, as well as the extensive community outreach program, the MTA staff has
concluded that the option which best responds t o the direction of the Board and the comments
received is the Full BRT alternative (with the refinementslenhancements). Accordingly, the Full
BRT is the MTA staff recommendation for adoption by the Board as the refined Locally Preferred
Alternative and as the adopted project.
Section 2108 1.6 of the California Public Resources Code requires that public agencies approving
a project with an Environmental Impact Report adopt a Mitigation Monitoring Plan (MMP) (See
Attachment B). The purpose of the MMP is to ensure that the mitigation measures identified in
the EIR to mitigate the potentially significant environmental effects of the project are, in fact,
properly carried out. Following adoption of the MMP, MTA is responsible for assuring full
compliance with the provisions of the MMP.
CEQA Guidelines Section 15091 requires that MTA make certain findings with respect to those
environmental effects of the project determined in the Environmental Impact Report to be
significant. These findings are contained in the Findings and Statement of Overriding

San Fernando Valley East-West Transit Corridor Environmental Clearance

4

Considerations. (See Attachment A). In addition, where significant environmental effects are
found not to be avoided or mitigated to a less than significant level, CEQA requires that MTA
must balance, as applicable, the economic, legal, social, technological and other benefits of the
project against its unavoidable impacts when determining whether to approve a project. CEQA
Guidelines Section 15093(a) states that if the specific economic, legal, social, technological or
other benefits of the project outweigh the unavoidable adverse effects, those effects may be
considered acceptable. The MTA Board must find that, notwithstanding the disclosure of these
significant and unavoidable impacts, there are specific overriding economic, legal, social,
technological and other reasons for approving this project and that these reasons serve to override
and outweigh the project's significant unavoidable effects. Thus, the adverse effects are
considered acceptable. CEQA requires MTA to support, in writing (Findings and Statement of
Overriding Considerations, Attachment A), the specific reasons for considering a project
acceptable when significant impacts are not avoided or not substantially lessened.

NEXT STEPS
Assuming Board approval of the staff recommendation, MTA staff and consultants will prepare
the Notice of Determination for the San Fernando Valley East-West Transit corridor. MTA staff
and consultants then will proceed with preparation of contract documents and solicitation efforts
for procurement of a Design-Build Contract for construction of the project.

A
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Findings and Statement of Overriding Considerations
Mitigation Monitoring Plan
LPA Alignment Map
Selected Station Renderings

Prepared by: Kathleen Sanchez, Project Manager
David Mieger, Director
Rail, Busway, Bikeway Planning and Station Area Development
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ATTACHMENT A

FINDINGS AND STATEMENT OF OVERRIDING CONSIDERATIONS
(TO BE DISTRIBUTED UNDER SEPARATE COVER)
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ATTACHMENT B

MITIGATION MONITORING PLAN
(TO BE DISTRIBUTED UNDER SEPARATE COVER)
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AND
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CORRIDOR PROJECT

SCH #I9951 01050

February 2002

Findings of Fact and Statement of Overriding Considerations

I.
INTRODUCTION
The Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (MTA) is planning to construct
a Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) project along the former Southern Pacific Railroad ChandlerBurbank Branch, now the MTA right-of-way (hUA ROW), in the San Fernando Valley,
extending from the vicinity of the MTA Red Line North Hollywood station to Warner Center.
Following a lengthy process, extending from 1984 until the present, a wide range of modal
alternatives was considered and evaluated in a series of environmental documents and
alternatives evaluations. This process eventually culminated in the release of a Draft
Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report (DEISIEIR), under joint
sponsorship of the Federal Transit Administration F A ) and MTA, in May 2001. In July 2001,
following completion of the DEISEIR comment period, the MTA Board of Directors (the Board
or MTA Board) identified one alternative as its "Locally Preferred Alternative," namely the Full
BRT Alternative, and further directed staff to: (1) "continue to study the OxnardILankershim
alternative during the PE and Final EISEIR phase as a possible operating alternative on
Saturdays and Sundays should the Board choose not to operate the BRT on Chandler Boulevard
on Saturdays and Sundays" and (2) "continue to work with adjacent communities during the PE
and Final EIS/EIR phase to refine project design features where appropriate to address
concerns."
Following completion of Preliminary Engineering on the Locally Preferred Alternative,
completion of analysis of the Lankershidoxnard Weekend Service Variation, and taking into
consideration the comments of governmental agencies and the public on the project, the MTA
Board has determined that it will adopt the Full BRT Alternative for construction and subsequent
operation. Pursuant to that determination, MTA has issued a Final EIR, prepared in compliance
with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA; Public Resources Code 3 21000 et seq.).
MTA has also determined that it will pursue implementation of the project using local and state
funds, and it will not seek federal funding at this time. Therefore, the former joint sponsorship
between MTA and FTA has been changed in favor of the present MTA sponsorship. MTA
reserves the right, however, to pursue federal funding for a portion of the project cost in the
future.
The selection of the BRT project is based upon the information contained in the Draft EISIEIR,
Final EIR, h4TA's analysis of the respective merits of the available alternatives, and
consideration of the views expressed by both governmental agencies and the public regarding the
project. The reasons for MTA's decision are summarized in these findings.
The project consists of the construction and operation of an at-grade exclusive busway along an
approximately 14-mile corridor extending from the vicinity of the Metro Red Line North
Hollywood station on the east to the vicinity of Warner Center on the west. The corridor is
generally coincident with the MTA ROW, which was purchased from the Southern Pacific
Railroad in the early 1990s. Thirteen stations will be located along the corridor, spaced about 1
mile apart.
These findings have been prepared to comply with requirements of the California Environmental
Quality Act ("CEQA") (Pub. Resources Code, 5 21000 et seq.) and the CEQA Guidelines (Cal.
Code Regs., tit. 14, § 15000 et seq.).
San Fernando Valley
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11.
PROJECT DESCRIPTION

A. Project History and Background
The San Fernando Valley has been growing steadily and is expected to continue growing at a
rapid pace well into the hture. It will experience an increase in population, especially minority
population, and will play host to a large economy. The Ventura Freeway, the primary freeway
paralleling the East-West Transit Corridor, is generally a 10-lane freeway. The freeway is
congested in both directions for much of the day and is one of the most congested freeways in
southern California. The freeway corridor serves a large number of activity centers and provides
connections to Hollywood and downtown Los Angeles. The Ventura Freeway is used by local
traffic as well as long-distance commuters.
Only two major arterials, Sherman Way and Victory Boulevard, and one secondary arterial,
Vanowen Street, are continuous throughout the entire length of the study corridor. Other eastwest arterials are mostly continuous in the East Valley (east of the 1-405) but become
discontinuous in the West Valley. This is due to a number of natural andlor constructed
barriers, including 1-405, Van Nuys Airport, the Sepulveda Basin Recreation Area, and the
Ventura Freeway. These obstructions, together with traffic from the freeway system, force eastwest travel in the San Fernando Valley onto a limited number of congested arterials in the area.
Transportation planning in the Southern California region is the responsibility of the Southern
California Association of Governments (SCAG), which is the designated Metropolitan Planning
Organization (MPO) for the six-county region that includes Los Angeles, Orange, Ventura,
Riverside, San Bernardino, and Imperial counties. Under federal law, SCAG must prepare a
Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) and update that plan periodically.
The MTA, as the state-designated planning and programming agency for Los Angeles County,
submits recommended projects and programs to SCAG for inclusion in the RTP. The MTA
identifies transportation needs and challenges that the county will face over a 25-year planning
horizon through the development of its Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP), which becomes
the blueprint for implementing future transportation improvements in Los Angeles County.
Individual transportation projects identified for implementation by MTA and the other SCAG
counties are incorporated into the Regional Transportation Improvement Plan @TIP), which is
also administered by SCAG. The MTA submits projects under its jurisdiction for listing in the
RTIP. The RTIP has a 6-year near-term implementation horizon and is aimed at identifying
projects approaching the construction phase of development. Projects listed in the RTIP, which
must also be referenced in the RTP, are then eligible for state and federal funding. The Locally
Preferred Alternative (Full BRT Alternative) is included in the adopted 2001 SCAG RTP and the
2001-2007 RTIP.
Rail transit planning for the San Fernando Valley began in earnest in 1980, when Los Angeles
County voters approved a one-half cent sales tax increase dedicated to funding a regional rail
San Fernando Valley
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system. Among the alignments studied over the next several years were Sherman Way, Victory
Boulevard, Ventura Boulevard, the Los Angeles River, the Southern Pacific (SP) Coast
Mainline, the SP Burbank Branch, and the Ventura Freeway. Technologies under consideration
ranged from at-grade and aerial light rail to deep-bore heavy rail (subway). Route refinement
and environmental assessment activities continued until 1990, when the Los Angeles County
Transportation Commission (LACTC, now 1MTA) certified the San Fernando East-West Rail
Transit Project Final Environmental Impact Report (EIR) and adopted a predominantly deepbore subway alternative following the SP Burbank Branch right-of-way (SP ROW, now MTA
ROW) from North Hollywood to the Warner Center area, a distance of roughly 14 miles (9 miles
subway and 5 miles aerial). In 1992, a Supplemental EIR was completed, documenting the
costs, expected ridership, and environmental impacts of the previously adopted SP Burbank
Branch subway and a newly considered Ventura Freeway median aerial alignment. Prepreliminary engineering studies for both of these alternatives were undertaken and after
reviewing revised cost estimates, the Board of Directors of the MTA endorsed the SP Burbank
Branch East-West Corridor in October 1994.
In 1995, a Major Investment Study (MIS) was initiated that was intended to proceed through the
preparation of an environmental document and subsequent implementation of a project in the
San Fernando Valley. An MIS Alternatives Screening Report, which outlined the alternatives to
be carried forward into the environmental process, was presented to the MTA Board on May 22,
1996. A draft Major Investment StudyIDraft Environmental Impact Statement/Supplemental
Environmental Impact Report (MIS/DEIS/SEIR) was prepared and review of that document was
initiated with the Federal Transit Administration (FTA). The process was halted during a review
of overall planning activities of the MTA, and the project was suspended.
In 1997 and 1998, MTA undertook several planning efforts related to the regional bus system,
and this activity led to the publication of several planning documents, including the May 1998
Restructuring Plan, the August 1998 RTP Transit Restructuring for Use in the MTA Reevaluation Study, the November 1998 Regional Transit Alternatives Analysis, and the 1999 Los
Angeles Metro Rapid Bus Demonstration Program Implementation Plan.
In June 1999, the MTA initiated a second Major Investment Study (MIS) for the San Fernando
Valley East-West Transit Corridor. This MIS relied heavily on work previously done and
considered a range of alternatives including rapid transit, heavy and light rail, dual-mode rail,
and diesel multiple unit technology. A range of profiles was also considered.
On February 18, 2000, the Sun Fernando Valley EastMest Transit Corridor Major Investment
Study was published and presented to the Board. On February 24, 2000, the MTA Board
approved the MIS document and directed staff to proceed with work on the Draft Environmental
Impact Statement/Report (Draft EISIEIR) for the Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) project in the San
Fernando Valley, as recommended in the MIS document. The MTA Board action of July 26,
2001, identified the Full BRT as the Locally Preferred Alternative. The Board recommended
moving forward with Preliminary Engineering on the Full BRT Alternative.
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B. Project Description
Approximately 14 miles long, the Bus Rapid Transit Alternative (Locally Preferred Alternative)
consists primarily of an at-grade fixed busway, with exclusive bus lanes on the former Southern
Pacific right-of-way (which in this Final EIR is referred to as the MTA ROW), between the
North Hollywood Metro Rail station and the planned Warner Center Transit Hub. Thirteen
stations, some of them with park-and-ride lots, would be provided at the following locations:
North Hollywood, Laurel Canyon Boulevard, Valley College (Fulton-Burbank), Woodman
Avenue, Van Nuys, Sepulveda, Woodley Avenue, Balboa Boulevard, Reseda Boulevard, Tampa
Avenue, Pierce College (at either Mason or Winnetka Avenue), De Soto Avenue, and Warner
Center Transit Hub.
The 26-foot wide, at-grade busway is typically located in the center of the MTA ROW, which is
typically 100 feet wide. The wide right-of-way provides an opportunity to take the busway
beyond conventional bus network design, in terms of its exclusive right-of-way, stations,
spacing, partial transit priority, and fare prepayment. It would provide adequate space for
landscaped treatment such as berms, trees, fenceslwalls, and shrubs to buffer the busway from
adjacent homes and businesses and would also accommodate space for a bikewaylpedestrian
path.
Park-and-ride facilities at six stations would provide commuters with approximately 2,900 to
3,200 new parking spaces in addition to the existing parking spaces at the Metro Red Line station
and at Balboa Boulevard, for a total of approximately 4,000 to 4,300 spaces. Pedestrian
amenities and landscaping would be provided at the stations and park-and-ride lots would be
landscaped.
Station platfolllis would be designed to accommodate three low-floor 40- to 45-foot buses or two
60-foot single-articulated buses. Canopies, for shade and shelter, would partially cover the
platforms. The station design would establish a unifying theme throughout the line, giving the
busway corridor a clear visual and functional impression in the context of the Valley. Site
amenities such as seating, lighting, screen walls where needed, bicycle racksnockers, and ticket
vending machines, would be included at each station. Stations may be equipped with an
Advanced Travelers' Information System (ATIS), electronic signage that would inform travelers
of the wait time until the next bus and provide other real-time transitway operating inf~~iiiation.

In the East Valley, the alignment extends west from the North Hollywood Metro Red Line
station at Chandler and Lankershim Boulevards. The alignment continues westward in the
median of Chandler Boulevard, crossing the intersection of Fulton Avenue and Burbank
Boulevard diagonally near Valley College. The route then parallels Oxnard Street to Sepulveda
Boulevard. The alignment crosses under the 1-405 in an existing underpass, entering the West
Valley.
In the West Valley, the alignment continues along the northern portion of the Sepulveda Flood
Control Basin and Recreation Area until just after Balboa Boulevard, where it heads southwest,
crossing the Los Angeles River before White Oak Avenue. The alignment continues west in the
San Fernando Valley
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MTA ROW, paralleling Topham Street and then Victory Boulevard after passing Winnetka
Boulevard. At the intersection of Victory Boulevard and Variel Avenue, the alignment leaves
the MTA ROW and continues south on-street on Variel Avenue to Oxnard Street. At Oxnard
Street, buses would head west on-street to a terminus at the planned Warner Center Transit Hub,
along Owensmouth Avenue between Erwin and Oxnard Streets, adjacent to the Promenade
Shopping Mall. Buses would return to the MTA ROW via Erwin Street and Variel Avenue.
Between Variel and Coldwater Canyon Avenues (except through the Sepulveda Basin), a Class I
bike pathlpedestrian path would be constructed within the MTA ROW adjacent to the busway.
This path has been developed in cooperation with the City of Los Angeles Department of
Transportation. Through the Sepulveda Basin (between White Oak and Haskell Avenues), the
proposed bicyclelpedestrian alignment would diverge from the MTA ROW and make use of
existing bicyclelpedestrian facilities. Cyclists would rejoin the MTA ROW at either end of the
Basin. The path would be provided with lighting along most of its length, and cyclists and
pedestrians would cross streets at signalized crossings. Along Chandler Boulevard east of
Coldwater Canyon, Class 11bike lanes would be designated along the North and South Chandler
roadways. The bike lanes would continue to the eastern terminus of the BRT at Lankershim
Boulevard. Separate environmental documentation will be prepared for this bicyclelpedestrian
facility.
Along Chandler Boulevard in the East Valley, the MTA ROW is in the median, typically 60-feet
wide, but 100-feet wide west of Whitsett Avenue. To address community concerns expressed in
previous studies, several busway cross-section options were considered during the development
of the Major Investment Study. The option under which buses would run in the median of
Chandler Boulevard was pursued for environmental analysis in the Draft EIS/EIR and Final EIR.
As a part of the Full BRT Alternative, a number of pedestrian amenities will be constructed
within the Chandler Boulevard median. These amenities were developed and refined during the
Preliminary Engineering of the BRT Alternative. Along Chandler Boulevard, as well as along
the entire alignment, all existing crossings of the MTA ROW will be retained. On the Jewish
Sabbath and Jewish holidays, pedestrian signals will operate on a timer and will not need to be
manually engaged. Two signalized mid-block crossings of the MTA ROW will be constructed
along Chandler Boulevard, one at Agnes Avenue and the other at Goodland Avenue. Two
pedestrian paths will be constructed within the MTA ROW paralleling portions of Chandler
Boulevard where sidewalks do not currently exist. In addition, a pedestrian path will be
constructed on the north side of the realigned North Chandler roadway near Ethel and the
Chabad facility.
In addition and, as a base to the Full BRT project, the improvements associated with the TSM
Alternative would be implemented as a part of the Bus Rapid Transit Alternative. These would
include increased bus service frequency on various east-west and north-south arterials in the
Valley providing a grid of higher frequency bus service in the Valley.
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111.
RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS
For purposes of CEQA and these Findings, the Record of Proceedings for the Project consists of
the following documents, at a minimum:
San Fernando Valley East-West Transit Corridor Major Investment Study (2000);
The Notice of Preparation and all other public notices issued by the MTA in conjunction
with the Project;
San Fernando Valley East-West Transit Corridor Draft EISEIR;
The San Fernando Valley East-West Transit Corridor Final EIR, comprised of Volume 1,
Volume 2 (consisting of all comments submitted by agencies or members of the public
during the public comment period on the Draft EISIEIR), Volume 3, and the Technical
Appendices;
The Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP) for the BRT Project;

All findings and resolutions adopted by the MTA Board in connection with the Project, and
all documents cited or referred to therein;
Any documents expressly cited in the foregoing documents, in addition to the Findings of
Fact and Statement of Overriding Considerations; and
Any other materials required to be in the record of proceedings by Public Resources Code
section 21 167.6, subdivision (e).
The custodian of the documents comprising the record of proceedings is Ms. Kathleen Sanchez,
Metropolitan Transportation Authority, One Gateway Plaza, Los Angeles, California, 90012.

