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STATE OF CALIFORNIA Gavin Newsom, Governor 

PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
320 W 4th Street, Suite 500 

Los Angeles, CA 90013 

November 17, 2020 

Mr. Walter Davis 
Project Manager 
Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
One Gateway Plaza 
Mail Stop 99-22-3 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

SENT VIA EMAIL 

Re: East San Fernando Valley Light Rail Transit Project - Final Environmental Impact 
Statement/ Environmental Impact Report 

Dear Mr. Davis: 

Thank you for providing us with an opportunity to comment on the Los Angeles County Metropolitan 
Transportation Authority’s (Metro) Final Environmental Impact Statement/Final Environmental Impact Report 
(FEIS/FEIR) for the East San Fernando Valley Light Rail Transit Project. The California Public 
Utilities Commission (CPUC or Commission) provided detailed comments to Metro’s Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report in October 2017.  

One of the Commission’s key comments focused on the selection of a Rail Alternative and the need for 
“additional evaluation of extending underground segments in order to mitigate the significant and 
unavoidable impacts to Traffic, Safety and Security that at-grade street-running/median-running 
alignments present.”  We’ve learned that Metro has selected the Locally Preferred Alternative (LPA) to be 
a modified version of Alternative 4 (Light Rail Transit (LRT)). The Commission is concerned that this 
modified Alternative 4 eliminated any considerations for a subway segment. Elimination of the subway 
portion results in a street-running segment that proposes to create numerous at-grade crossings at existing 
roadway intersections on Van Nuys Boulevard.   

At-grade crossings on street-running LRT segments create more problematic interaction between vehicles 
and LRT trains resulting in vehicle-train collisions. Metro continues to experience vehicle-train collisions 
on all its street-running segments of the Blue Line (Washington Blvd & Long Beach), Eastside Gold Line 
(3rd St), and Expo Line (Colorado Boulevard). 

As stated in your FEIS/FEIR: 

The primary difference between DEIS/DEIR Alternative 4 and the LPA is the 
elimination of the 2.5-mile subway portion of DEIS/DEIR Alternative 4. Under the LPA, the 
entire 9.2-mile alignment (Figure ES-3) would be constructed at grade. The subway portion 
was eliminated because it would be very expensive, have significant construction impacts, and result in 
little time savings compared with a fully at-grade alignment. (emphasis added) 
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Commission staff is concerned that Metro has chosen to prioritize project costs and construction 
timeliness over the public safety afforded by grade separations and subway segments. Commission staff 
has engaged Metro’s staff regarding design details for the new crossings proposed as part of the project 
in order to evaluate the safest alternatives.  
 
Similarly, when evaluating the proposed 2.5-mile LRT segment shared with the existing railroad 
corridor adjacent to San Fernando Road, it has become apparent that the safety implications of this 
proposal have not fully been evaluated. The FEIS/FEIR states that operating LRT trains in a shared 
railroad corridor results in fewer train/automobile conflicts compared with operating LRT trains in 
mixed-flow traffic, as in Alternative 3. However, the prospect of adding two additional LRT tracks to 
the existing single-track crossings on the railroad corridor adjacent to San Fernando Road has 
significant safety implications to the safe, efficient movement of vehicular traffic. This is most evident 
at the Paxton Avenue/San Fernando Road at-grade crossing in City of Los Angeles, and at the four at-
grade crossings within the densely populated roadway network of downtown City of San Fernando. 
Additional evaluation is needed for the proposed shared railroad corridor segment. Commission staff 
recommends that Metro focus on the Initial Operating Segment on Van Nuys Boulevard until the 
complexities of the shared railroad corridor segment can be thoroughly evaluated by all stakeholders. 
 
It is evident that much work is still ahead if Metro hopes to successfully address Commission staff’s 
safety concerns and obtain Commission approval for project construction. Commission staff will 
continue to work with Metro to address public safety concerns. 
 
Please feel free to contact me at (213) 576-1313 or matthew.bond@cpuc.ca.gov. Contact our lead staff on 
this project: Noel Takahara at (213) 576-7106 or noel.takahara@cpuc.ca.gov for transit safety certification 
matters and Jose Pereyra at (213) 576-7083 or jose.pereyra@cpuc.ca.gov for crossing matters. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
Matthew Bond, PE 
Senior Utilities Engineer Supervisor 
Rail Crossings and Engineering Branch 
Safety and Enforcement Division 
 
 
C: (SENT VIA EMAIL) 
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Local Agencies
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October 12, 2017

Walter Davis, Project Manager
Metro

One Gateway Plaza, M/S 99-22-3
Los Angeles, CA 90012

Re: East Valley Rapid Transit Corridor Project
Comment to the Draft Environmental Impact Report/Statement (EIR/EIS)

Dear Mr. Davis,

By way of this letter, the Atwater Village Neighborhood Council (AVNC) is submitting comment to the
above-referenced Draft EIR/EIS.

AVNC believes that it is critical for government to account for community input. As such, AVNC urges
Metro to give first and serious consideration to the Van Nuys Neighborhood Council and all other
affected neighborhood councils as the voice of their communities and stakeholders with regard to the
East Valley Rapid Transit Corridor Project and all other future projects.

Please contact the undersigned Co-Chairs should you have any questions or comments.

~

" V ' ` ~~_

Edward Morrissey Courtney Morris
Co-Chair Co-Chair

cc: Van Nuys Neighborhood Council

M r. Brad Balduff
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activity and the amount of space needed to safely perform the activity, and would be coordinated with the 
Cities of Los Angeles and San Fernando, as necessary. Restrictions on the extent and duration of the 
closures can be incorporated in the project construction specifications. In some cases, short-term full 
closures might be substituted for extended partial closures to reduce overall impacts. Community 
outreach to keep the public and businesses advised as to closures would be provided. Signage and access 
to businesses would also be provided. 

Under the LPA and IOS, the construction contractor would develop detour routes to facilitate traffic 
movement through construction zones without significantly increasing cut-through traffic in adjacent 
residential areas. Additionally, where feasible, Metro would temporarily restripe roadways, including 
turn lanes, through lanes, and parking lanes at the affected intersections to maximize the vehicular 
capacity at those locations affected by construction closures. A majority of construction-related travel 
(i.e., deliveries, hauling, and worker trips) would be scheduled during the off-peak hours. 

On-street parking may be removed to maximize vehicular capacity at those locations affected by 
construction closures. Additionally, traffic control officers may be placed at major intersections 
during peak hours to minimize delays related to construction activities. 

Construction of the LRT Dedicated Guideway 

The construction of the LRT dedicated guideway would require the use of earth-moving equipment, 
pneumatic tools, generators, concrete pumps, and similar equipment. Demolition, clearing, and 
earthwork would be required under the LPA and IOS. This would include excavation and demolition 
associated with the roadway, pile driving for structures, removal of curbs and gutters, and removal of 
sidewalks (Figure 2-21). Additionally, a pedestrian bridge or tunnel would be constructed at the 
Sylmar/San Fernando station from the proposed platform to the Metrolink platform. 

Figure 2-21: Example of In-Street Excavation 

 
Source: Metro, 2015. 
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With regard to traffic signals, the LRT cars would be controlled by the traffic signals that govern 
vehicular traffic on Van Nuys Boulevard. Every traffic signal on Van Nuys Boulevard would be 
modified to provide for LRT signals. 

Construction Schedule 

Under this alternative, the duration of construction is estimated to be approximately 4.5 to 5 years. 
Project construction would typically take place between the hours of 7 a.m. and 9 p.m. within the City 
of Los Angeles, in accordance with the Los Angeles Municipal Code Section 41.40(a), and 7 a.m. and 
6 p.m. within the City of San Fernando, in accordance with San Fernando City Code Section 34-
28(10). Construction activities would be minimized during weekday AM and PM peak hours (typically 
7 to 9 a.m. and 4 to 6 p.m.). Truck hauling of spoils may be required at night to avoid congested 
surface streets and highways.  