IV.
FINDINGS REQUIRED UNDER CEOA
Public Resources Code section 21002 provides that "public agencies should not approve projects
as proposed if there are feasible alternatives or feasible mitigation measures available which
would substantially lessen the significant environmental effects of such projects[.]" (Emphasis
added.) The same statute states that the procedures required by CEQA "are intended to assist
public agencies in systematically identifying both the significant effects of proposed projects and
the feasible alternatives or feasible mitigation measures which will avoid or substantially lessen
such significant effects." (Emphasis added.) Section 21002 goes on to state that "in the event
[that] specific economic, social, or other conditions make infeasible such project alternatives or

M
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such mitigation measures, individual projects may be approved in spite of one or more
significant effects thereof."
The mandate and principles announced in Public Resources Code section 21002 are
implemented, in part, through the requirement that agencies must adopt findings before
approving projects for which EIRs are required. (See Pub. Resources Code, 5 21081, subd. (a);
CEQA Guidelines, 99 15091, subd. (a) and 15096, subd. (h).) For each significant
environmental effect identified in an EIR for a proposed project, the approving agency must
issue a written finding reaching one or more of three permissible conclusions. The first such
finding is that "[clhanges or alterations have been required in, or incorporated into, the project
which avoid or substantially lessen the significant environmental effect as identified in the final
EIR." (CEQA Guidelines, § 15091, subd. (a)(l).) The second permissible finding is that "[sluch
changes or alterations are within the responsibility and jurisdiction of another public agency and
not the agency making the finding. Such changes have been adopted by such other agency or
can and should be adopted by such other agency." (CEQA Guidelines, § 15091, subd. (a)(2).)
The third potential conclusion is that "[slpecific economic, legal, social, technological, or other
considerations, including provision of employment opportunities for highly trained workers,
make infeasible the mitigation measures or project alternatives identified in the final EIR."
(CEQA Guidelines, 9 15091, subd. (a)(3).) Public Resources Code section 21061.1 defines
"feasible" to mean "capable of being accomplished in a successful manner within a reasonable
period of time, taking into account economic, environmental, social and technological factors."
CEQA Guidelines section 15364 adds another factor: "legal" considerations.
The concept of "feasibility" also encompasses the question of whether a particular alternative or
mitigation measure promotes the underlying goals and objectives of a project. (City of Del Mar
vs. City of San Diego (1982), 133 Cal.App.3d 401, 417.) "[F]easibility" under CEQA
encompasses "desirability" to the extent that desirability is based on a reasonable balancing of
the relevant economic, environmental, social, and technological factors." mid.; see also
Sequoyah Hills Homeowners Assn (1983), 23 Cal.App.4th 704,715.)
Neither CEQA itself nor the CEQA Guidelines define .the difference between "avoiding" a
significant environmental effect and merely "substantially lessening" such an effect. The
Metropolitan Transportation Authority must therefore glean the meaning of these teiiiis from the
other contexts in which the terms are used. Public Resources Code section 21081, on which
CEQA Guidelines section 15091 is based, uses the term "mitigate" rather than "substantially
lessen." The CEQA Guidelines therefore equate "mitigating" with "substantially lessening."
Such an understanding of the statutory term is consistent with the policies underlying CEQA,
which include the policy that "public agencies should not approve projects as proposed if there
are feasible alternatives or feasible mitigation measures available which would substantially
lessen the significant environmental effects of such projects." (Pub. Resources Code, 9 21002.)
For purposes of these findings, the term "avoid" refers to the effectiveness of one or more
mitigation measures to reduce an otherwise significant effect to a less than significant level. In
contrast, the term "substantially lessen" refers to the effectiveness of such measure or measures
to substantially reduce the severity of a significant effect, but not to reduce that effect to a less
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than significant level. These interpretations appear to be mandated by the holding in Laurel
Hills, supra, 83 Cal.App.3d at p. 521, in which the Court of Appeal held that an agency had
satisfied its obligation to substantially lessen or avoid significant effects by adopting numerous
mitigation measures, not all of which rendered the significant impacts in question (e.g., the
"degradation to air quality") less than significant.
Although CEQA Guidelines section 15091 requires only that approving agencies specify that a
particular significant effect is "avoid[ed] or substantially lessen[ed]," these findings, for
purposes of clarity, in each case will specify whether the effect in question has been reduced to a
less than significant level, or has simply been substantially lessened but remains significant.
Moreover, although section 15091, read literally, does not require findings to address
environmental effects that an EIR identifies as merely "potentially significant," these findings
will nevertheless fully account for all such effects identified in the Final EIR.
In short, CEQA requires that the lead agency adopt mitigation measures or alternatives, where
feasible, to substantially lessen or avoid significant environmental impacts that would otherwise
occur. Project modification or alternatives are not required, however, where such changes are
infeasible or where the responsibility for modifying the project lies with some other agency.
(CEQA Guidelines, § 15091, subd. (a), (b).)

With respect to a project for which significant impacts are not avoided or substantially lessened
either through the adoption of feasible mitigation measures or a feasible environmentally
superior alternative, a public agency, after adopting proper findings, may nevertheless approve
the project if the agency first adopts a statement of overriding considerations setting forth the
specific reasons why the agency found that the project's economic, legal, social, technological,
or other benefits "rendered acceptable" its unavoidable adverse environmental effects." (CEQA
Guidelines, 55 15093, 15043, subd. (b); see also Pub. Resources Code, 5 21081, subd. (b).) The
California Supreme Court has stated that, "[tlhe wisdom of approving . . . any . . . development
project, a delicate task which requires a balancing of interests, is necessarily left to the sound
discretion of the local officials and their constituents who are responsible for such decisions.
The law as we interpret and apply it simply requires that those decisions be informed, and
therefore balanced." (Citizens of Goleta Valley vs. Board of Supervisors (19901, 52 Cal.3d 553,
576.)
These findings constitute the MTA's best efforts to set forth the rationales and support for its
decision under the requirements of CEQA.

v.
LEGAL EFFECTS OF FINDINGS
To the extent that these findings conclude that various proposed mitigation measures outlined in
the Final EIR are feasible and have not been modified, superseded, or withdrawn, the
Metropolitan Transportation Authority hereby binds itself to implement these measures. These
findings, in other words, are not merely informational, but rather constitute a binding set of
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obligations that will come into effect when MTA Board decisionmakers formally approve the
Project.
The mitigation measures are also referenced in the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting
Program adopted concurrently with these findings, and will be effectuated through the process of
constructing and implementing the Project.

VI.
MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM
A Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP) has been prepared for the Project and
has been adopted concurrently with these Findings. (See Pub. Resources Code, § 21081.6, subd.
(a)(l); CEQA Guidelines, 3 15097.) The Metropolitan Transportation Authority use the MMRP
to track compliance with Project mitigation measures. The MMRP will remain available for
public review during the compliance period.
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VII.
SIGNIFICANT EFFECTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES
The Final EIR identified several significant environmental effects (or "impacts") that the BRT
Project will cause. Some of these significant effects are lessened or made not significant by
implementation of feasible mitigation measures. Others cannot be avoided by the adoption of
feasible mitigation measures or feasible environmentally superior alternatives; however, these
effects are outweighed by overriding considerations set forth in Section IX below. This Section
(VII) presents in greater detail the MTA's findings with respect to the environmental effects of
the Project.
For each of the impacts associated with the project, the following information is provided:
Description of Effects - A description of each environmental impact identified in the FEIR.
Proposed Mitigation - Mitigation measures or actions that are proposed for implementation as
part of the project.
Finding - The findings are those allowed by Section 21081 of the California Public Resources
Code. The findings are made in two parts. In the first part, a judgement is made regarding the
significance of the impact or effect. In the second part, which pertains only to those impacts
found to be significant, one of three specific findings is made, in direct response to Section
15091 of the State CEQA Guidelines.
Rationale - A summary of the reasons for the decision.
Reference - A notation on the specific section in the FEIR that includes the evidence and
discussion of the identified impact.

A. Transportation
Effects During Operation
1. Effects on the Transportation System
a. Description of Effects - The BRT would increase mode share on the W A ' s regional
transportation system. It would increase transit ridership and decrease daily vehicle trips
made by automobiles. These are all beneficial effects.
b. Proposed Mitigation - None is required.
c. Finding -The impact(s) isfare found to be:

[XI Beneficial

M
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d. Rationale for Finding - Increased transit ridership and decreased daily vehicle trips made
by automobiles as a result of the BRT would result in slightly higher average travel
speeds in the Valley, thereby relieving congestion of the Valley's transportation system.
e. FEIR Reference - Section 3-1.
2. Effects on San Fernando Valley Corridors
a. Description of Effects - The BRT would result in a reduction in daily vehicle trips in the
San Fernando Valley, thereby promoting improved travel along established corridors in
the San Fernando Valley.
b. Proposed Mitigation - None required.
c. Finding -The impact@)islare found to be:

[XI Beneficial
d. Rationale for Finding -Any project that promotes a reduction in daily vehicle trips and
improved travel along established corridors in the San Fernando Valley would have a
beneficial effect.
e. FEIR Reference - Section 3-2.
3. Localized BRT Crossings and Station Area Traffic Impacts
a. Description of Effects - Implementation of the BRT project would result in some local
street intersections experiencing reductions in levels of service exceeding impact
significance thresholds specified by the City of Los Angeles Department of
Transportation (LADOT). The following intersections would be so affected: Laurel
Canyon Blvd./Chandler Blvd.; De Soto Ave.Nictory Blvd.; Tampa Ave./Topham St.;
Lankershim Blvd./Burbank Blvd.; Haskell St.Nictory Blvd.; Sepulveda Blvd.Nictory
Blvd.; Sepulveda Blvd.1Oxnard St.; Woodman Ave.lOxnard St.
b. Proposed Mitigation - At each of the affected intersections, either additional turn lanes
will be added to the intersection, or signal phasing will be adjusted, or retirning of the
signal will be done. The selection of appropriate treatment for each intersection is
identified in the FEIR.
c. Finding -The impact(s) prior to mitigation islare found to be:
[ X 1 Significant [ ] Not Significant

For those impacts that are found to be significant, the following additional finding is made:
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[XI Changes or alterations have been incorporated into the project that avoid or lessen
the effect.
[ ]The lead agency lacks the jurisdiction to make the changes, but another agency does have

such authority.
[ ]Specific economic, social, or other considerations make infeasible mitigation measures or

project alternatives.
The impact(s) subsequent to mitigation islare found to be:
[ ] Significant [XI Not Significant

d. Rationale for Finding - Impacts at the affected intersections would largely result from
distribution of station access traffic to the roadway system for each station area. The
mitigation measures provided for the affected intersections are designed to facilitate
movement of traffic at the intersections, thereby increasing the level of service. The
following intersection impact thresholds were adopted by MTA in consultation with
LADOT:
"An intersection is considered to be adversely affected if project traffic is projected to
cause a deterioration in level of service to E andlor worse, or results in an increase in the
average vehicle delay of 5.0 seconds or more at an intersection projected to operate at
LOS E or worse under No Build conditions."
After implementation of the proposed mitigation measures at each of the affected
intersections, impacts would be reduced to a less than significant level when measured
against the impact threshold.
e. FEZR Reference - Section 3-3.

4. Parking
a. Description of Effects - Parking is provided at a number of BRT stations to facilitate
access for park-and-ride patrons. Although not expected based on current supply-demand
analyses, it is possible that excess parking demand could occur at some locations that
could result in spill over parking into adjoining neighborhoods. The North Hollywood,
Pierce College, and OxnardIReseda stations have been identified as such potential
locations.
b. Proposed Mitigation - MTA, in cooperation with LADOT, will monitor parking usage at
selected BRT stations 1 year after completion of the project and every 5 years as needed,
and, if necessary, prepare parking management strategies to address spillover parking. If
necessary, MTA will provide additional parking on MTA property.
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c. Finding - The impact(s)prior to mitigation islare found to be:

[XI Potentially Significant

[ ] Not Significant

For those impacts that are found to be significant, the following additional finding is made:

[XI Changes or alterations have been incorporated into the project that avoid or lessen
the effect.
[ ] The lead agency lacks the jurisdiction to make the changes, but another agency does have

such authority.
[ ] Specific economic, social, or other considerations make infeasible mitigation measures or

project alternatives.
The impact(s) subsequent to mitigation islare found to be:
[ ] Significant [XI Not Significant
'

d. Rationale for Finding - The potential for spillover parking demand cannot be assessed
until the project is operational. The mitigation proposed by MTA is designed to address
the actual conditions that result from project operations, and MTA has committed to
make MTA property available as part of the solution, if necessary. Potential impacts
should therefore be reduced to a level of insignificance.
e. FEZR Reference - Section 3-4.
Effects During Construction
a. Description of ESfects - Construction of the BRT project will result in temporary
disruptions to local area traffic and congestion at varying locations along the corridor
where construction activities are occurring. There will be temporary lane closures and
possibly street closures, the location of which will be determined prior to construction.
There may also be some loss of on-street parking at some locations, as yet undetermined,
in the immediate vicinity of construction activities.
b. Proposed Mitigation - MTA will prescribe and construction contractors will carry out
several mitigation measures during the construction period, including: (a) implementation
of work site traffic control and traffic circulation plans, (b) constraining or minimizing
the number of street closures, (c) defining and adhering to preferred haul route plans, (d)
coordinating BRT construction with other construction projects in the area, and (e)
developing and adopting parking plans (including off-street parking for construction
workers). In addition, LADOT will provide the latest versions of applicable contractor
guidance regarding it requirements, signs, and traffic control plans.
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c. Finding -The impactts) prior to mitigation islare found to be:

[XI Significant [ ] Notsignificant
For those impacts that are found to be significant, the following additional finding is made:

[XI Changes or alterations have been incorporated into the project that avoid or lessen
the effect.
[ ] The lead agency lacks the jurisdiction to make the changes, but another agency does have

such authority.
[ ] Specific economic, social, or other considerations make infeasible mitigation measures or

project alternatives.
The impactts) subsequent to mitigation islare found to be:
[ ] Significant [XI Not Significant
d . Rationale for Finding:

The mitigation measures provided have been shown to be
effective in managing and reducing temporary construction impacts. In combination, the
measures are designed to address the issues that are most disruptive to local traffic flow
and parking needs and reduce impacts to a less than significant level.

e. FEIR Reference - Section 5-2.

B. Land Use and Development
1. Effects on Land Use and Bicycle Plan Consistency
a. Description of Effects - Implementation of the BRT project would not result in the loss of
a major land use in any specific area along the corridor. The BRT would be generally
consistent with local land use and zoning. The Bicycle Plan, a portion of the
Transportation Element, designates: 1) a Class I bikeway in the vicinity of the MTA
ROW east of Balboa Boulevard, with the exception that a Class 11 bikeway or a
commuter bikeway facility is allowable where there are physical or other constraints that
preclude a Class I bikeway, and 2) a Class 11 bikeway along portions of Victory
Boulevard (Laurel Canyon to 1-405and White Oak to De Soto) as a parallel alignment to
provide flexibility in implementation of the MTA ROW and Los Angeles River Class I
bikeways.
b. Proposed Mitigation - No mitigation is required. Both Class I and 11 bikeways were
explored as part of Preliminary Engineering done for the project.

-
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c. Finding - The impact(s) prior to mitigation islare found to be:

[XI No Effect
d. Rationale for Finding - Both Class I and I1 bikeways were explored as part of
Preliminary Engineering done for the project. A right-of-way sufficient for a Class I
bikeway has been provided, except in areas where there are physical or other constraints.
In such areas, a Class I . bikeway has been provided.
e. F E E Reference - Section 4-1.

2. Station Effects on Land Use Consistency

a. Description of Effects -The siting of a BRT station on the campus of Pierce College at
Winnetka Avenue would result in an inconsistency with an existing land use designation;
however, existing uses are already inconsistent at this site and the college has identified
. this site as its preference for the station location.
b. Proposed Mitigation - No mitigation is required for the Pierce College station BRT
siting.
c. Finding -The impact(s) prior to mitigation islare found to be:
[ ] Significant [XI Not Significant

d. Rationale for Finding - The current, nonconfo~l~ling
land use at the location of the Pierce
College Winnetka station is a commercial use, which is consistent with a parking lot use
at this location. The nearest residentially zoned properties are approximately 100 feet
north of the proposed parking lot, just north of the MTA right-of-way. Pierce College
has requested the siting of a station at Winnetka, and the current use is commercial, so no
adverse, significant impact would occur.

e. FEIR Reference - Section 4-1.
3. Effects on Development
a. Description of Effects - The BRT project would not, in and of itself, result in a large
increase in development. No specific development projects are proposed in conjunction
with the BRT project. Some station locations may be suitable for development projects,
as yet undefined, and such projects may or may not occur, depending upon market
conditions and other factors. The Sepulveda BRT station park-and-ride site has been
identified as one potential location for such a development. At such time as development
projects are identified, MTA may or may not participate in joint development proposals
utilizing h4TA-owned property connected with the BRT project. Separate environmental
clearance documents would be needed for such projects at the time they are identified.
San Fernando Valley

East-West Transit Corridor
ElSlElR

page 15

Findings of Fact and Statement of Overriding Considerations

b. Proposed Mitigation - Should joint development proposals be identified, h4TA will
ensure that appropriate mitigation measures are incorporated to protect neighboring
residential areas. With regard to the Sepulveda station site, such measures will be
specifically identified to address the adjoining Cameron Woods neighborhood.
c. Finding - The impact(s) prior to mitigation islare found to be:
[ ] Significant

[XI Not Significant

d. Rationale for Finding - Definite joint development proposals have not been identified at
the time of this writing and as such, no impacts would occur. However, measures have
been incorporated to address potential impacts to neighborhood residents, should joint
development proposals materialize in the future.
e. FEIR Reference - Section 4-1.

4. Acquisitions Effects
a. Description of Effects - The BRT project would result in the acquisition of 6 residential
units.

b. Proposed Mitigation - Compensation will be provided in accordance with applicable
state and federal law (see Section C, Acquisitions and Displacements).
c. Finding - The impact(s) prior to mitigation islare found to be:

[XI Significant [ ] Not Significant
For those impacts that are found to be significant, the following additional finding is made:

[XI Changes or alterations have been incorporated into the project that avoid or lessen
the effect.
[ ] The lead agency lacks the jurisdiction to make the changes, but another agency does have

such authority.
[ ] Specific economic, social, or other considerations make infeasible mitigation measures or

project alternatives.
The impact(s) subsequent to mitigation islare found to be:
[ ] Significant

[XI Not Significant

d. Rationale for Finding - Since relocation assistance will be provided in accordance with
applicable state and federal law, impacts will be reduced to a less than significant level.
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e. FEZR Reference - Sections 4-1 and 4-2.

5. Proximity Effects
a. Description of Effects - Some BRT stations will be located in close proximity to
residential areas and in those locations there may be the potential for effects to be
experienced by nearby residents, including noise and visual intrusion.
b. Proposed Mitigation - In addition to the installation of noise barriers (see Section J,
Noise and Vibration) landscaping will be provided as a buffer where stations are close to
residential-zoned areas.
c. Finding -The impact(s) prior to mitigation islare found to be:

[XI Significant [ ] Notsignificant
For those impacts that are found to be significant, the following additional finding is made:

[XI Changes or alterations have been incorporated into the project that avoid or lessen
the effect.
[ ] The lead agency lacks the jurisdiction to make the changes, but another agency does have

such authority.
[ ] Specific economic, social, or other considerations make infeasible mitigation measures or

project alternatives.
The impact(s) subsequent to mitigation islare found to be:
[

1

Significant

[XI Not Significant

d. Rationale for Finding - Given the distance to and orientation of residential-zoned areas
relative to the station areas in question, noise barriers will be effective in reducing noise
impacts and landscaping will be effective in reducing visual impacts to below significant.
e. FEZR Reference - Sections 4-1,4-6, and 4-9.