2.7 Anticipated Permits and Approvals 
Certification of the EIR and approval of the project by the Metro Board of Directors and approval of the 
EIS by FTA would be required prior to construction and implementation. This EIR is a project EIR, as 
defined by Section 15161 of the State CEQA Guidelines and, as such, serves as an informational 
document for the general public and the project’s decision-makers. Metro, as CEQA lead agency, has the 
responsibility for preparing and certifying the FEIS/FEIR, pursuant to State CEQA Guidelines Sections 
15089 and 15090, respectively.  

Implementation of the project would require discretionary actions and permits from the agencies 
identified in Table 2-2.  

2.8 Approach to the Cumulative Impacts Analysis 
CEQA requires an environmental impact report to evaluate a project’s contribution to cumulative 
impacts. Cumulative impacts are the project’s impacts combined with the impacts of the related past, 
present, and reasonably foreseeable future projects. Cumulative impacts discussions for each 
environmental topic area are provided in this document. As stated in CEQA, Title 14, Section 21083 
(b)(2), a project may have a significant effect on the environment if the “possible effects of a project are 
individually limited but cumulatively considerable.” As used in this paragraph, ‘cumulatively 
considerable’ means that the incremental effects of an individual project are considerable when viewed 
in connection with the effects of past projects, the effects of other current projects, and the effects of 
probable future projects.” State CEQA Guidelines Section 15130(b) states that the discussion of 
cumulative impacts can be either “a list of past, present, and probably future projects” or a “summary of 
projections contained in an adopted local, regional, or statewide plan, or related planning document that 
describes or evaluates conditions contributing to the cumulative effect.” The cumulative impact analysis 
in this FEIS/FEIR uses both the summary of projections approach and related projects list, depending 
on the impact area. The appropriate adopted planning document is the SCAG 2012–2035 RTP/SCS. 
However, SCAG updated the RTP/SCS to reflect the years 2016-2040. The 2016–2040 timeframe for 
projections is more appropriate than the 2012–2035 timeframe because it more closely resembles the 
estimated operational date for this project. Therefore, for purposes of this FEIS/FEIR, the modeling and 
calculations for cumulative impacts used throughout the analyses reflect a 2040 horizon year.  
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The Los Angeles River flows from the southwest side of the San Fernando Valley through the Los 
Angeles Coastal Plain to San Pedro Bay. Within the project study area, it is located approximately 
0.5 mile north of the Metro Orange Line right-of-way at the west end of the Metro Orange Line 
corridor, crosses the Metro Orange Line corridor 0.5 mile west of the Balboa Station, and is 1.5 miles 
south of the Metro Orange Line right-of-way at the east end of the Metro Orange Line corridor. The 
Los Angeles River, has been channelized, and lined with concrete along most of its course for flood 
control purposes. Within the Sepulveda Flood Control Basin, the floor of the channel is unlined, 
allowing percolation of water from the channel into the ground. 

Numerous tributaries, most of which have intermittent flow, discharge into the Los Angeles River. 
These include the Arroyo Calabasas, Bell Creek, Aliso Wash, Browns Canyon Wash, Chatsworth 
Creek, Pacoima Wash, Tujunga Wash, and Verdugo Wash. These washes and creeks are primarily 
concrete-lined within the urban areas. Flows in the Los Angeles River system are highly variable. Dry 
season flows are comprised chiefly of excess irrigation water applied in urban areas, controlled release 
of reservoirs, and municipal and industrial wastewater including effluent from the Tillman and 
Los Angeles-Glendale sewage treatment plants. During the wet season, flows in the Los Angeles River 
are augmented by stormwater runoff that varies with storm duration, intensity, and frequency.  