C. Acquisitions and Displacements
Effects During Operation
a. Description of Effects - Implementation of the BRT project will require teiiiiination of an
estimated 109 MT.A lease agreements resulting in the displacement of an estimated 14
businesses and 16 outdoor advertising signs. Full acquisition of an estimated 7 parcels of
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private property will also be needed resulting in the displacement of an estimated 9
additional businesses. Six residential properties will also be displaced.
b. Proposed Mitigation - Property owners and businesses subject to acquisition that are
outside the MTA ROW will be compensated andlor relocated in accordance with the
provisions of the UniformRelocation Assistance and Real Properties Acquisition Policies
Act of 1970 and the California Relocation Act. Businesses displaced through termination
of MTA leases may receive relocation assistance under both federal and state law,
depending upon the terms of the individual lease agreement.
c. Finding - The impact(s) prior to mitigation islare found to be:

[XI Significant [ ] Not Significant
For those impacts that are found to be significant, the following additional finding is made:

[XIChanges or alterations have been incorporated into the project that avoid or lessen
the effect.
[

1 The lead agency lacks the jurisdiction

to make the changes, but another agency does have

such authority.
[ ] Specific economic, social, or other considerations make infeasible mitigation measures or

project alternatives.
The impact(s) subsequent to mitigation islare found to be:
[ ] Significant

[XI Not Significant

d. Rationale for Finding - MTA will adhere to all applicable state and federal laws with
regard to providing just compensation and relocation assistance; therefore, impacts would
be reduced to below significant.

e. FEZR Reference - Section 4-2.
Effects During Construction
a. Description of Effects - A limited number of temporary construction easements may be
required; the precise number and location of which have not as yet been determined.
Such determination will be made as the design of the project moves forward in the
DesignBuild process.
b. Proposed Mitigation - Businesses displaced by either the termination of MTA leases or
the acquisition of privately owned property outside of the MTA ROW, for construction
easement purposes, will be compensated in the same manner as full acquisitions.
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c. Finding - The impact(s) prior to mitigation islare found to be:
[ ] Significant [XI Not Significant

d. Rationale for Finding - Since only a limited number of temporary construction
easements would be required and eligible businesses would receive relocation assistance
under the Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Properties Acquisition Policies Act of
1970 and the California Relocation Act, impacts would be fully mitigated to below
significant.
e. FEZR Reference - Section 5-3.

D. Demographics and Neighborhoods
Effects During Operation
1. Mobility Effects

a. Description of Effects - The project would improve transit services for minority and lowincome populations.
b. Proposed Mitigation - No mitigation is required.
c. Finding - The impact(s) prior to mitigation islare found to be:

[XI Beneficial
d. Rationale for Finding -Improved transit services offer a beneficial effect for populations
that tend to be transit dependent.
e. FEZR Reference - Section 4-3.

2. Neighborhood Access Effects
a. Description of Effects - Stations would not eliminate legal street crossings and would add
three new signalized crossings, including two mid-block crossings in the Orthodox
Jewish community along Chandler Boulevard, and add pedestrian paths in the median
where none currently exist.
b. Proposed Mitigation - No mitigation is required.
c. Finding - The impact(s) prior to mitigation islare found to be:

[XI No Effect
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d. Rationale for Finding - No impacts would occur; the measures provided are intended to
maintain and enhance pedestrian mobility in the adjoining neighborhoods.
e. FEZR Reference - Section 4-3.

3. Demographic and Neighborhood Character Effects
a. Description of Effects - There would be no significant shift (gain or loss) in population,
and the project would be compatible with previous transportation uses of the corridor and
neighborhood character. Station locations would not affect neighborhood security, no
new views into adjoining neighborhoods would be created, and security against crimes
would be maintained through existing law enforcement practices and passive measures.
b. Proposed Mitigation - Landscaping gaps will be filled so that back yards and second
stories are shielded from views and a sense of perceived security is restored to adjacent
residential neighborhoods.
c. Finding -The impact(s) prior to mitigation islare found to be:
[ ] Significant

[XI Not Significant

The following additional finding is made:

[XI Changes or alterations have been incorporated into the project that avoid or lessen
the effect.
[ ] The lead agency lacks the jurisdiction to make the changes, but another agency does have

such authority.
[ ] Specific economic, social, or other considerations make infeasible mitigation measures or

project alternatives.
The impact(s) subsequent to mitigation islare found to be:
[ ] Significant [XI Not Significant

d. Rationale for Finding - Since the project would not result in a substantial change to the
neighborhood compared to existing conditions, and since mitigation is provided to
maintain a sense of perceived security in neighborhoods and shield residents from views
of the project from back yards, no impacts would occur.
e. FEZR Reference - Section 4-3.
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Effects During Construction

1. Employment Effects
a. Description of Effects - Some additional construction jobs would be generated; however,
additional workers would likely commute from surrounding areas.
b. Proposed Mitigation - No mitigation is required.
c. Finding -The impact(s) prior to mitigation islare found to be:

[XI No Effect
d. Rationale for Finding - Since additional jobs are likely to be filled from the region, the
project would essentially have no impact on the housing market within the project area.

e. FEIR Reference - Section 5-4.
2. Nuisance Effects
a. Description of Effects - There would be a temporary, localized, intermittent nuisance
from changes in air quality, noise, vibration, glare, or reduced access associated with
construction activities in small areas along major roadways.
b. Proposed Mitigation - No mitigation is required beyond measures related to
transportation and parking, community facilities and services, visual and aesthetic
conditions, air quality, noise and vibration, and safety and security.

c. Finding -The impact(s) prior to mitigation islare found to be:
[ ] Significant

[XI Not Significant

d. Rationale for Finding - Since effects would be temporary and intermittent and limited to
small areas primarily along major roadways, they are not considered to be significant.
Therefore no mitigation is required beyond measures related to transportation and
parking, community facilities and services, visual and aesthetic conditions, air quality,
noise and vibration, and safety and security.
e. FEIR Reference - Section 5-4.
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E. Community Facilities and Services
Effects During Operation
1. Access to Facilities Effects

a. Description of Efects - The project would improve access to schools, libraries, and some
religious facilities. Mid-block pedestrian crossings will be provided at two locations
serving community facilities.

b. ProposedMitigation -No mitigation is required or proposed.
c. Finding - The impact(s) prior to mitigation islare found to be:
[XI Beneficial

d. Rationale for Finding - Increased access to community facilities is considered to be a
beneficial effect.
e. FEIR Reference - Section 4-4.

2. Emergency Services Effects

a. Description of Effects - The project would not substantially increase demand for police
and fire services or affect emergency response times.
b. ProposedMitigation -No mitigation is required or proposed.

c. Finding - The impact(s) prior to mitigation islare found to be:
[ ] Significant [XI Not Significant

d. Rationale for Finding - When no impacts occur, no mitigation is required.
e. FEIR Reference - Section 4-4.
Effects During Construction
1. Air Quality and Noise Effects

a. Description of Efects - Temporary, localized, intermittent impact to schools and
libraries, religious institutions, and health care facilities from changes in air quality or
noise associated with construction activities.

M
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b. Proposed Mitigation - The construction contractor will adhere to local standards and
ordinances regarding noise and air quality.
c. Finding -The impact(s) prior to mitigation islare found to be:
[

1 Significant [XI Not Significant

d. Rationale for Finding - Effects would be temporary and intermittent and construction
activities would comply with local standards and ordinances for noise and air quality.
e. FEIR Reference - Section 5-4.
2. Access, Emergency Response, and Safety Effects

a. Description of Effects - The project would result in temporary impairment of access to
some community facilities due to street or lane closures. Emergency response times may
be adversely affected by some street and lane closures. Student safety could be affected
by hazards associated with construction sites. Standard construction practices would
minimize this impact.
b. Proposed Mitigation - Mitigation for temporary impairment of access will include
implementation of Best Management Practices, adherence to local and state ordinances,
and approval of a traffic management plan. Construction plans will be reviewed with
emergency services personnel prior to construction and emergency vehicle access will be
included in construction specifications. School officials will be consulted for their input
in developing the least intrusive feasible construction process and to ensure maintenance
of safe student walk routes and access for passenger vehicles and school buses. Crossing
guards or flag men will be provided at construction sites in proximity to schools and
where school pedestrian routes cross construction areas. Construction scheduling and
haul routes will be sequenced to minimize conflicts with pedestrians, school buses, and
vehicular traffic during school day arrivals and dismissals.
c. Finding - The impact(s) prior to mitigation islare found to be:

[XI Potentially Significant

[ ] Not Significant

For those impacts that are found to be significant, the following additional finding is made:

[XI Changes or alterations have been incorporated into the project that avoid or lessen
the effect.
[ ] The lead agency lacks the jurisdiction to make the changes, but another agency does have

such authority.
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[ ] Specific economic, social, or other considerations make infeasible mitigation measures or

project alternatives.
The impact(s) subsequent to mitigation islare found to be:
[ ] Significant [XI Not Significant

d. Rationale for Finding - Impacts related to access, emergency response times, noise and
air quality, and student safety have all been thoroughly addressed by the mitigation
measures, which include a commitment to consult and coordinate with school officials on
these matters. The resulting impacts are therefore anticipated to be below significant.
e. FEIR Reference - Section 4-4.

F. Fiscal and Economic Conditions
Effects During Operation
1. Employment Effects

a. Description of Effects -The project would generate approximately 1,078 FTE jobs.
b. Proposed Mitigation - No mitigation is required.
c. Finding - The impact(s) prior to mitigation isfare found to be:

[XI Beneficial
d. Rationale for Finding - Generation of employment is considered to be a beneficial effect.
e. FEZR Reference - Section 4-5.

2. Tax Revenue and Employment Effects
a. Description of Effects -The project would result in the loss of approximately 53 jobs and
the annual loss of $19,080 in tax revenue.
b. Proposed Mitigation - Relocation assistance will be provided. Once the businesses are
relocated, it is anticipated that jobs may be restored to employees who may have lost their
jobs during the relocation process. With regard to the loss of tax revenue, the loss is
considered to be minor and no mitigation is available.
c. Finding - The impact(s) prior to mitigation islare found to be:
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[ ] Significant [XI Not Significant

d. Rationale for Finding - The loss of jobs is associated with the acquisition of 11
businesses that generate an estimated 53 jobs. Relocation assistance would be provided
to displaced businesses. Once relocated, such businesses would once again provide
employment for the individuals who may have lost their jobs. The temporary loss of jobs
is not considered to be a significant impact. The small annual loss of tax revenue is not
considered to be significant because it would be distributed among the county cities,
special districts, and school districts, and the actual loss to any one entity would not be
substantial.
e. FEZR Reference - Section 4-5.
Effects During Construction

1. Employment Effects
a. Description of Effects - Approximately 21,440 to 22,350 lTE jobs would be generated.
b. Proposed Mitigation - No mitigation is required.
c. Finding - The impact(s) prior to mitigation islare found to be:
[XI Beneficial
d. Rationale for Finding - Generation of employment is considered to be a beneficial effect.
e. FEIR Reference - Section 5-6.

2. Nuisance Effects
a. Description of Effects - There would be a temporary, intermittent, localized constructionrelated impacts on air quality, noise, vibration, safety risks, aesthetics, visibility, and
accessibility of businesses in the project area.
b. Proposed Mitigation - No mitigation is required for construction-related impacts beyond
those provided in other subject areas.
c. Finding -The impact@)prior to mitigation isfare found to be:
[ ] Significant [XI Not Significant

d. Rationale for Finding - Since they would be temporary, intermittent, and localized,
impacts are considered to be not significant.
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e. FEZR Reference - Section 5-6.

G. Visual and Aesthetic Conditions
Effects During Operation
a. Description of Effects - Visual impacts would be minimal. The existing abandoned rail
corridor would'be landscaped, industrial leases would be terminated, and a busway and
aesthetically designed stations would be constructed. Some mature trees would be
removed.
b. Proposed Mitigation - A certified arborist was retained to conduct an inspection of
potentially affected eucalyptus trees. Removed trees shall be replaced with trees of
similar qualities (evergreen, vertical, fast growing) consistent with Preliminary
Engineering specifications. During design and construction, the busway alignment and
placement of elements such as soundwalls, fences, and berms will avoid removing
existing mature trees, where possible. The following Metro Art policies (based on FTA
circular 9400.1A) will be applied: 1) Metro Art staff will fmii a Metro Art Advisory
group to generate ideas, establish and monitor the budget, and select design teams; 2)
design excellence will be an important criterion for selection of design team members;
and 3) graphic signage and wayfinding elements will be designed to be logical and easyto-read.
c. Finding -The impact@)prior to mitigation isfare found to be:
[ ] Significant [XI Not Significant

d. Rationale for Finding - Since visual impacts are minimal they are not considered to be
significant. The measures provided are intended to enhance the visual character of the
existing abandoned rail corridor and create a pleasant visual context for the busway.

e. FEIR Reference - Section 4-6.
Effects During Construction
a. Description of Effects - There would be short-term visual impacts due to the presence of
construction equipment and fences.
b. Proposed Mitigation - No mitigation is required or proposed.
c. Finding -The impact(s) prior to mitigation islare found to be:
[ ] Significant

M

[XI Not Significant
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d. Rationale for Finding - The visual effects would be short term and temporary and an
enhanced transit corridor would be restored once construction is completed.
e. FEIR Reference - Section 5-7.

H. Air Quality
Effects During Operation
1. Regional Effects
a. Description of Effects - Cumulatively, the project would reduce daily regional emissions
of three out of four criteria pollutants.
b. Proposed Mitigation -No mitigat^ion measures are required.
c. Finding -The impact(s) prior to mitigation islare found to be:

[XI Beneficial
d. Rationale for Finding - Because the proposed project would contribute to reduced
emissions at the corridor level and would not produce substantial additional exceedances
of state or federal standards, it would have a beneficial cumulative effect on air quality.
e. FEZR Reference - Section 4-7.

2. State and Local Effects
a. Description of Effects - The project would result in a decrease in CO, NOx, and PMlo
and a negligible increase in ROG concentrations. Criteria pollutants would not violate
CFR 40 Part 51. The project would not exceed the State one- or eight-hour CO
standards.
b. Proposed Mitigation - No mitigation measures are required.
c. Finding - The impact(s) prior td mitigation islare found to be:
[ ] Significant

[XI Not Significant

d. Rationale for Finding - The air quality effects of the project are to a large extent positive,
in that production of a number of criteria pollutants are anticipated to decrease. The
increase in ROG emissions would be de minimus. Air quality impacts are therefore
considered to be not significant.
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e. FEZR Reference - Section 4-7.
Effects During Construction
a. Description of Effects - Construction of the project would result in temporary increases
in emissions and localized concentrations, at varying locations. GO, ROG, NOx, and
SOx are not anticipated to exceed the SCAQMD significance thresholds. Overlapping of
construction phases would not increase these four criteria pollutants to a significant level.
However, PMlo emissions would exceed the SCAQMD significance threshold of 150
pounds per day (ppd), which would result in a short-term significant impact.
Implementation of mitigation measures would reduce PMlo emissions to 235.26 ppd
during the excavationlaggregate base placement phase of construction. However, the
Full BRT would still exceed the SCAQMD threshold for PMlo during the
excavationlaggregate base placement phase. This is considered a significant short-term
impact.
b. Proposed Mitigation - Mitigation measures designed to reduce emissions of criteria
pollutants, and in particular PMlo emissions, during construction include: minimizing
use of diesel equipment, coordinating haul routes and staging areas with LADOT, using
site wetting to reduce dust, covering haul trucks, sweeping streets in areas of dust
production, following SCAQMD Rule 403 for dust control, suspending grading in high
winds, applying water to disturbed surface areas to maintain a stabilized surface, applying
chemical stabilizers to disturbed surface areas within 5 days of grading completion,
applying water to all unpaved roads every 2 hours of construction activity, and reducing
vehicular speeds to 15 mph on unpaved roads.
c. Finding -The impact@)prior to mitigation islare found to be:

[XI Significant [ 1 Notsignificant
For those impacts that are found to be significant, the following additional finding is made:

[XI Changes or alterations have been incorporated into the project that avoid or lessen
the effect.
[

1 The lead agency lacks the jurisdiction to make the changes, but another agency does have
such authority.

[ ] Specific economic, social, or other considerations make infeasible mitigation measures or

project alternatives.
The impact(s) subsequent to mitigation islare found to be:
[ ] Significant [XI Not Significant

M
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d. Rationale for Finding - Although PMlo emissions during the excavationlaggregate base
placement phase for the Full BRT exceed the SCAQMD significance threshold,
construction of the Full BRT may not necessarily result in pollutant concentrations that
violate the National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS), which are based on
pollutant concentrations. Final EIR Section 4-7 discusses the impacts that the Full BRT
would have on pollutant concentrations. The mitigation measures that have been
specified would substantially reduce PMlo concentrations as well as emissions. Given
that construction activities are short-leiiii and temporary, impacts after mitigation are
considered to be not significant.
e. FEZR Reference - Section 5-8.

I. Energy
a. Description of Effects - The project would decrease energy consumption compared to the
No Build Alternative by 108 billion BTUs and compared to the TSM Alternative by 48
billion BTUs.
b. Proposed Mitigation -No mitigation is required.
c. Finding -The impact(s) prior to mitigation islare found to be:

[XI Beneficial
d. Rationale for Finding - A decrease in energy consumption is desirable and is considered
to be a beneficial environmental effect.
e. FEZR Reference - Section 4-8.
J. Noise and Vibration

Effects During Operation

1. Noise
a. Description of Effects - The project would affect an estimated 454 noise-sensitive
receptors.
b. Proposed Mitigation - The following mitigation measures would be implemented: 1)
Quieter Vehicles. Include noise limits in the vehicle specifications to minimize vehicle
noise emissions and 2) Sound Barriers. Install soundwalls and/or berms along the
alignment to block the sound path. (See Preliminary Engineering drawings for locations.)
The following measure will be implemented if the first two mitigation measures do not
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reduce noise impacts to below significant. 3) Sound Insulation. Noise control would be
used at the receivers, including replacing or improving windows, weather stripping doors,
and installing central air-conditioning systems.
c. Finding - The impact(s) prior to mitigation islare found to be:

[XI Significant [ ] Notsignificant
For those impacts that are found to be significant, the following additional finding is made:

[XI Changes or alterations have been incorporated into the project that avoid or lessen
the effect.
[ ] The lead agency lacks the jurisdiction to make the changes, but another agency does have

such authority.
[ ] Specific economic, social, or other considerations make infeasible mitigation measures or

project alternatives.
The impact(s) subsequent to mitigation islare found to be:
[ ] Significant

[XI Not Significant

d. Rationale for Finding - With implementation of all mitigation measures, including sound
insulation, no sensitive receptors would experience residual impacts and all impacts
would be reduced to a less than significant level.
e. FEIR Reference - Section 4-9.

2. Vibration
a. Description of Effects - Operation of the project would potentially cause vibration
impacts exceeding FTA vibration criteria at one sound studio.
b. Proposed Mitigation - Vibration Reduction Measures. If an adverse significant impact
materializes after construction of the sound studio and the BRT, MTA will employ
appropriate mitigation measures to reduce the resultant impact to a level of
insignificance. Among the measures that may be employed are a vibration reduction
trench and a reduction in bus speed.
c. Finding -The impact(s) prior to mitigation islare found to be:

[XI Potentially Significant

[ ] Not Significant

For those impacts that are found to be significant, the following additional finding is made:
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[XI Changes or alterations have been incorporated into the project that avoid or lessen
the effect.
[ ] The lead agency lacks the jurisdiction to make the changes, but another agency does have

such authority.
[ ] Specific economic, social, or other considerations make infeasible mitigation measures or

project alternatives.
The impact(s) subsequent to mitigation islare found to be:
[ ] Significant [XI Not Significant

d. Rationale for Finding - In the vibration reduction measures, MTA has made a
commitment to use appropriate measures to reduce vibration impacts to the sound studio
resulting from operation of the project to below significant.
e. FEZR Reference - Section 4-9.
Effects During Construction
1. Noise

a. Description of Effects - The project would result in noise exceeding annoyance levels at
locations nearby to construction activities. This effect would be temporary and
intermittent.
b. Proposed Mitigation - Proposed mitigation includes: 1) installing temporary soundwalls
and using property line noise limits in construction specifications and 2) requiring the
contractor to adhere to site and equipment specifications.
c. Finding - The impact(s) prior to mitigation islare found to be:

[XI Significant [ ] Not Significant
For those impacts that are found to be significant, the following additional finding is made:

[XI Changes or alterations have been incorporated into the project that avoid or lessen
the effect.
[ ] The lead agency lacks the jurisdiction to make the changes, but another agency does have

such authority.
[ ] Specific economic, social, or other considerations make infeasible mitigation measures or

project alternatives.
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The impact(s) subsequent to mitigation islare found to be:

[XI Potentially Significant

[ ] Not Significant

d. Rationale for Finding - Even with strict adherence to mitigation measures, during
construction there would be the potential for noise levels to reach the annoyance level at
nearby locations.
e. FEZR Reference - Section 5-9.

2. Vibration
a. Description of Effects - The project would result in the potential for localized vibration
exceeding annoyance levels.
b. Proposed Mitigation - Construction specifications for vibration limits will be used.
Vibration monitoring at affected residences will be conducted and limitations will be
placed on areas of high-vibration activity.
c. Finding -The impact(s) prior to mitigation islare found to be:

[XI Potentially Significant

[

1 Not Significant

For those impacts that are found to be significant, the following additional finding is made:

[XI Changes or alterations have been incorporated into the project that avoid or lessen
the effect.
[ ] The lead agency lacks the jurisdiction to make the changes, but another agency does have

such authority.
[ ] Specific economic, social, or other considerations make infeasible mitigation measures or

project alternatives.
The impact(s) subsequent to mitigation islare found to be:
[ ] Significant [XI Not Significant

d. Rationale for Finding - Vibration monitoring at affected residences and limitation of
high-vibration activities are expected to reduce construction vibration levels to below
significant.
e. FEZR Reference - Section 5-9.
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K. Geotechnical Considerations
Effects During Operation

1. Landform, Mineral, Subsidence, and Contaminated Soils Effects
a. Description of Efects - No major landfouii alterations or mineral loss would occur as a
result of the project. There is no evidence that subsidence is currently occurring within
the project area. The project would not result in public exposure to contaminated soils.
b. Proposed Mitigation - No mitigation is required.
c. Finding -The impact(s) prior to mitigation islare found to be:

[XI No Effect
d. Rationale for Finding -The project was found not to have an effect on the subject areas.
e. FEZR Reference - Section 4-10.

2. Earthquake Fault Zone Effects
a. Description of Eflects - No Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zones cross the proposed
corridor. A fault may cross between the Laurel Canyon and North Hollywood stations.
b. Proposed Mitigation - A comprehensive fault rupture hazard investigation will be
performed and appropriate design changes will be made during final design.
c. Finding - The impact(s) prior to mitigation islare found to be:

[XI Potentially Significant

[

1 Not Significant

For those impacts that are found to be significant, the following additional finding is made:

[XI Changes or alterations have been incorporated into the project that avoid or lessen
the effect.
[ ] The lead agency lacks the jurisdiction to make the changes, but another agency does have

such authority.
[ ] Specific economic, social, or other considerations make infeasible mitigation measures or

project alternatives.
The impact(s) subsequent to mitigation islare found to be:
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[ ]

Significant [XI Not Significant

d. Rationale for Finding - The mitigation measures proposed, in combination with further
details to be developed during the final design phase, have been proven to be effective in
reducing the potential impacts of fault rupture to below significant.
e. FEIR Reference - Section 4-10.
3. Seismic Settlement and Liquefaction Effects

a. Description of Effects - The project would not substantially increase the level of risk of
seismic settlement. Soils in the project area are potentially liquefiable and could affect
structures during earthquakes.
b. Proposed Mitigation - A detailed geotechnical investigation will be perfwined to
delineate specific areas of potential liquefaction or settlement. Further details will be
developed during the final design phase.
c. Finding -The impact(s) prior to mitigation istare found to be:
[ ] Significant

[XI Not Significant

The following additional finding is made:

[XI Changes or alterations have been incorporated into the project that avoid or lessen
the effect.
[ ] The lead agency lacks the jurisdiction to make the changes, but another agency does have

such authority.
[ ] Specific economic, social, or other considerations make infeasible mitigation measures or

project alternatives.
The impact(s) subsequent to mitigation istare found to be:
[ ] Significant

[XI Not Significant

d. Rationale for Finding - The mitigation measures proposed, in combination with further
details to be developed during the final design phase, have been proven to be effective in
reducing the potential impacts of seismic settlement and liquefaction to below significant.
e. FEIR Reference - Section 4-10.
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Effects During Construction

1. Soil Stability Effects
a. Description of ESfects - The construction of an underpass under Interstate 405 may
require excavation into sloped embankments underneath the freeway, thereby requiring
slope stability considerations to be incorporated into the project.
b. Proposed Mitigation - No mitigation is required.
c. Finding - The impact(s) prior to mitigation islare found to be:

[XI No Effect
d. Rationale for Finding - Design slopes will be approved by a geotechnical engineer;
therefore no effect on slope stability is anticipated.
e. FEZR Reference - Section 5-10.

2. Hazardous Materials Effects
a. Description of Effects - The project would result in the potential to encounter subsurface
hazardous materials during construction. Hazardous materials will also be present onsite
during construction.
b. Proposed Mitigation - Remediation and cleanup will be conducted as required by
applicable regulations.
c. Finding -The impact(s) prior to mitigation islare found to be:
[ ] Significant

[XI Not Significant

The following additional finding is made:

[XI Changes or alterations have been incorporated into the project that avoid or lessen
the effect.
[ ]The lead agency lacks the jurisdiction to make the changes, but another agency does have

such authority.
[ ] Specific economic, social, or other considerations make infeasible mitigation measures

or project alternatives.
The impact(s) subsequent to mitigation isfare found to be:

San Fernando Valley

East-West Transit Corridor
ElSlElR

page 35

Findings of Fact and Statement of Overriding Considerations
[ ] Significant [XI Not Significant

d. Rationale for Finding - Since remediation and cleanup will be conducted according to
applicable laws and regulations, no significant impacts are anticipated.
e. FEIR Reference - Section 5-10.

L. Biological Resources
Effects During Operation
1. Habitat, Wildlife Corridor, and Habitat Conservation Plan Effects

a. Description of Effects - The project area does not support habitat for protected species;
does not include any established native resident or migratory wildlife corridors or native
nursery sites; and is not part of any adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural
Community Conservation Plan, or other approved habitat conservation plan. The project
would not indirectly affect wildlife, wildlife dispersion corridors, or sensitive species.
b. Proposed Mitigation - No mitigation is required.

c. Finding -The impact(s) prior to mitigation islare found to be:

[XI No Effect
d. Rationale for Finding - The project would have no effect on the specified resources.

e. FEZR Reference - Section 4-11.
2. Riparian Habitat and MBTA-~elated~ffects
a. Description of Effects - Runoff could marginally affect riparian habitat and other
vegetation downstream of the Los Angeles River crossing. Removal of active bird nests
is not expected to occur during operation of the project. The discussion of the effects on
the Migratory Bird Treaty Act in Section 4-1 1.4.4 of the Final EIR was in error. See
Final EIR Section 5-11 for a discussion of this topic.
b. Proposed Mitigation - The project will be required to comply with applicable provisions
of sections 401 and 402 of the Federal Clean Water Act.
c. Finding - The impact(s) prior to mitigation islare found to be:
[ ] Significant [XI Not Significant
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The following additional finding is made:

[XI Changes or alterations have been incorporated into the project that avoid or lessen
the effect.
[ ] The lead agency lacks the jurisdiction to make the changes, but another agency does have

such authority.
[ ] Specific economic, social, or other considerations make infeasible mitigation measures or

project alternatives.
The impact(s) subsequent to mitigation isfare found to be:
[ ] Significant [XI Not Significant

d. Rationale for Finding - Although the potential impacts are considered to be not
significant, the specified measures will be implemented to ensure that effects to
biological resources are minimized and therefore below significant.
e. FEZR Reference - Section 4-1 1.
Effects During Construction
a. Description of Effects - The project would result in the potential for removal of trees
containing nesting birds, subject to Migratory Bird Treaty Act requirements. It would
also create the potential for construction runoff to enter subsurface waters having
downstream biological value.
b. Proposed Mitigation - An ornithologist will be used to survey the construction zone and
provide guidance with regard to preconstruction procedures and practices, including the
removal of trees outside the nesting season, such that both avoidance of occupied nests
and a straightforward construction process can be maintained. A separation distance of at
least 100 feet will be maintained between active nests and construction activity. With
regard to construction runoff affecting downstream surface waters, the project will
comply with Section 404 and 1601 requirements, as applicable.
c. Finding - The impact(s) prior to mitigation isfare found to be:

[XI Potentially Significant

[ ] Not Significant

For those impacts that are found to be significant, the following additional finding is made:

[XI Changes or alterations have been incorporated into the project that avoid or lessen
the effect.

M
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[ ] The lead agency lacks the jurisdiction to make the changes, but another agency does have

such authority.
[ ] Specific economic, social, or other considerations make infeasible mitigation measures or

project alternatives.
The impact(s) subsequent to mitigation islare found to be:
[ ] Significant [XI Not Significant

d. Rationale for Finding - The mitigation measures that will be implemented have been
shown to be effective in other transportation projects in southern California in reducing
the potential impacts to below significant.
e. FEZR Reference - Section 5-11.

M. Water Resources
Effects During Operation

a. Description of Effects - The project would create a relatively minor increase in
impervious surfaces resulting in a small increase in runoff. The project would be
separated from the water table and would not substantially affect groundwater resources
or beneficial uses. The project would include new bridges across flood control channels
that either span the channel or would be compatible with the hydraulic design capacity of
the channel.
b. Proposed Mitigation - Runoff will be managed by Best Management Practices and a
Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan under NPDES permit requirements.
Consideration will be given in final design to alternative methods to collect and discharge
runoff that foster conservation. Piezometers will be installed, as necessary, and
monitored to better establish groundwater conditions. Final design of the bridge across
the Los Angeles River and other water crossings will be reviewed by the U.S. A m y
Corps of Engineers and L.A. County Flood Control District to ensure adequate hydraulic
capacity. Site-specific design accommodations will be made to structures and drainage
facilities within the Sepulveda Flood Control Basin. Desigdbuild specifications will
require consultation with the U.S. A n l y Corps.
c. Finding - The impact@)prior to mitigation islare found to be:
[ ] Significant [XI Not Significant

The following additional finding is made:

Findings o f Fact and Statement o f Overriding Considerations
[XI Changes or alterations have been incorporated into the project that avoid or lessen
the effect.
[ ] The lead agency lacks the jurisdiction to make the changes, but another agency does have

such authority.
[ ] Specific economic, social, or other considerations make infeasible mitigation measures or

project alternatives.
The impact(s) subsequent to mitigation islare found to be:
[ ] Significant

[XI Not Significant

d. Rationale for Finding - Although impacts are not significant, the specified measures will
be implemented in accordance with applicable state and federal laws to ensure that
effects remain below significant.
e. FEZR Reference - Section 4-12.
Effects During Construction
a. Description of Effects - Construction of the project would create the potential for runoff
containing construction contaminants to flow into surface waters.
b. Proposed Mitigation - The project will comply with regulatory and permit requirements
regarding runoff. A Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) and Best
Management Practices will be implemented.
c. Finding -The impact(s) prior to mitigation islare found to be:
[XI Potentially Significant

[ ] Not Significant

For those impacts that are found to be significant, the following additional finding is made:
[XI Changes or alterations have been incorporated into the project that avoid or lessen
the effect.
[ ] The lead agency lacks the jurisdiction to make the changes, but another agency does have

such authority.
[ ] Specific economic, social, or other considerations make infeasible mitigation measures or

project alternatives.
The impact(s) subsequent to mitigation islare found to be:
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[ ] Significant [XI Not Significant

d. Rationale for Finding - Regulatory and permit requirements substantially limit
construction contaminants in surface water runoff The measures that have been
proposed will ensure that impacts to water resources resulting from construction of the
project are below significant.
e. FEIR Reference - Section 5-12.

N. Safety and Security
Effects During Operation
1. Emergency Response Effects

a. Description of Effects - The project would not affect emergency response times.
b. ProposedMitigation - No mitigation is required.
c. Finding - The impact(s) prior to mitigation islare found to be:

[XI No Effect
d. Rationale for Finding - Because existing street crossings will not be eliminated and
current routes will be maintained, emergency response times would be the same with or
without the project and thus the project would have no effect.
e. FEIR Reference - Section 4-13.
2. Effects Related to Bus Accidents and Crime

a. Description of Effects - The project would have the potential to result in a marginal
increase in bus accidents; however, net benefits are likely due to improved signalization
and use of the exclusive busway. The project may result in an extremely small increase
in crime, or crime may remain unchanged or be reduced as a result of added surveillance,
monitoring equipment, or communications devices. Security against crimes would be
maintained through both existing law enforcement practices and passive measures.
b. Proposed Mitigation - No mitigation is required.
c. Finding - The impact(s) prior to mitigation islare found to be:
[ ] Significant [XI Not Significant
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d. Rationale for Finding - Improvements in safety associated with enhanced signalization
are expected to offset any marginal increases in bus accidents. It is anticipated that any
marginal increase in crime would be offset by security features built into the project.
e. FEZR Reference - Section 4-13.
Effects During Construction
a. Description of Effects - The project would result in the potential for public exposure to
hazardous construction activities.
b. Proposed Mitigation - The following measures will be implemented: (1) consult with
emergency and school officials, (2) maintain safe walking areas tolfrom schools, (3) use
flag men and crossing guards where appropriate, and (4) arrange the construction
schedule to minimize conflicts with pedestrians, as practicable.
c. Finding -The impact(s) prior to mitigation islare found to be:

[XI Potentially Significant

[ ] Not Significant

For those impacts that are found to be significant, the following additional finding is made:
[XI Changes or alterations have been incorporated into the project that avoid or lessen
the effect.
[ ] The lead agency lacks the jurisdiction to make the changes, but another agency does have

such authority.
[ ] Specific economic, social, or other considerations make infeasible mitigation measures or

project alternatives.
The impact(s) subsequent to mitigation islare found to be:
[ ] Significant [XI Not Significant

d. Rationale for Finding - The mitigation measures have been shown to be effective in
other construction projects in southern California. Implementation of the indicated
measures is expected to reduce impacts to below significant.
e. FEZR Reference - Section 5-13.
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0. Cultural Resources
Effects During Operation
a. Description of ESfects - The project would not result in any significant direct or indirect
effects to cultural resources.
b. Proposed Mitigation - No mitigation is required.
c. Finding -The impact(s) prior to mitigation islare found to be:
[

1 Significant [XI Not Significant

d. Rationale for Finding -The project would not affect cultural resources.
e. FEZR Reference - Section 4-14.
Effects During Construction
a. Description of Effects - Construction of the project would create the potential for
encountering archaeological and human remains.
b. Proposed Mitigation - If buried archaeological remains are encountered during
construction activities, the activities will cease until a qualified archaeologist has
evaluated the significance of the site and made a determination of eligibility for listing in
the National Register and a treatment plan has been implemented. If human remains are
exposed during construction, pursuant to State Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5,
no further disturbance shall occur until the County Coroner has made the necessary
findings as to origin and disposition, pursuant to Public Resources Code 5097.98.

c. Finding - The impact(s) prior to mitigation isfare found to be:

[XI Potentially Significant

[ ] Not Significant

For those impacts that are found to be significant, the following additional finding is made:

[XIChanges or alterations have been incorporated into the project that avoid or lessen
the effect.
[ ] The lead agency lacks the jurisdiction to make the changes, but another agency does have

such authority.
[ ] Specific economic, social, or other considerations make infeasible mitigation measures or

project alternatives.
The impact(s) subsequent to mitigation islare found to be:
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[ ] Significant [XI Not Significant

d. Rationale for Finding - Implementation of the specified mitigation measures will protect
archaeological and human remains and reduce potential impacts to below significant.
e. FEIR Reference - Section 5-14.