The Los Angeles Department of Public Works is tasked with finding ways to restore or revitalize the 
channels within the watershed and, thereby, provide significant opportunities for recreation use and 
aesthetic improvements along the waterways in the Los Angeles metropolitan area while protecting 
the Los Angeles Basin from major flooding. 

4.13.2.3 Local Surface Water Hydrology 

The project area is highly urbanized with few natural areas or drainage features. Hydrological features 
within the project study area are shown in Figure 4.13-2.  

There are four major waterways crossing the project corridor. The crossings are located as follows: 

1. Pacoima Wash at San Fernando Road 

2. Pacoima Wash at Van Nuys Boulevard 

3. Pacoima Channel at Van Nuys Boulevard 

4. Pacoima South Channel at Van Nuys Boulevard 

Other major surface water resources in the vicinity of the project corridor are Caballero Creek, Bull 
Creek, and the Tujunga Wash. Caballero Creek drains an area of approximately 10 square miles, most of 
which lies within the Santa Monica Mountains. The creek flows only intermittently. It crosses the Metro 
Orange Line corridor as a box culvert approximately 0.4 mile east of the Reseda Station and joins the Los 
Angeles River 1 mile to the north. Bull Creek drains an area of approximately 150 square miles, including 
large areas within the San Gabriel and Santa Susana Mountains. Bull Creek is regulated by the Upper 
Van Norman Dam and Lake, which is located approximately 7 miles north of the Metro Orange Line. It 
crosses the Metro Orange Line as a concrete lined channel 0.2 miles east of Balboa Station and joins the 
Los Angeles River 0.6 mile to the south within the Sepulveda Basin. The Tujunga Wash drains an area 
of approximately 150 square miles, including large areas within the San Gabriel Mountains. The 
Tujunga Wash is regulated by the Hansen Dam and Flood Control Basin, which is located 
approximately 5 miles north of the Metro Orange Line. In the vicinity of the Metro Orange Line, it flows 
through two branches; the main concrete-lined flood control channel crosses the project corridor 0.9 
miles west of the Laurel Canyon Station, and the Central Branch of the Tujunga Wash crosses the Metro 
Orange Line corridor 0.4 miles west of the North Hollywood Station as a box culvert. Both branches flow 
into the Los Angeles River 2 miles to the southeast of the crossings in Studio City. 
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East San Fernando Valley Transit Corridor Project FEIS / FEIR Review
Billy Ho, City of Los Angeles Bureau of Engineering
Environmental Management Group

October 26, 2020

General comments:

1.) Given duration of construction and the project corridor’s close proximity to single family and 
medium density residential homes (directly adjacent to the commercially zoned properties 
along Van Nuys Blvd), per recent City policy a health risk assessment should be conducted. 
Report mentions that construction details are yet to be determined and therefore quantitative 
analysis cannot be conducted yet, and that mitigation measures AQ-mm1 through AQ-MM9 will 
bring it down to less than significant levels.  How sure are we are of this?  Given the duration of 
construction, length of corridor, and volume of construction activities and vehicles needed for 
buildout of the IOS / LPA, I believe this determination can only be made if a detailed quantitative 
analysis is to be conducted.

2.) For Chapter 7:  Public and Agency Outreach
o Did consultation with LADOT regarding the new transportation assessment guidelines 

take place?  VMT discussion was mentioned, but we want to make sure LADOT has had 
the opportunity to review it to ensure it meets their standards as well.