P. Other Impact Considerations
Indirect Effects

1. Local and Regional Air Quality Effects
a. Description of Effects - May result in indirect effects related to transportation through
benefits in local and regional air quality and congestion as transit ridership increases and
daily vehicle trips on highways decrease.
b. Proposed Mitigation - No mitigation is required.
c. Finding -The impact(s) prior to mitigation islare found to be:
[ X ] Beneficial

d. Rationale for Finding - Improvements in air quality are considered to be a beneficial
effect.
e. FEIR Reference - Section 4-16.
2. Land Use Effects

a. Description of Effects -May result in indirect effects related to land use through joint-use
development opportunities at station areas and along the right-of-way.
b. Proposed Mitigation - None required, other than following local planning policies.
c. Finding - The impact(s) prior to mitigation islare found to be:
[ ] Significant [XI Not Significant

d. Rationale for Finding - Development that is consistent with applicable local land use
plans and objectives is considered not to have a significant impact and may have some
indirect benefits to the community, particularly with respect to economic development
potential, new employment, and new housing.
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e. FEIR Reference - Section 4-16.
3. Community Facilities and Services Effects

a. Description of Effects - May result in indirect effects related to community facilities and
services through increased transit access.
b. Proposed Mitigation - No mitigation is required.
c. Finding - The impact(s) prior to mitigation islare found to be:
[X

1 Beneficial

d. Rationale for Finding - Increased transit access to public facilities would represent a
beneficial indirect effect of the proposed project.
e. FEZR Reference - Section 4-16.
4. Fiscal and Economic Conditions Effects
a. Description of Effects - May result in indirect effects to fiscal and economic conditions
as businesses would be served by a more efficient transit system with regional links.
b. Proposed Mitigation - No mitigation is required.
c. Finding - The impact(s) prior to mitigation islare found to be:
[ X 1 Beneficial

d. Rationale for Finding - Businesses in the project area would be served by a more
efficient transit system with links to the entire region. The resulting improvements in the
business climate would be a beneficial indirect effect of the proposed project. The
proposed project would also have indirect effects on employment and economic output as
described in Section 4-5 and Section 5-6.
e. FEZR Reference - Section 4-16.
5. Biological Effects
a. Description of Effects - May result in indirect biological effects from pollutants entering
the Los Angeles River.
b. Proposed Mitigation - See Section L, Biological Resources, Effects During Operation.
c. Finding - The impact(s) prior to mitigation islare found to be:
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[ ] Significant [XI Not Significant

The following additional fmding is made:
[XI Changes or alterations have been incorporated into the project that avoid or lessen
the effect.
[ ]The lead agency lacks the jurisdiction to make the changes, but another agency does have

such authority.
[ ] Specific economic, social, or other considerations make infeasible mitigation measures
or project alternatives.

The impact(s) subsequent to mitigation islare found to be:
[ ] Significant [XI Not Significant

d. Rationale for Finding - Mitigation has been proposed that is expected to minimize any
indirect significant effects.
e. FEIR Reference - Section 4-1 6
6. Noise and Vibration Effects

a. Description of Efects - May result in short-term indirect noise and vibration effects
associated with construction activities potentially affecting neighborhoods outside the
project area, which could include sensitive receptors.
b. Proposed Mitigation - See Sections A, Transportation and J, Noise and Vibration,
Effects During Construction.
c. Finding - The impact(s) prior to mitigation islare found to be:
[XI Potentially Significant

[ ] Not Significant

For those impacts that are found to be significant, the following additional finding is made:
[XI Changes or alterations have been incorporated into the project that avoid or lessen
the effect.
[ ]The lead agency lacks the jurisdiction to make the changes, but another agency does have
such authority.

[ ] Specific economic, social, or other considerations make infeasible mitigation measures
or project alternatives.
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The impact@)subsequent to mitigation islare found to be:
[ ] Significant [XI Not Significant

d. Rationale for Finding - By adhering to preferred haul route plans and construction
contract specifications, indirect impacts to sensitive receptors will be reduced to below
significant.
e. FEIR Reference - Section 4-16.
Cumulative Effects

1. Transportation, Land Use and Development, Community Facilities and Services, Fiscal and
Economic Conditions, Air Quality, and Energy Effects
a. Description of Effects - The project would not result in adverse cumulative effects and
would result in some beneficial cumulative effects related to transportation, land use and
development, community facilities and services, fiscal and economic conditions, air
quality, and energy.
b. Proposed Mitigation - No mitigation is required.
c. Finding - The impact(s) prior to mitigation islare found to be:

[XI Beneficial
d. Rationale for Finding - The effects of the proposed project, in conjunction with the other
past, present, and reasonably foreseeable transit projects would largely be beneficial
given increasing transit ridership and a corresponding decrease in automobile usage.
Daily countywide bus boardings would increase, countywide daily vehicle trips would
decrease as a result of transit improvements, and daily vehicle miles of travel would also
decrease. Average speeds on the countywide roadway system would improve from a No
Build speed of just under 25 miles per hour to as much as 27 miles per hour. Overall,
therefore, implementation of the proposed busway project would have beneficial
cumulative effects on transit and transportation in both the Valley and the County as a
whole.
The BRT Alternative would support existing land use plans. This would represent a
beneficial cumulative effect of the proposed project on land use.
Transit access to these community facilities and services would be improved as the
proposed project and other transit improvements are implemented. Since the addition of
new transit service would broaden the range of community accessibility at the system
level, this would be a beneficial cumulative effect of the proposed project.
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It is reasonable to conclude that a beneficial cumulative effect on tax and fee revenues
would occur because the BRT, in conjunction with other projects (e.g., Warner Center
phased development) would likely add significantly to the revenue base in the corridor
and the region. Such beneficial effects would almost certainly outweigh the losses due to
property acquisition as a result of the project.
The proposed project would reduce daily regional emissions of 3 out of 4 criteria
pollutants in the corridor. The various other related transportation and transit projects
should result in additional emissions reductions, corresponding to the increase in public
transit ridership, HOV usage, and travel speeds that would occur. The related nontransportation projects would generally attract travel, most of which would be by
automobile, and therefore these projects would contribute to increased emissions along
the corridor. Because the proposed project would contribute to reduced emissions at the
corridor level and would not produce substantial additional exceedances of state or
federal standards, it would have a beneficial cumulative effect.
The proposed project and related projects would all consume varying amounts of energy.
This additional energy consumption would only marginally burden existing and future
energy sources in light of current projections of adequate supplies for the foreseeable
future. Insofar as automobile travel may be decreased as a result of the proposed project,
there may be some savings in energy consumption by the proposed project. This would
be considered a beneficial cumulative effect.
e. FEZR Reference - Section 4-16.

2. Productivity and Quality of Life Effects
a. Description of Effects - Would maintain and enhance productivity and general quality of
life in San Fernando Valley and greater Los Angeles.
b. Proposed Mitigation - No mitigation is required.

c. Finding -The impact(s) prior to mitigation islare found to be:
[XI Beneficial
d. Rationale for Finding - See the discussion under Cumulative Effects (above) related to
transportation, land use and development, community facilities and services, fiscal and
economic conditions, air quality, and energy.
e. FEZR Reference - Section 4-16.
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3. Construction Effects

a. Description of Effects - Short-term uses of the environment include temporary, localized
traffic obstructions, air emissions, noise, vibration, light, and glare near construction
activities.
b. Proposed Mitigation - No mitigation is required.
c. Finding -The impact(s) prior to mitigation islare found to be:
[ ] Significant

[XI Not Significant

d. Rationale for Finding - To the extent that the proposed busway project and the other
projects in the region may proceed within a similar period of time or in close geographic
proximity, there may be some cumulative effects resulting from their construction. A
coincidence of construction activities would tend to exacerbate the effects of each
project. In other words, individually limited effects could, through an additive or
synergistic process, become cumulatively considerable. The most probable cumulative
effects would be expected in air quality and traffic. The relative intensity of these effects
would depend on such factors as time, location, and duration.
To some degree, the potential cumulative effects of the proposed busway and other
projects have already been considered in the analyses of local and regional traffic and air
quality. The assessments of air quality and traffic impacts take into account that, even
with some level of anticipated development, a net improvement in the background
environmental setting would result from the implementation of regional transportation
and air quality plans (i.e., the RTP and AQMP). In fact, as Section H (Air Quality)
indicates, the proposed busway would tend to cumulatively contribute to a reduction in
regional emissions as transit ridership increases and automobile use decreases.
e. FEZR Reference - Section 4-16.
Irreversible and Irretrievable Commitment of Resources Effects
a. Description of Effects - The proposed project would involve the irreversible and
irretrievable commitment of a range of natural, physical, human and fiscal resources,
primarily for construction.
b. Proposed Mitigation - No mitigation is required.
c. Finding -The impact@)prior to mitigation islare found to be:

[XI Beneficial
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d. Rationale for Finding - The commitment of resources to construct and operate the
proposed project is based on the belief that residents, employees and visitors would
benefit from the improved efficiency, accessibility, and environmental quality of the
transportation system in the San Fernando Valley. These benefits are anticipated to
substantially outweigh any irreversible or irretrievable commitments of resources.
e. FEZR Reference - Section 4-16.
Growth Inducement Effects
a. Description of Effects -The project would not cause any significant unplanned growth.
b. Proposed Mitigation - No mitigation is required.
c. Finding -The impact(s) prior to mitigation islare found to be:
[ ] Significant [XI Not Significant

d. Rationale for Finding - The BRT Alternative would not be expected to cause any
significant unplanned growth within the proposed project corridor or the region, though it
may tend to redirect or focus some of the already anticipated growth in the corridor to
those areas in the vicinity of certain busway stations. Some stations areas may become
more attractive given the improved accessibility provided by the proposed project, but
would only be feasible for new development where other conditions besides transit
service support that development (i.e., where existing commercial centers exist,
community support is present, and land use and zoning requirements are satisfied).
Additional development in the Warner Center area is anticipated; however, this
development will be phased according to the Warner Center Specific Plan. The phases
of development at Warner Center depend on certain transportation-related criteria,
including a transit system such as the proposed busway project. Thus, any development
in Warner Center that is encouraged by the proposed busway would only occur in
accordance with specified planning regulations.
The BRT Alternative may also provide opportunities for joint development along the
corridor. While no specific plans for such development are included as part of the
proposed project and would depend on many factors outside the scope of the MTA's
authority, development could potentially include surface andlor airspace improvements at
stations, at locations within the remaining right-of-way, or at any other property in the
vicinity that is owned by or otherwise under the control of the MTA. Under a joint use or
joint development project, the MTA could develop uses that are compatible with the
proposed transit use and are consistent with local land use plans and objectives (e.g.,
Warner Center Specific Plan, and planned activities in the North Hollywood Arts and
Entertainment District).
e. FEZR Reference - Section 4-16.
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ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED
A. Overview
A number of alternatives were considered in the Draft and Final EIR. The BRT was selected as
the Locally Preferred Alternative because it supports the greatest number of goals and objectives
of the project and provides the greatest benefits, with impacts similar to or less than the other
build alternatives.
The alternatives evaluation process considered the following specific goals for a transportation
project in the San Fernando Valley East-West Transit Corridor, including:
Improve mobility in the San Fernando Valley,
Support land use and development goals,
Maximize community input into the project development process,
Be compatible with and enhance the physical environment,
Minimize impacts on the community, and
Provide a cost-effective project within the ability of MTA to fund, including capital and
operating costs.
For each of the alternatives, its ability to meet the stated goals and objectives is summarized
below.

1. No Build Alternative
The No Build Alternative would not meet any of the objectives for improving mobility in the San
Fernando Valley because no change would be made in the current transportation system. In
addition, the No Build Alternative would not meet any of the objectives concerning land use or
development goals, including the 2001 SCAG RTP Baseline 2025 project, as no transit
enhancements or changes to land use would be made. There would be no community input with
this alternative and no community impacts. The No Build Alternative would not affect the
physical environment, although increases in traffic congestion (relative to other alternatives)
would worsen air pollution. The No Build Alternative would not have any cost associated with
it, although it was used as a baseline for comparing the costs of other alternatives.

2. TSM Alternative
The TSM Alternative would improve existing on-street bus service in the San Fernando Valley
by increasing bus service on various east-west and north-south arterials. Because of high crossValley travel times, the TSM Alternative would not be an effective option to travel on the
Ventura Freeway, nor would it be likely to relieve congestion in the Cahuenga and Sepulveda
passes, because no direct connection would be made with the Metro Red Line. Total travel times
would also not be minimized because buses would run on-street in already congested traffic.
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Traffic passing through the Valley would likely not be intercepted because the improved local
service would not extend beyond the Valley, nor would park-and-ride facilities be provided for
commuters to leave their cars at when accessing buses. However, basic bi-directional transit
service in the Valley would be improved.
Because the TSM Alternative would be limited to improved on-street bus service on existing
routes, no high capacity transit linkages would be established between activity centers. The
TSM Alternative would also not support General Plan Framework and Transportation Element
or Warner Center Spec@ Plan goals for concentrating growth in targeted growth areas or
providing high-capacity transit to Warner Center nor implementation of the 2001 SCAG RTP
Baseline 2025 busway project in the corridor. In addition, because no station areas would be
developed for transit, no joint development opportunities would be created as a part of the TSM
Alternative.
Capital costs and annual operating costs of the TSM Alternative would be considerably lower
than the BRT Alternative. However, the TSM Alternative would not 1) be an effective option to
travel on the Ventura Freeway, 2) relieve congestion in the Cahuenga and Sepulveda passes, 3)
support local and regional land use plans, and 4) be as reliable a transit option as the BRT, since
TSM would be subject to future increased street congestion.

3. Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) Alternative
The BRT Alternative (all alignments) would provide a clear alternative to the Ventura Freeway,
paralleling the freeway for most of its length through the Valley. Furthermore, because the
eastern te&nus would be located at the North Hollywood Metro Red Line station, the
alternative would likely relieve congestion in the Cahuenga and Sepulveda passes. Total travel
times would be minimized through the use of an exclusive guideway for buses and signal priority
at intersections. Also, by utilizing an exclusive guideway, service would be more reliable than
operating in mixed traffic. Transit service would be improved not only along the East-West
corridor, but in the north-south direction with improved headways on most north-south bus
routes in the Valley and feeder services routing buses from the North Valley directly onto the
busway. Park-and-ride facilities, particularly in the West Valley and at Sepulveda Boulevard,
would provide opportunities for intercepting auto-traffic through the Valley.
The Full BRT Alignment would provide a high-capacity transit linkage between North
Hollywood, Valley College, the Van Nuys Civic Center, Pierce College, and Warner Center and
implement the 2001 SCAG RTP Baseline 2025 busway project in the comdor. In addition, the
location of stations in existing activity centers would encourage focused growth in targeted
growth areas and potential transit-oriented districts. The Full BRT Alignment would also
improve transit access to Wamer Center, as called for in the Wamer Center Specific Plan. In
addition, park-and-ride facilities at some stations could be used for future joint development
projects.
The design of the BRT, conceived of as a multi-modal transportation facility within a 14-mile
greenway, would enhance the surrounding environment. Also, the increased transit use
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associated with the project would provide a slight cumulative reduction in regional vehicle
emissions. Nonetheless, some construction impacts are expected, primarily related to traffic,
noise, access to some community facilities, and air quality, that would not be significant once
mitigated. A number of property acquisitions and lease displacements would also occur that
would be mitigated to a less than significant level as part of the project.
Community input on the BRT Alternative was considerable. In fact, a number of project
enhancements were included during the Preliminary Engineering phase to address community
concerns. However, some community members continue to oppose a transportation facility in
the median of Chandler Boulevard unless it is in a subway configuration.
The annualized cost of new daily transit trips for the Full BRT Alternative would be
approximately twice that of the TSM Alternative. Capital costs and annual operating costs of the
BRT Alternative would be considerably higher than the TSM Alternative.

4. BRT Alternative - Lankershim/Oxnard On-Street Variation and Weekend Service
Option
The Lankershidoxnard On-Street Alignment variation of the BRT Alternative and weekend
service on LankershirnIOxnard would improve mobility in the Valley in a manner similar to the

Full BRT Alternative. However, because portions of the alignment would operate on-street,
travel times would be longer and less reliable, and transit service would be less improved. The
weekend service option would only affect ridership on weekends, when transit travel typically is
lowest. Therefore, while the LankershidOxnard On-Street Alignment would be slower and
therefore attract fewer riders, only minimal decreases in ridership would be expected by
operating service on Lankershim and Oxnard on the weekends. However, operation on
Lankershim Boulevard and Oxnard Street on weekends would increase confusion about BRT
service, thereby decreasing its overall reliability and attractiveness to some patrons. In addition,
the selection of the weekend service option would increase the overall cost of the BRT project,
because it would be necessary to construct both the Full BRT alignment and stations, transit
priority, and other items along Lankershim and Oxnard.
The Lankershidoxnard On-Street Alignment would support land use and development goals in
a manner similar to the Full BRT Alignment. The on-street segment of the alignment would
provide access near an additional activity center, the Laurel Plaza shopping mall. Other transitsupportive land use and development objectives would also be met.
Noise impacts would be greater for this alignment than for the BRT because buses would operate
closer to residences in the on-street segment, and noise mitigation with soundwalls would not be
possible. Acquisitions and displacements would be similar to the BRT Alternative.
Community opposition also has arisen against the Lankershidoxnard variation, primarily due to
on-street congestion from school traffic and the narrow roadway width.
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5. BRT Alternative - MOS Variation
The MOS variation of the BRT Alternative would improve mobility in the Valley in a similar
manner to the Full BRT Alignment. However, because portions of the alignment would operate
on-street, travel times would be longer and less reliable, and transit service would be less
improved.
The MOS would support land use and development goals in a manner similar to the Full BRT
Alternative in the segment between Woodman Avenue and Balboa Boulevard. In the segments
where the MOS would run on-street, transit-oriented land use and development goals would not
be supported.
The MOS was developed with community input, in the same manner as community concerns
were applied to the Full BRT Alignment. Impacts of the physical environment for the MOS
would be similar to those of the LankershimIOxnard On-Street alignment.

B. Conclusion
The BRT Alternative, operating on its exclusive right-of-way, provides the greatest mobility
benefits, supports existing land use plans, accommodates a bicycle path, and provides
landscaping and new pedestrian paths while producing a level of environmental impact similar to
the other build alternatives. While more costly than the other alternatives, it would be a costeffective project within the ability of MTA to fund, including capital and operating costs.
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IX.
STATEMENT OF OVERRIDING CONSIDERATIONS
This section provides the rationale to support a determination by the MTA, as lead agency under
CEQA, that the benefits of the proposed BRT project outweigh those unavoidable adverse
environmental effects that have been fund to occur. This discussion, which is required by
Section 15093 of the State CEQA Guidelines, is organized into to two sections. In the first
section, the unavoidable adverse effects are identified, and in the second section, the reasons in
support of the determination are presented.

A. Unavoidable Adverse Effects
The proposed BRT project will result in one adverse impact, potentially exceeding the
established level of significance, which cannot be avoided or mitigated. This unavoidable
impact is identified below.
Construction Noise - It is likely that noise levels occurring as a result of construction activities
will exceed annoyance levels at sensitive locations nearby to construction areas, at varying times
during the construction period. It is also likely that not all such noise can be effectively reduced
to a level not resulting in some annoyance to nearby persons, despite the application of
aggressive mitigation measures and adherence to established standards and practices. Should
such residual construction noise exceed levels resulting in annoyance to nearby residents and
persons, this occurrence would constitute an unavoidable adverse impact.

B. Determination
The MTA has determined that the overall benefits of the BRT project outweigh and override the
unavoidable adverse environmental impact discussed above. The reasons supporting this
determination are as follows:
The BRT Alternative would have several beneficial environmental effects that neither the No
Build Alternative nor the TSM Alternative would provide. Among these are:
Decreased trafic congestion and increased regional mobility - The BRT Alternative will result
in between 12,500 and 15,100 new daily transit trips made in Los Angeles County in the year
2020, resulting in enhanced mobility and decreased congestion.
Reliability - The BRT Alternative will be constructed primarily in an exclusive right-of-way.
Consequently, bus operations under this alternative tend to be more reliable than in the No Build
or TSM scenarios.
Consistency with regional and local plans - The BRT Alternative is included in SCAG's
Regional Transportation Plan and MTA's Long-Range Transportation Plan, and will provide a
higher level of support to local land use and redevelopment plans such as the Warner Center
Specific Plan.
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Transit opportunities for transit dependent persons - The BRT Alternative will provide
decreased travel times and better connections to the remainder of the MTA system, and better
service to a greater number of destinations than would the No Build Alternative or the TSM
Alternative.
Increased employment - The BRT Alternative will generate between 21,440 and 22,350 total
jobs during construction and 1,078 full-time employment equivalent jobs during operation.
Enhanced air quality - The BRT Alternative will reduce regional air pollution by providing mass
transit in lieu of automobile trips.
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ATTACHMENT B

Final Environmental Impact Report
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

SAN FERNANDO VALLEY

EAST-WEST TRANSIT CORRIDOR

Los Angeles County
Metropolitan Transportation Authority (MTA)

February 2002

MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

San Fernando Valley East-West Transit Corridor
Bus Rapid Transit Project

Prepared for

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority

February 14, 2002

Introduction
The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) requires that agencies adopting
environmental impact reports take affirmative steps to determine that approved mitigation
measures are implemented subsequent to project approval. Specifically, the lead or
responsible agency must adopt a reporting or monitoring program for mitigation measures
incorporated into a project or imposed as conditions of approval. The program must be
designed to ensure compliance during project implementation (Cal. Pub. Res. Code §21081.6).
This Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program will be used by the Los Angeles County
Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Ml'A) staff responsible for ensuring compliance with
mitigation measures associated with the San Fernando Valley East-West Transit Corridor
project.
This Final Environmental Impact Report for the proposed project identified mitigation measures
to reduce the adverse operational effects of the project in the areas of transportation, land use,
acquisitions and displacements, and noise, and the adverse construction effects of the project in
the areas of transportation, parking, noise, air quality, and noise.
The following tables identify the adverse impacts and mitigation measures by resource area and
by project phase. The table also identifies the specific mitigation monitoring and reporting
requirements, including the party responsible for implementing the mitigation measure, the
implementation phase, the monitoring activity, the monitoring period and frequency, the party
responsible for monitoring the mitigation, and the outside agency coordination.
In addition, MTA will prepare quarterly mitigation monitoring status reports throughout the
DesignlBuild phase.

Definition of Acronyms
BRT
CARB
CEQA
CNG

CUPA
DTSC
FTA
LACWMD
LADOT
LAFD
LAPD
LAUSD
MBTA
MTA
NEPA
NPDES
OSHA
RWQCB
SCAQMD
SWPPP
USFWS

Bus Rapid Transit
Califomia Air Resources Board
Califomia Environmental Quality Act
Compressed Natural Gas
Certified Unified Program Agency
Department of Toxic Substances Control
Federal Transit Administration
Los Angeles County Watershed Management Division (Dept. of Public Works)
City of Los Angeles Department of Transportation
Los Angeles Fire Department
Los Angeles Police Department
Los Angeles Unified School District
Migratory Bird Treaty Act
(Los Angeles County) Metropolitan Transportation Authority
National Environmental Policy Act
National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System
Occupational Safety and Health Administration
Regional Water Quality Control Board
South Coast Air Quality Management District
Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan
United States Fish and Wildlife Service
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Monitoring and Reporting Plan

Mitigation Plan
I

I

Resoonsible Imolementation Phase
Party

I

II

I
I

Monitorina
~ctivity"

I

- A

..
.. . .

A

.-

- --

lntersection of Laurel Canyon Blvd I
Chandler Blvd

/

I

Monitoring
Period &
Frequency

I

I

Resoonsible'party

I

Outside
Agency

Add protected left turns in all directions to traffic signal while
widening into existing MTA ROW.

DesignlBuild
Contractor

DesignlBuild

MTA

LADOT

~raings

At DesignlBuild
Submittal
Milestones

lntersection of De Soto Ave IVictory
Blvd

Add a second left turn lane on EB approach of Victory
Boulevard; will require widening into the MTA ROW.

DesignlBuild
Contractor

DesignlBuild

Review
DesignlBuild
Drawings

At DesignlBuild
Submittal
Milestones

MTA

LADOT

lntersection of Winnetka Ave IVictory
Blvd

Add NB protected left turn phase to traffic signal

DesignlBuild
Contractor

DesignlBuild

Review
DesignlBuild
Drawings

At DesignlBuild
Submittal
Milestones

MTA

LADOT

inierseciion of Tampa Ave ITopham
St

Provide protected left-turn lane and phasing on Topham
Street.

DesignlBuild
Contractor

DesignIBuild

Review
DesignlBuild
Drawings

At DesignlBuild
Submittal
Milestones

MTA

LADOT

lntersection of Lankershim Blvd I
Burbank Blvd

Add left turn lanes in each direction; will require widening
within existing City ROW.

DesignlBuild
Contractor

DesignlBuild

Review
DesignIBuild
Drawings

At DesignlBuild
Submittal
Milestones

MTA

LADOT

lntersection of Haskell St IVictory
Blvd

Retime traffic signal.

LADOT

Operation

Review signal
timing

LADOT

NIA

lntersection of Sepuiveda Blvd 1
Victory Blvd

Retime traffic signal.

LADOT

Operation

Review signal
timing

LADOT

NIA

Intersection of Sepulveda Blvd I
Oxnard St

Retime traffic signai.

LADOT

Operation

Review signal
timing

lntersection of Woodman Ave I
Oxnard St

Retime traffic signal.

LADOT

Ooeration

Review signal
timing

Upon
commencement
of operation and
as needed
thereafter
Upon
commencement
of operation and
as needed
thereafter
Upon
commencement
of operation and
as needed
thereafter
Upon
commencement
of operation and
as needed
thereafter

LADOT

LADOT
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Mitigation Plan

Impact

Mitigation

-

-a-

Responsible
Party

Monitoring and Reporting Plan

Implementa t i o n Phase

Monitoring
Activity

Before and
During
3peration

Parking
demand
survey before
construction
and
periodically
during
operation

I

Monitorina
P e r i o d &Frequency

1

Responsible Party

I

Outside
Agency

,

Transportation l r n ~ a c t s -P a l ina
.
Potential at-caoac~tvor so~llover
parking at ~ o i ~oilywood,
h
Pierce
College, and OxnardlReseda BRT
Stations.

The project plans for approximately 3,000 new parking
spaces. MTA, working with LADOT, will develop parking
management studies and strategies including (a) monitoring
the demand for parking in residential neighborhoods adjacent
to BRT stations both before and after the start of BRT
operations. (b) providing additional parking and planned parkand-ride lots, and (c) develooina technioues
to redistrioure
'
parking around the various iaciities.
The following mitigation measures shall be considered in the
areas adjacent to the Reseda and Pierce College park-andride lots and adjacent to stations with no parking, if the
measures descrioed above do not reouce spillover parking
and LADOT determines that sphover parking is causing a
significani impact Four basic wntroi approaches exist to
deal with outsider parking in neighborhoods:
Ban on-street parking;
Time-limited parking;
Resident permit parking; and
Non-resident permits for registered car-poolers who work
in the zone.
Additionally, the following approaches may be considered in
situations where oarkino suoolv is low or non-existent andlor
parking demand /s h i g 6

.. .

Negotiate with local property owners to allow leasing of all
day parking spaces;
Consider parking controls in neighborhoods where
parking spillover from park-and-ride facilities have
become problematic;
Institute parking controls in communities affected by
general spillover of parking at stations without parking
facilities.

One year after
completion of
the project and
every 5 years
subsequent as
needed.

MTA l
LADOT

LADOT
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Mitigation Plan

I
Impact
Operational Impacts

I

Mitigation

- Land Use and Development

Would require the displacement of 6
residential units.
Some stations in close proximity to
residential areas with potential effects
related to noise, air, etc.

I

Monitoring and Reporting Plan

I

I

Responsible ImplementParty
ation Phase

Monitoring
Activity

DesignIBuild
Contractor

Review

Monitoring
Period &
Frequency

See A&D-I.
LU-I: Although designed as part of the project and required
for noise mitigation, landscaping and soundwalls will provide
a buffer and therefore will also mitigate localized land use
impacts where the busway is adjacent to residential-zoned
areas.

Overall, would not result in a large
increase in development. Sitespecific development projects may
occur at some stations.

DesignlBuild

Drawings

Milestones

Review
Relocation
Plan

acquisition

LU-2: No mitigation measures are required for the project.
See FElR text for discussion.
I

-

Operational Impacts Acquis tions and Displacements
Termination of 109 MTA lease
agreements resultmg in the
displacement of 14 businesses and
16 outdoor advertismg signs.

A&D-1: Potential piopeity acquisitions and occupant
displacements outside the MTA right-of-way would be subject
to both the federal Uniform Act and California Act.
Businesses displaced through termination of MTA leases
may receive relocation assistance under both the federal
Uniform Act and California Act, depending upon the individual
lease agreement. in many instances, the lease agreement
with the MTA contains a provisionwherein the tenant
acknowledges that he is not entitled to relocation benefits if
the lease is terminated for a public transit project.

MTA

A&D-1: Same as above.

A&D-1

Acquisition

I

Full acquisition of 7 parcels outside
the MTA right-of-way resulting in the
displacement of 9 businesses.

A&D-1

4&D-1

I
Responsible Party

Outside
Agency
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MTA

NIA

Operational Impacts - Demo! .aphics and Neighborhoods
Station locations would not affect
neighborhood security, no new views
into adjoining neighborhoods would
be created, and security against
crimes would be maintained through
existing law enforcement measures
and passive measures. Along the
alignment, some views would be
created.

D&N-1: For the BRT alternative, m~tigationwould be
desirable in areas where the proposed alignment may permit
new views into residential neighborhoods. This includes
areas where the alignment does not follow the alignment of
an existing roadway, and abuts residences that do not have
sufficient landscaping to block views of the property and
residential structure. The most effective mitigation would be
to fill in the gaps in vegetation so that backyards and second
stories are shielded from the alignment by trees or shrubs.
This measure would eliminate new views created by the
proposed alignment.

DesignIBuild
Contractor

Design 1 Build

Review
DesignIBuild
plans for
landscaping
and
soundwalls.

Submittal
Milestones

OperatIana! !mpasts - FIsca!
See A&D-I.

Would result in the loss of
approximately 53 jobs.

-

Operational Impacts Visual

nd Aesthetic Conditions

Visual impacts would be minimal.
Existing abandoned rail corridor
would be landscaped, industrial
leases would be terminated, and a
busway and aesthetically unobtrusive
stations constructed. Some mature
trees would be removed.

V&A-1: A certified arborist was retained to conduct a
thorough inspection of the eucalyptus trees located between
the North Hollwood Metro Ra I Station and Coldwater
Canyon ~ v e n i e
to determine the condition, quality, and
estimated life span of the trees and to identify measures that
should be taken in the engineering and construction phases
to ensure that the trees would be preserved. This report shall
be submitted to the MTA Planning and Construction
Divisions, and the City of Los Angeles Department of Public
Works, Street Tree Division. in the event that the arborist or
project engineers determine that implementation of the
project would prevent preservation of the trees, or that the
health of the trees necessitates their removal, the trees shall
be replaced in the Chandler Boulevard med~anwith trees of
similar qualities (evergreen, vertical, fast-growing) of 24-inch
box size or greater at the rate of one new tree for each tree
removed.

DesignlBuiid
Contractor

Review
landscape
drawings for
tree
replacement
lnspect trees

At DesignlBuild
Submittal
Milestones
lnspect during
landscape
maintenance
period.
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Monitoring and Rc

Mitigation Plan

Impact
3ont.

Responsiblt
Party

Implementation Phase

Monitoring
Activity

Monitoring
Period &
Frequency

V&A-2: During the DesignlBuild phase, the alignment of the
busway and placement of elements such as soundwalls,
fences, and b e n s that have been developed in Preliminary
Engineering will be followed, and the project will continue to
take into account existing mature trees in the right-of-way and
avoid their removal where possible.

DesignlBuild
Contractor

Construction

Review
DesignlBuild
Drawings

V&A-3: The following Metro Art policies will be applied:

MTA,
DesignlBuild
Contractor

Construction

3eview
3esignlBuild
3rawings and
Mist
3rawings

Mitigation

Public Art and the Design Process: As part of the
DesignIBuild process, artists will be hired to participate in the
project. Metro Art staff will invite interested members of the
communities (residential, business, and institutional)along
the alignment to form a Metro Art Advisory Group. This
process of community participationfollows FTA policy
(Circular 9400.1A), which states: 'To create facilities that are
integral components of communities, information about the
character, makeup, and history of the neighborhood should
be developed and local residents and businesses could be
involved in generating ideas for the project."
A budget will be established for public art that will be based
on a percentage of the hard costs (construction costs) for the
project and will cover design fees and fabrication and
installation of art elements. Again, as directed by the FTA
(Circular 9400.1A), "Funds spent on the art component of the
project should be appropriate to the overall costs of the
transit project and adequate to have an impact."
Design Excellence: Followingpolicy established by the FTA
for design and art in transit projects (Circular 9400.1A), MTA
commits to the idea that: "Good deslgn and art can improve
the appearance and safety of a facility, give vibrancy to its
public spaces, and make patrons feel welcome. Good design
and art will also contribute to the goal that transit facilities
help to create livable communities." To continue its
commitment to these ideals, design excellence will be an
important criterion for selection of design team members and
for evaluation of design proposals.

)rtinn Plan

Responsible Party

Outside
Agency

At DesignlBuild
Submittal
Milestones

MTA

NIA

At DesignlBuild
Submittal
Milestones

MTA
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Monitoring and Re uting Plan

Mitigation Plan

I-

Mitiaation

Impact

Cont.

1

Responsiblc
Party

Implementation Phase

VlTA

Bus
Procurement

Monitoring
Activity

Monitoring
Period &
Frequency

Responsi b l e Party

To ensure design excellence, the MTA will follow the awardwinning model for "Excellence in Public Architecture''
established by the General Services Administration of the
US. Government. That process attracts large numbers of
qualified design firms through a streamlined process and
utilizes the insight of outside peer advisors.
Graphics and Wayfinding: The quality of graphic signage
and way find in^ within the svstem and within the adiacent
neighborhoodi greatly affects the ease and comfoi with
which patrons will use the system. Station names, station
identification, directional signage, logos, maps, and
informational signage shall adhere to the MTA Graphics
Standards. The guiding principles for the standards are to
simplify Metro signage systems in a way that makes sense
for patrons, using uniformity in text styles, a rational hierarchy
of sign sizes, clear directional arrows, etc.

..

-

. .

Operational lmpacts Noise

~dVibration

Would affect 454 noise-sensitive
receptors.

Potential noise mitigation approaches for the BRT Alternative
include the following source, path and receiver options:
N&V-1: Quieter Vehicles: Whenever practical, noise control at
the source is the most desirable approach. In bus
procurements intended for use in the corridor, noise limits will
be included in the vehicle specifications that would require
the bus supplier to minimize vehicle noise emissions.

h e present noise assessment was based on measurements
3f existing MTA Metro Rapid CNG buses, wnich were found
to generate about 3 dBA more sound energy than the
national average for buses. Thus, it is reasonable to specify
noise limits that are at least 3 dBA lower than for these
sxisting buses; greater reductions will likely be feasible in the
future when new technology buses become available.
hlthough such limits will likely add to the vehicle cost, this
approach will provide system-wide noise benefit.

Review Bus
Specifications
and test
periodically
during
operation as
needed

3nce, at
'rocurement,
md testing as
ieeded

MTA

Outside
Agency
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rting Plan

Mitiaation Plan

Impact
Cont.

Mitigation
N&V-2: Sound Barriers: For the Full BRT, the results of the
mitigation analysis indicate that to eliminate essentially all
noise impacts, a 3-dBA reduction in vehicle noise together
with the construction of 28,400 lineal feet (5.4 miles) of
approximately 12-foot-highs o ~ n dbarr.er would be required.
In addition. 1.070 lineal feet (0.2 mile) of 8-foot-hioh
soundwall 'is proposed for cdnstructidn along the ;orth side of
the Sepulveda Boulevard park-and-ride lot, adjacent to Elwin
Street. if it is determined that additional vehicle noise control
is feasible, the amount of required sound wall could be
reduced. Without noise control on BRT buses, an estimated
65 receptors would experience residual impacts.
Sound barriers must break the direct line of sight from the
source to the receiver, have a minimum surface density of 4
pounds per square foot, and have no holes, drainage gaps or
access openings that act as "sound ieaks."
Where space permits, a barrier may also consist of awall on
top of an earth berm to reduce the amount of wall required.
However, due to the height of some of the major bus noise
sources (e.g. the exhaust and air-conditioning), the total
sound barrier height will need to be on the order of 12 feet to
provide a substantial noise reduction (in the range of 5 to 10
dBA). The actual noise reduction will depend on the specific
site geometry. The locations of sound oarrier walls to be
constructed as oart of the oroiect are listed on Table 4-51 and
Table 4-52 of the FElR and aie shown on the engineering
drawings.
Multiple reflections of sound (reverberations)between
soundwalls on either side of the alignment have the potential
to degrade the performance of both barriers substantially (by
about 3 to 7 decibels). This effect may be mitigated in
several ways, Including use of sound-absorptive materials for
the barriers or using benlwall combinations. This issue shall
be addressed during final design for all areas where
soundwalls are proposed for both sides of the alignment. In
addition, the proposed designs of all soundwalls shall be
reviewed by a qualified acoustician during final design to
ensure that they provide the intended benefit. (See
Preliminary Engineering drawings for locations.)

Responsible ImplementParty
ation Phase

Monitoring
Activity

DesignlBuild
Contractor

Review
DesignlBuild
Drawings

DesignlBuild

Monitoring
Period &
Frequency
At DesignlBuild
Submittal
Milestones

Responsible Party

Outside
Agency

MTA

NIA
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Mitigation Plan

Impact
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Mitioation
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ation Phase

Monitoring
Activity

Monitoring
Period &
Frequency

Responsible Party

Outside
Agency

MTA

N/A

MTA

N/A

The results of the noise impact assessment indicate that a
noise reduction of up to 6 dBA is required to eliminate all
severe noise impacts for the BRT Alternative. It should be
noted that there will be substantially fewer bus movements
expected in the early years of the project and therefore the
impacts are overstated for those years. While this amount of
vehicle noise reduction is likely to be possible in the future, it
cannot be assumed at this time that mitigation option N&V-1
would be sufficient to eliminate all severe noise impacts.
however, this amount of noise reduction could reasonablv be
achieved by mitigation option N&V-2, with the construction of
sound barriers at the locations specified in Table 4-51.
To completely eliminate noise impact at all locations for the
BRT Alternative, a noise reduction of 12 dBA is necessary.
Because no single mitigation measure alone is likely to
achieve this goal, a combination of the above options will be
required. It is expected that nearly all noise impact can be
eliminated with a combination of mitigation options N&V-1
and N&V-2, assuming that (I)
noise limits are included in the
vehicle specification requiring the new buses to be 3 dBA
quieter than the current MTA Metro Rapid CNG buses and
(2) sound barriers are constructed at the locations specified
in Table 4-52.
The following noise mitigation measures will be implemented
if the first mitigation measure does not reduce noise impacts
to below the levei of significance:

Nould potentially cause vibration
mpacts exceeding FTA vibration
:riteria at one sound studio.

N&V-3: Sound Insulation: Noise control at the receivers,
including replacing or improving windows, weather stripping
doors, and installing central air-conditioning systems.

DesignIBuild
Contractor
and MTA

luring and
4fter
:onstruction

Conduct noise
analysis once
paved busway
IS constructed

N&V-4: Vibration Reduction Measures: If an adverse
significant impact materializesafter construction of the sound
studio and the BRT, MTA will employ appropriate mitigation
measures to reduce the resultant impact to a levei of
insignificance. Among the measures that may be employed
are a vibration reduction trench and a reduction in bus speed.

DesignlBuild
Contractor
and MTA

luring and
Vter
:onstruction

rake vibration When busway
measurements is paved near
3f bus pass-by: studio.
mce busway is
3aved near
studio.

When bus
service levels
increase or
MTA deploys
new equipment.
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Rev~ewfault
rupture
hazard
~nvest~gation.

At DesignlBuiid
Submittal
Milestones, if
applicable.

Responsi b l e Party

Outside
Agency

Operational Impacts Geote~ nical considerations
No Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault
Zones cross the proposed corridor. A
fault may cross between Laurel
Canyon and North Hollywood
stations.

Would not substantially increase the
level of risk of seismic settlement.
Soils are potentially liquefiable and
could affect structures during
earthquakes.

-

GEO-1: The closest fault to the proposed alignments Is an
unnamed fault previously mapped by Weber et al. (1980).
This fault does not lie within a previously mapped AlquistPriolo Earthquake Fault Zone. A comprehensive fault rupture
hazard investigationwill be performed as part of the
DesignlBuild phase to determine if the fault exists, whether it
is active, and whether the fault traverses a proposed station.
Appropriate design accommodations will be made to allow for
this geologic feature.

MTA and
DesignlBuild
Contractor

GEO-2: Prior to the construction of the proposed project, a
detailed geotechnical investigationwill be performed to
delineate specific areas of potential liquefaction or settlement.
The details of mitigation measures to address settlement
along the proposed alignments will be developed in the
DesignlBuild phase of the project using proper engineering
design and conformance with current building code
requirements.

MTA andDesignlBuild
Contractor

Operational I m p a c t s Biolog a l Resources

DesignlBuild

MTA

Rev~ew
DesignlBu~ld
Drawmgs. ~f
appi~cable.

DesignlBuild

Review
deta~led
geotechn~cai
investlgatlon.

*aSubmittal
Milestones

I

Rev~ew
Des~gnlBu~ld
Drawmgs

"--

" 4

--

Runoff could marginally affect
riparian habitat and other vegetation
downstream of the Los Angeles River
crossing.

810-1: The project will be required to comply with applicable
provisions of section 401 and 402 of the Federal Clean Water
Act, including adherence to NPDES standards and permit
requirements to minimize adverse impacts under NEPA
(significant impacts under CEQA) on vegetation downstream
on the Los Angeles River. Included among the likely permit
requirements will be installation of Best Management
Practices (BMPs) and appropriate drainage design provisions
to minimize harmful runoff. These provisions will be
incorporated during the DesignIBuild phase.

Des~gnlBu~id Des~gnIBulld
Contractor,
MTA to obtain
permits

Would not conflict with established
policies. Removal of active bird nests
may be a violation of the MBTA.

Coordinate construction and nesting time frames to avoid
impact. (See BIO-C1 Construction Impacts.)

BiO-C1

Rev~ew
At DesignIBuild
Des~gnlBu~ld Submittal
Draw~ngsand
Milestones
MTA to obtaln
appl~cable
permts

MTA

I

I

Federal
Gov't.
RWQ'CB
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Relatively minor increase in
~mperv~ous
surfaces resulting in a

0-

I

-
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I
I

I

I
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I

I
1

Monitoring and Reporting Plan
I
I
I
Monitoring
Monitoring
Period &
ResponsOutside
~ c t i v i-t ~ Frequency
ible.party
Agency

I

I

I

I
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WR-1 Runoff from the ousway constr~ctedfor the BRT w I1
be manaaed vla Best Manaaement Pract~ces(BMPsl and an
appropriate Storm Water poilution Prevention plan (SWPP)
as mandated by NPDES permit requirements. Consultation
among the project proponent, US Army Corps of Engineers,
and the Regional Water Quality Control Board will be
undertaken during the DesignlBuild phase to establish
appropriate permit conditions. A drainage system will be
constructed as part of the project that will direct storm water
runoff to the locai drainage system. Consider in final design,
alternative methods to collect and discharge runoff that foster
conservation. Because the area of new paved surface for the
BRT is small compared to the area of paved surface in the
region, the increase in runoff volume associated whti the
project would no! negati~ve!~
affec! the local storm drainage
system. Since Best Management Practices mandate the
installation of oil-water separators in storm drains at proposed
parking lots, operation of the project would actually improve
the quality of storm water runoff.

DesignlBuild
Contractor

DesignlBuild

Review
DesignIBuiid
Drawings

At DesignlBuild
Submittal
Milestones

MTA

US Army
Corps of
Engineers
RWQCB

Would be separated from water table
and would not substantially affect
groundwater resources or beneficial
uses.

WR-2: Piezometers will be installed within the corridor and
monitored prior to final design of the project to better monitor
groundwater levels along the chosen alignment. Site-specific
design accommodations to local patterns of groundwater flow
may be required as a result of this monitoring, and if so, will
be incorporated into the DesignlBuild phase.

DesignlBuild
Contractor

DesignlBuild

Review
DesignlBuild
Drawings

At DesignlBuild
Submittal
Milestones

MTA

NIA

Would include new bridges across
flood control channels that either
span the channel or would be
compatible with the hydraulic design
capacity of the channel.

WR-3: Construction of a bridge across the Los Angeles River
(required as a part of the BRTalternative) will require the
reconstructionor new construction of five to six piers within
the channel. The final bridge design will be reviewed with the
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers and LA County Flood Control
District to ensure that it is compatible with required hydraulic
capacity for flow through the channel.

3esignlBuild
Sontractor

DesignlBuild

Review
DesignlBuild
Drawings

41 DesignlBuild
Submittal
Milestones

MTA

US Army
Corps of
Engineers,
LA County.
LACFD

Same as above

WR-4: The U. S. Army Corps of Engineers requires that any
permanent structures placed within the Sepulveda Flood
Control Basin be floodable. Site-specific design
accommodations and drainage facilities will be required,
including at the Balboa Boulevard and Woodley Avenue
staiions. Appropriate specifications will be incorporated into
the DesignlBuild bid package to require coordination with the
US. Army C o r ~ s .

3esignlBuild
Zontractor

DesignlBuild

Review
DesignIBuild
Drawings

4t DesignlBuild
Submittal
Milestones

MTA

US Army
Corps of
Engineers,
LACFD
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Mitigation

- Safety and security

May result in an extremely small
ncrease in crime, remain unchanged,
3r be reduced as a result of added
mweillance, monitoring equipment,
3r communications devices. Security
against crimes would be maintained
through existing law enforcement
3ractices and ~assivemeasures.

Activity

Monitoring
P e r i o d &Frequency

Monitoring

Responsible Party

Outside
Agency

--

.

...

S&S-1: Although mitigation measures for the BRT are not
required to reduce adverse impacts under NEPA (significant
impacts under CEQA), the following are proposed as
enhancements that would further improve MTA safety and
security:
Bus stop platforms and surrounding areas will be
designed to minimize conflicts involving buses, auto
traffic, and pedestrian traffic at intersections. Lighting,
landscaping, and walkways will be provided for
pedestrians.
Stations will provide lighting, cover, and an open design
conducive to surveillance by security personnel.
Additional station safety measures may include bike
lockers, emergency telephones, public announcement
(PA) systems. LAPD patrols, and bus driverldispatch
communication.
Communication systems will include an emergency radio
on the buses to ensure quick response to incidents.
Transit police will be assigned routine patrol routes along
or in proximity of the busway.
Crossing protection devices including signs and road
striping at intersections will be provided.
0
Los Angeles Department of Transportation (LADOT)
standards for bicycle and pedestrian safety will be
implemented.

DesignIBuild
Contractor
and MTA

DesignlBuild

Review
DesignlBuild
Drawings

At DesignlBuild
Submittal
Milestones

MTA

LADOT.
LAPD

T&P-C3 and
N&V-C1
through
V&V-C3

T&P-C3 and
N&V-C1
through
N&V-C3

r&P-C3 and
U&V-C1
hrough
U&V-C3

T&P-C3 and
N&V-C1
through
N&V-C3

T&P-C3
and
N&V-C1
through
N&V-C3
810-1

T&P-C3
and
N&V-C1
through
N&V-C3
810-1

.

-. --Dperational lmpacts -Other
.-

-

. .. .

.. .

. .

. .

ipact considerations'
~

~

p

day result in short-tern1 indirect noise
2nd vibration effects associated with
:onstruction activities.

By adhering to preferred haul route plans and construction
contract specifications, indirect impacts to sensitive receptors
would be reduced to below significant. (See T&P-C3 and
N&V-Cl through N&V-C3.)

day result in indirect biological
tffects from pollutants entering the
.os Angeles River.

See Biological Resources Operational lmpacts mitigation
measures above (810-1).
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Monitoring
Activity
Review of
Plans and
Inspection

Construction Impacts Tran

lortation and Parking

Temporary traffic disruption and
zongestion at varying locations in the
:onstruction area.
Temporary lane and street closures.
Some loss of on-street parking.

T&P-C1: Before the start of construction, Worksite Traffic
Control Plans (WTCP) and Traffic Circulation Plans, including
identificationof detour requirements, will be formulated in
cooperation with the City of Los Angeies and other affected
iurisdictions (County. State). The WTCPs would be based on
iane requlrements and other special requlrements defined by
the Los Angeies City Depanment of Transportation (,ADOT)
for construction within the city and from other appropriate
agencies for construction in those jurisdictions. LADOT will
provide the contractor with the latest copy of the
Requirements of the Contractorand Signs and Legends, to
be incorporated into the Worksite Traffic Control Plans
(WTCPs). The excavation, grading construction, and repaving of arterial streets crossing the BRT alignment will be
phased so that the capacity of these streets is not reduced
unnecessarily. During construction, contractors will be
required to follow the WTCP for each site as approved by
LADOT. LADOT traftic control officers will be utilized as part
of the WTCP at intersections affected by lengthy construction.
Contractor-proposed variations to the WTCP will be subject to
approval by LADOT.

DesignIBuiid
Contractor
prepares for
LADOT
approval

Construction

T&P-C2: Unless determined to be impracticable, no
designated major or i e w n d a ~ yhighway will be closed to
vehicular or pedestrian traftic except at night or on weekends.
No collector or local street or alley will be completely closed,
allowing continued local vehicular or pedestrian access to
residences, businesses and other establishments.
Comprehensive bus reroutingand detour plans will be
adopted, if necessary.

MTA and
DesignlBuild
Contractor

Construction

.

.

..
.... -.

Monitorina and Reporting Plan

-

Monitoring
Period &
Frequency
As required
durina

Responsible Party

Outside
Agency

MTA I
LADOT

LADOT

anb at changeover during
phases.

Review
DesignlBuild
Plans
Review Bus
Re-routing
and Detours

LADOT

SAN FERNANDO VALLEY EAST-WEST TRANSIT CORRIDOR BUS RAPID TRANSIT PROJECT

Mitigation Plan

Impact
Cont.

Monitoring and Reporting Plan

Responsibk
Party

Implementa t i o n Phase

MTA and
DesignlBuiid
Contractor

Construction

Review Haul
Route Plans

T&P-C4: The MTA will coordinate with other major
construction projects within a I-mile radius of the construction
site to avoid, to the maximum extent practkable, overlapping
haul routes with other public or private construction projects.

DesignlBuild
Contractor
and LADOT

IesignlBuild

T&P-C5: Prior to initiating construction en of each station,
the MTA will develop and adopt a site-specific parking plan
that identifies construction worker parking restrictions and
replacement parking for any substantial quantity of on-street
parking lost during construction,subject to consultation with
LADOT.

DesignlBuild
Contractor

T&P-C6: The City of Los Angeles will indicate the latest
versions of Requirements of the Contractor and Signs and
Legends, which will be incorporated into the construction
contract and used in developing all work site "traffic control
plans."

3esignlBuild
:ontractor
m d MTA

Mitigation
T&P-C3: The MTA and the DesignlBuild contractor will
develop preferred haul route plans for the removal of
excavated material. The haul route plans shall prohibit the
use of local residential streets, and avoid utilizing streets on
which schools are located. If it is necessary for a potential
haul route to pass a school, trucks shall be prohibited from
hauling past the school during normal school hours. The
truck haul route plan will distribute the trucks over more than
one arterial street route tolfrom the freeways, but avoid the
use of any local residential streets. Hauling operations may
occur over more than one shifl (not concentrated in an &hour
period). Haul routes will be developed In consultation with
and must be approved by the Los Angeles Department of
Transportation and the Bureaus of Engineering and Street
Services.

Monitoring
Period &
Frequency

Responsible Party

Outside
Agency

Review Prior to
Use of Haul
Route

LADOT

LADOT
and
Bureau
of Engin.
And
Street
Service

Peview and
Enforce Haul
ioute Plans

As needed,
prior to use of
haul route.

WTA

LADOT

IesignIBuild

ieview and
mprove
'arking Plans

Before
Construction

WTA

LADOT

)esignlBuild

ieview
3esignlBuild
lrawings

4t DesignlBuild
Submittal
Milestones

dTA

LADOT

Monitoring
Activity
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T
Impact

-

Mitigation

Construction Impacts Acquisitions and Displacements
Limited number of temporary
construction easements may be
required, exact number depending
upon final engineering.

Monitoring and Reporting Plan
I
I
I

Mitigation Plan

The following mitigation measure is proposed if any of the
Basements require any property acquisition and
displacements.
A&D-C1: The potential effects of property acquisitions and
the displacement of persons and businesses will be
substantially alleviated through compliance with applicable
federal and state laws governing relocation assistance and
property acquisition procedures, including the Uniform
Relocation Assistance and Real PropertiesAcquisition
Policies Act of 1970 (Uniform Act), as amended, and the
California RelocationAct (California Act). Please refer to
Section 4-2 of the FElR for more detailed information
regarding bo!!? the Uniform P.ct and the California Act.
Construction-related displacements associated with existing
MTA lease agreements may be entitled to relocation
assistance. The qualification for assistance is subject to the
eligibility requirements of the acts and is dependent upon the
specific lease agreement. In many instances, the agreement
with the MTA contains a provision wherein the tenant
acknowledges that he is not entitled to relocation benefits if
the lease is terminated. Many of the businesses, residences,
and nonprofit organizations displaced by temporary
construction acquisitions of private property may be eligible
for relocation assistance under both the Uniform Act and
California Act. (See A&D-1 .)

Responsible ImplementParty
ation Phase

Monitoring
Activity

Monitoring
Period &
Frequency

Responsible Party

Outside
Agency
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I

I

Mitigation Plan

Monitoring and Reporting Plan

Construction Impacts -Community Facilities and Services
Would result in temporary impairment
of access to some community
facilities due to street or lane
closures.

CF-C1: To reduce the potentialfor restricting access to
community facilities and services during constructlon of the
proposed alternatives or alignments, the MTA and the
construction contractor
adhere to local and state
ordinances for areas under construction, and conduct
construction under an approved traffic management plan
(worksite traffic control plan, and traffic and circulation plans).

DesignlBuild
Contractor

Construction

Review
Worksite
Traffic Control
Plans.

As needed

MTA

LADOT

Emergency response times may be
adversely affected by some street
and lane closures.

CF-C2: Coordination will be conducted with City of Los
Angeles Fire and Police Department personnel to provide
adequate advance notice of construction activities'and
identify, as necessary, any special arrangements that may be
needed to facilitate the delivery of emergency services.

DesignlBuild
Contractor

Construction

Review
construction
plans with
LAPD. LAFD
and local
hospitals

As needed

MTA

LAPD,
LAFD

Temporary, localized, intermittent
impact to schools and libraries,
religious institutions, and health care
facilities from changes in air quality or
noise associated with construction
activities.

Adherence to local standards and ordinances regarding noise
and air quality.

DesignlBuild
Contractor

DesignlBuild
and
Const~ction

Review Dust
Control Plans.
Noise Control
Plans and
Noise
Monitoring
Plans, and
Monitor
During
Construction

Review plans at
DesignlBuild
Submittal
Milestones

MTA

LAPD,
SCAQMD

Student safety could be affected by
hazards associated with construction
sites. Standard construction
practices would minimize this impact.

CF-C3: School officials will be consulted regarding the
construction process in order to develop the least intrusive
construction process feasible.
CF-C4: School officials will be consulted in order to ensure
maintenance of safe student walk routes and access for
passenger vehicles and school buses;

WTA and
JesignlBuild
Zontractor
WTA and
JesignlBuild
:ontractor

Consultation
with school
officials
Consultation
with school
officials

Establish monthl MTA
neetings with
A U S D officials.
Zstablish monthl MTA
neetings with
-AUSD officials.

CF-C5: Crossing guards or flag men will be provided at
active construction sites in proximity to schools and where
school pedestrian routes cross construction areas.

WTA and
JesignlBuild
>ontractor

Construction

Consultation
with school
officials

Istablish monthl
neetings with
-AUSD officials.

MTA

LAUSD.
LADOT

CF-C6: Construction scheduling and haul routes will be
sequenced, to the extent practicable, to minimize conflicts
with pedestrians, school buses and vehicular traffic during
arrivals and dismissals of the school day.

WTA and
JesignlBuild
:ontractor

Construction

Consultation
with school
officials

Istablish monthl
neetings with
AUSD officials.

MTA

LAUSD,
LADOT

Construction

Construction

Monitor
Construction
Neekly to
Monthly
LAUSD.
LADOT
LAUSD,
LADOT
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Mitigation Plan

Impact

I

-

Mitigation

Monitoring and Reporting Plan

I

~ e s p o n s i b l e l ImplementParty
ation Phase

I

I Monitoring I
/

Activity

I

Monitorina
Period &Frequency

I
I

Responsi b l e Party

I Outside
I

Agency

Construction lrnpscts Air Quality

--Temporary increases in emissions
and localized concentrations, at
varying locations.

G - c ~ Low
: sulfur fuel shall be used for construction
eauioment. Consistent with the CARB's diesel-fuel
regdations (Title 13, California Code of Regulations, Section
2281 and 2282), the fuel's sulfur content shall be less than
0.05 percent. Construction contracts shail explicitly stipulate
that ail diesel powered equipment shall be properly tuned and
maintained.

DesignlBu~ld
Contractor

Construction

AQ-C2: Haul truck staging areas shall be approved by the
City of Los Angeies Department of Transportation. Haul
trucks shali be staged in non-residential areas away from
school buildings and playgrounds. (See T&P-C3.)

T&P-C3

T&P-C3

Des~gnlBuild
Contractor

Construction

Review Dust
Controi Plans
and Monitor
During
Construction

AQ-C4: All trucks hauling dirt, sand, soil, or other loose
substances and building materials shall be covered, and shall
maintain a minimum freeboard of two feet between the top of
the load and the top of the truck bed sides.

DesignlBuild
Contractor

Construction

Review Dust
Control Plans
and Monitor
During
Construction

AQ-C5: Within thirty minutes of visible dirt deposition
(tracked-out debris), street sweeping equipment shall be
used at all site access points and all adjacent streets used by
haul trucks or vehicles that have been in the construction
area.

DesignlBuild
Contractor

Construction

Review Dust
Controi Plans
and Monitor
During
Construction

AQ-C3: Site wetting shall occur oflen enough to maintain a
ten percent surface soil moisture content during construction,
particularly during any site grading or excavation activity.
Additionally, watering shall occur oflen enough such that
visible emissions would not extend to more than 100 feet
beyond the active construction area. All unpaved parking or
staging areas shall be watered as required by Rule 403. All
on-site stockpiles of debris, dirt, or rusty material shali be
covered or watered at least twice per hour of operation or as
required by Rule 403.

i

Review
DesianlBuiid
contract terms

A

Once, prior to
execution of
contract.

MTA

SCAQMD

T&P-C3

T&P-C3

Review Before
Construction
it^^
Construction
weekly to
Monthiy

MTA

SCAQMD

Review Before
Construction
Monitor
Construction
Weekly to
Monthiy
Review Before
Construction
it^^
Construction
Weekly to
Monthly

MTA

SCAQMD

MTA

SCAQMD
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Monitoring and Reporting Plan

Mitigation Plan

Impact

Monitoring
Actlvlty

Responsible
Party
DesignlBuild
Contractor

Implementation P h a s e
Construction

Review Dust
Control Plans
and Monitor
During
Construction

AQ-C7: Construction activities on any unpaved surfaces shall
be suspended during first and second stage smog alerts, and
during high winds, i.e., greater than 25 miles per hour.

DesignlBuild
Contractor

Construction

Review Dust
Control Plans
and Monitor
During
Construction

AQ-C8: Water shall be applied to ail disturbed surface areas
on the last day of active operations prior to a weekend,
holiday, or any other period when construction operations will
not occur for more than four consecutive days. The water
shall be treated with a mixture of chemical stabilizer diluted to
no less than 1/20 of the concentration required to maintain a
stabilized surface for a period of six months.

DesignlBuild
Contractor

Construction

Review Dust
Control Plans
and Monitor
During
Construction

AQ-C9: Chemical stabilizers shall be applied to all disturbed
surface areas within five working days of grading completion.

DesignlBuild
Contractor

Construction

Review Dust
Control Plans
and Monitor
During
Construction

AQ-C10: Water shaii be applied to all unpaved roads at least
once every 2 hours of construction operation.

DesignlBuild
Contractor

Construction

Review Dust
Control Plans
and Monitor
During
Construction

AQ-C11: Vehicular speeds on unpaved roads shaii be
restricted to 15 miles per hour.

DesignlBuild
Contractor

Construction

Review Dust
Control Plans
and Monitor
During
Construction

Mitigation
AQ-C6: Afugitive dust control program consistent with the
provisions of SCAQMD Rule 403 shall be maintained during
construction, particularly construction that involves grading
and earthmoving activities.

Monitoring
Period &
Frequency

Responsible Party

Outside
Agency

Review Before
Construction
Monitor
Construction
Weekly to
Monthiy
Review Before
Construction
Monitor
Construction
Weekly to
Monthly
Review Before
Construction
Monitor
Construction
Weekly to
Monthiy

MTA

SCAQMD

MTA

SCAQMD

MTA

SCAQMD

Review Before
Construction
Monitor
Construction
Weekly to
Monthly
Review Before
Construction
Monitor
Construction
Weekly to
Monthly
Review Before
Construction
Monitor
Construction
Weekly to
Monthly

MTA

SCAQMD

MTA

SCAQMD

MTA

SCAQMD
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I

Mitigation Plan

Noise exceeding annoyance levels at
locations nearby to construction
activities.

Monitoring and Reporting Plan

N&V-C1: Two of the primary steps in controlling the noise
impacts from construction are: (1) requirements for specific
noise mitigation measures, such as sound walls around
construction sites, in the contract documents, and (2)
residential property line noise limits in the construction
specifications that the contractor cannot exceed. One or
more of the following approaches will be used as necessary
to ensure that construction is performed in compliance with
property line noise limits:
Perform noise monitoring(by MTA or its contractors).
Regular noise monitoringshould be done in areas where
it is expected that the contractor will have trouble meeting
the property line noise limits. The contractor can perform
this type of monitoring, although communities may put
more credence in monitoring performed by, or under the
direction of, the MTA. The monitoring can be weekly spot
checks supplemented with monitoring to respond to
complaints. Continuous monitoring using automated.
unattended monitors is sometimes justified in particularly
sensitive areas.

*

DesignlBuild
Contractor

lonstruction

Contractor to
take Noise
Measurements
under
supervision of
Acoustical
Engineer.

DesignIBuild
Contractor

At DesignlBuild
Submittal
Milestones

Review and
approve
submitted
Noise and
Vibration
Sontrol Plan
and noise
neasurements

Take noise
measurements
weekly and
upon
complaints.

MTA

-APD

MTA

APD

Take noise
measurements
weekly to
monthly, to
Take noise
verify
measurements contractors
readings.
to check
contractor
readings.

Require contractors to prepare noise control plans. The
goal of the noise control plan is to ensure that contractors
consider community noise when designing construction
sites, selecting construction procedures and equipment.
and determining work schedules.
Limit noisy construction activities, particularly during
nighttime hours. Example restrictions are: requiring predrilled piles, limiting pile driving to mid-day hours, limiting
the use of jackhammers and other pneumatic and impact
devices, and restricting construction in residential areas to
daytime hours.
Require contractors to have temporary barriers or sound
blankets readily available stockpiled that can be used at
the Resident Engineer's discretion to immediately address
any noise complaints or noise limit violations. An effective
temporary barrier can be constructed of plywood at least
one inch thick, appropriately placed and extending to a
height sufficient to break the lines of sight between the
noise source and receptor.

Review
DesignlBuild
Submittals
including noise
measurements
and noise
control plans.

:onstruction

Verify
stockpile
quantity

Verify stockpile
at readiness
review for
major
construction
setup phases.
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Monitoring and

Mitigation Plan

Mitiaatian

Impact

V&V-C2: General procedures that the contractor will be
required to employ to minimize noise impacts are:
r

*

*

1

Perform all construction in a manner to minimize noise.
The contractor will be required to select construction
processes and techniques that create the lowest
practicable noise levels. Examples are using predrilled
piles in place of pile driving, mixing concrete off site
instead of on site, and using hydraulic tools instead of
pneumatic tools.
Use equipment with effective mufflers. Diesel engines are
often the major source of noise on construction sites. All
equipment will be required to have the most effective
commercially available mufflers installed.
Minimize the use of backup alarms. Because of the
particularly intrusive nature of backup alarms, they are
often the primary source of complaints about construction
noise even though they are not the loudest noise.
Approaches that will be used, as appropriate, to reducing
annoyance caused by backup alarms are: lay out
construction sites to minimize the need for backup alarms
(if permitted by safety regulatory agencies); use strobe
lights in place of backup alarnls at night (subject to OSHA
approval); use flagmen to keep the area behind
maneuvering vehicles clear; and use self-adjusting,
ambient-controlled backup alarms. Ambient-controlled
backup alarms adjust thealarm loudness up and down
depending on ambient noise. The safety implications of
any procedure for reducing backup alarm noise must be
carefully reviewed before tile procedure is implemented.
Select haul routes and schedules that minimize intrusion
to residential areas. (See T&P-C3.)
Lay out construction sites such that the noisiest activities
are as separate as possible from noise sensitive
receptors. Sometimes it is even possible to gain
acoustical benefits by locating temporary construction
offices or other barriers between construction activities
and residential areas. There are even examples of
locating material storage piles so they act as sound
barriers.

Responsiblt
Party

Implementation Phase

Monitoring
Activity

DesignlBuild
Contractor

Construction

Review and
approve
submitted
Noise and
Vibration
Control Plan
and noise
measurements
of contractor.

Rc

Monitoring
Period 81
Frequency
Take noise
measurements
weekly and
upon
complaints.
Review Plans
Prior to
Construction

rting Plan

1

I
ResponsParty

Outside
2c
;y
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Monitoring and Reporting Plan

Mitigation Plan

Responsible

Impact

Mitigation

Potential for localized vibration
axceeding annoyance levels.

-

N&V-C3: Impacts from construction vibration will be
controlled by: (1) including specific vibration limits in contract
documents, (2) limiting where and when high vibration
activities such as pile driving can take place, and (3) requiring
vibration monitoringfor any construction process that could
cause intrusive or damaging vibration.

Construction
Impacts Geotechnical'Cotisiclerations
-.--.. ---....- . ---.. ..
Potential to encounter subsurface
lazardous materials and on-site
sage during construction.

Party

.... .

.

DesignIBuild
Contractor

--.

Implementation Phase

Monitoring
Activity

Construction

Review and
Approval of
Noise and
Vibration
Control Plan

Monitorina
Period &Frequency
Prior to
Beginning
Construction.

-

--.--.-.

GEO-C1: Federal and state regulations require that certain
levels of soil or groundwater contamination be remediated
prior to or during construction of the project. Cleanup
activitles will be conducted in accordance with all applicable
regulations and guidelines governing the removal and
disposal of hazardous materials. The application of standard
construction practices would result in no significant impact
under CEQA from exposure to hazardous materials. These
practices include:

DesignIBuild
Contractor

Submittals
required for
Contaminated
or Hazardous
Materials

I

Prior to
Construction

/

1
Responsible Party

Outside
Agency

MTA

LAPD

MTA

:E

RWQCB,

exploration for hazardous materials in the soil;
monitoring for hazardous materials during construction;
excavation, segregation, and remediation of hazardous
materials;
use of drip pans under heavy equipment to minimize
leakage of fluids into the soil;
storage of chemicals in compliance with local hazardous
and flammable material storage regulations; and
hazardous materials training for employees.

Contractor

Survey

and
Wildlife
Service.
CDFG
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Monitoring and Reporting Plan

Mitigation Plan

Monitoring

Responsible
Impact

Mitigation
If the ornithologist detects occupied nests of native birds
within the construction zone, the MTA will conspicuously flag
off the area(s) supporting bird nests, providing a minimum
buffer of at least 100 feet between the nest and limits of
construction. The construction crew will be instructed to
avoid any activities in this zone until the bird nest(s) islare no
longer occupied, per a subsequent survey by the qualified
ornithologist. Alternatively, the MTA will consult as
a ~ ~ r o ~ r iwith
a t ethe United States Fish and Wildlife Service
u
(%%s)
to discuss the potential loss of nests of native birds
covered by the MBTA to obtain, if necessary per the USFWS,
a permit authorizing activities that may othe~viseresult in
MBTA violations.

2ont.

Potential for construction runoff to
snter subsurface waters having
!ownstream biological value.

Construction

-

BIO-C2: The MTA wiii comply with Section 404 of the Clean
Water Act and Section 1600 of the California Fish and Game
Code to ensiire inat construction o i corridor crossings over
the Los Angeies River and other drainages do not violate
these laws.

Impacts W a t e iesources

'otential for runoff containing
xnstruction contaminants into
surface waters.

Party

DesignlBuild
Contractor

Implementation Phase

Monitoring
Activity

Construction

Review
SWPPP

Before start of
construction

MTA

RWQCB

Review
Stormwater
Pollution
'revention
Plan
(SWPPP)

Before
construction
and before start
of each rainy
season.

MTA

RWQCB

iieview
SWPPP

Before
construction
and before the
start of each
rainy season.

MTA

RWQCB

Outside
Agency

'

WR-C1: Construction will be conducted to comply with
building codes, permit conditions, and other regulatory
requirements to ensure that discharge of surface water runoff
from construction sites will not result in increased erosion or
siltation discharge to existing drainage facilities and would
mitigate impacts to surface waters.

DesignlBuild
Contractor

WR-C2: in compliance with the National Pollutant Discharge
Elimination System (NPDES) General Construction Permit.
implementation of pollution control methods associated with
construction activities will be required. As a component of
the General Construction Permit, a Storm Water Pollution
Prevention Plan (SWPPP) will specifically identify best
management practices to mitigate water quality impacts on
receiving waters due to surface water runoff from the project
site. These practices may include the placement of
sandbags around basins, construction of a berm to keep
runoff from flowing into the construction site, and covering or
stabilizing topsoil stockpiles. Construction industry standard
storm water best management practices can be found in the
State of California Storm Water Best Management Practice
Handbook, Construction Activity

DesignlBuild
Contractor

Construction
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lmoact

2onstruction site fencing,
specifications and construction crew
raining will avoid creating unsafe
:onstruction sites or an "attractive
iuisance" and impacts would not be
significant or adverse

S&S-C1: To further minimize impacts to schools, students,
and active pedestrian communities, the following will be
im~iementedas feasible:

DesignlBuild
Contractor

Consultation
with School
Officials

MTA and
DesignlBuild
Contractor

f cultural
'emains are
xmuntered,
3esignlBuild
Zontractor to
:ease
activities in
h e immediate
area and MTA
will implement
appropriate
:reatment
>Ian.

Monthly
Meetings with
LAUSD
Officials

MTA

Emergency services providers and school officials will be
consulted regarding the construction process to reduce
the intrusiveness of the construction process and provide
for continuing two-way communication throughout the
construction period;
School offiuals will be consulted in order to ensure
maintenance of safe student walk routes and access for
passenger vehicles and school buses;

.

Flag men will be provided during intersection
modifications in active pedestrian communities. Crossing
guards or flag men will also be provided at construction
sites in proximity to schools and where schooi pedestrian
routes cross construction areas.
Construction scheduling and haul routes will be
sequenced to minimize conflicts with pedestrians, school
buses and vehicular traffic during arrivals and dismissals
of the school day.

Construction Impacts cult^ 11 Resources
'otential for encountering
lrchaeological remains.

.'

..

-

'

CR-C1: If buried cultural remains are encountered during
construction activities, the activities will cease until a qualified
archaeologist has evaluated the significance of the site and
made a determination of eligibility for listing in the National
Register.

MTA
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I

Mitigation Plan

CR-C2: If human remains are exposed during construction,
pursuant to State Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5, no
further dlsturbance shall occur until the County Coroner has
made the necessary findings as to origin and disposition,
pursuant to Public Resources Code 5097.98.

MTA and
DesignlBuiid
Contractor

Construction

Monitoring and Reporting Plan

DesignlBuild
Contractor to
cease
activities in
the immediate

During
construction, as
needed

Coroner

San Fernando Valley East-West
BRT Project
The Valley's Multimodal Transportation Greenway

Recommended

MTA Board Action
February 28, 2002
Certify the San Fernando Valley East-West
Transit Corridor FElR (CEQA compliance)
Adopt the Findings, Statement of Overridina
Considerations,
-.
and the Mitigation ~ o n i t o r i i ~
Plan
Adopt the Locally Preferred Alternative (LPA) as
approved by the Board in July, 2001 with
refinements discussed in the FElR
Authorize staff to file a Notice of Determination
I

MTA Board Action on DEISIR
July 26, 2001
Adopted full BRT on BurbankIChandler ROW as
the LPA
"Continue to study th~env
wAnard/Lankershii-rr
alternative during the PE and FEISIR phase as a
possible operating alternative on satGdays and
Sundays...
yj

"Continue to work with adjacent communities
during the PE and FEISIR phase to refine project
design features
where appropriate to address
*

+ IDrocess
Community InpuL
DElSlDElR
Two public scoping meetings and one government agency
workshop held during DElSlDElR phase
Combined mailing and distribution of flyers
Published meeting notices in the San Fernando Valley Business
Journal, L.A. Times, Daily News and La Opinion and developed
web site at www.mta.net
More than 200 community meetings held

DEISIDEIR Circulation Period
Two public hearings held; more than 600 in attendance
More than 700 comments and letters received
Public testimony of 86 speakers taken at Board workshop and
regular meeting

FElR Phase

Held six additional community meetings
Conducted four subsequent, follow-up meetings

c

Community Concerns
More than 700 individual comments received
during DEISIR comment period
Primary concerns:
- Parking spillover
- Noise
- Pedestrian safety
- Safety for automobile traffic
- Appearance, art and landscape treatments
- Impacts on northlsouth traffic

Mitigation of Concerns
Parking:
MTA will conduct before & after parking survey; work with
City to implement preventative measures if required

Noise:
Additional 6,100 Lf. sound wall inc!uded in designtotal of 29,500 1.f. of sound wall
j

Safety:
Adjacent on-street traffic will have protected left and
right hand turns with signals directing traffic across
busway;
Signalized pedestrian crossings provided at all
intersections, and additional pedestrian-only crossings at
3 locations

Mitigation (continued)
Appearance:
Continued meetings with community refined landscape
concepts; budget identified for enhanced landscaping

NorthISouth Traffic:
Continued meetings and working sessions with LADOT
were held to refine signaling priority. FEIR acknowledges
slightly slower travel time than previously reported

ALL MITIGATION COSTS HAVE BEEN INCLUDED IN
THE PROJECT COST ESTIMATE

Schedule
February 2002 - FElR completed and submitted to MTA
Board for approval

-

May 2002 Requests for Proposal for DesignIBuild
Contract issued
November 2002 - Award of DesignIBuild Contract
April 2003 - Begin construction
April 2005 - Complete construction

Chandler Boulevard
Current Condition

Chandler Bouievard
with Planned Transitway

Tampa Avenue
Current Condition

Tampa Avenue
With Planned BRT Statinn

Reseda Boulevard
Current Condition

Reseda Boulevard
with Planned Busway, Bikeway & Station Parking