**BE SURE TO INCLUDE THE FOLLOWING:  ON PAGE 192 OF 720 (Chapter 3, Transportation page 3-2):

 Under City of Los Angeles policies:
o Complete Streets Design Guidelines - - can be found here: 

https://planning.lacity.org/odocument/c9596f05-0f3a-4ada-93aa-
e70bbde68b0b/Complete_Street_Design_Guide.pdf
 Potential issue:  narrowing of sidewalks to accommodate for ROW for IOS / LPA 

could pose a consistency issue.
 Please provide an explanation as to how the project will go about rectifying this 

inconsistency issue, and or provide details regarding outreach efforts to DOT 
and City Planning to ensure we have their approval.

o Mayor’s Vision Zero policies:  https://ladotlivablestreets.org/programs/vision-zero
 Entire corridor (Van Nuys Blvd portion) is within High Injury Network 

 Include discussion as to how implementing the IOS/LPA and relevant 
safety elements will be consistent with City goals

o LADOT VMT analysis guidelines:  https://ladot.lacity.org/documents/transportation-
assessment

https://planning.lacity.org/odocument/c9596f05-0f3a-4ada-93aa-e70bbde68b0b/Complete_Street_Design_Guide.pdf
https://planning.lacity.org/odocument/c9596f05-0f3a-4ada-93aa-e70bbde68b0b/Complete_Street_Design_Guide.pdf
https://ladotlivablestreets.org/programs/vision-zero
https://ladot.lacity.org/documents/transportation-assessment
https://ladot.lacity.org/documents/transportation-assessment
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           NURY MARTINEZ              MONICA RODRIGUEZ 
LOS ANGELES CITY COUNCIL                                                            COUNCILWOMAN, 7TH DISTRICT 
     PRESIDENT, 6TH DISTRICT       
 
 
November 17, 2020 
 
Mr. Walt Davis 
Project Manager  
Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transit Authority  
One Gateway Plaza, M/S 99-22-3 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 
 

 

RE:  Comments on the Final Environmental Impact Statement/ Final Environmental 

Impact Report (FEIS/FEIR) for the East San Fernando Valley Transit Corridor Project 

(ESFVTC) 

 

Dear Mr. Davis, 
 
The East San Fernando Valley Transit Corridor (ESFVTC) Project is a transformative light rail 
investment for the San Fernando Valley and will improve mobility for some of the most transit 
dependent and underinvested communities in Los Angeles County. Our offices are committed to 
working with Metro to ensure the timely delivery of this project before the 2028 Summer 
Olympics.   
 
From its beginnings as a center for heavy industry, and an area where many factory workers and 
low-income families lived, the Northeast Valley has lacked strategic planning and investment for 
decades. This has resulted in a built environment that often demonstrates the negative traits 
associated with poor urban planning practices and west coast sprawl.  
 
As the first light rail project Metro has implemented in the San Fernando Valley, the agency has 
an opportunity to apply an equity-focused lens for project development, fostering a transition to a 
more sustainable future. Metro has pioneered strategies to ensure that transit investments not only 
improve mobility, but also affordability, open space, and local economies. It is our desire, as 
elected representatives of the project area, that this investment leads to a safer, more vibrant, and 
people-oriented built environment.  
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With that goal in mind, we have the following comments and requests based upon the 

FEIS/FEIR, as well as precedents set by other transit projects undertaken by Metro: 
 
Transportation, Transit, Circulation, & Parking Construction  

 
Pedestrian and Bicycle Facilities  

The modifications to vehicular circulation that would be implemented to accommodate the 
ESFVTC Project will inevitably redefine how cyclists and pedestrians move through the project 
area. The FEIS/FEIR lists the removal of the existing Class II bike lane on Van Nuys Boulevard 
as an adverse effect under NEPA, and significant impact under CEQA. The removal of  
approximately 15 traffic signals and closure of minor intersections results in longer pedestrian 
routes, and it is projected the project may result in some traffic shifts to parallel corridors. The 
following should be added to expand the mitigations measures outlined in MM-TRA-1 through 
MM-TRA-6: 

● Commit to funding the East San Fernando Valley Transit Corridor First/Last Mile Plan 
prepared by Metro, and provide technical and grant writing support to ensure that its 
elements are implemented.  

● Fund the creation of a Streetscape Plan for Van Nuys Boulevard to create a cohesive urban 
design scheme for the corridor and explore where sidewalks, public spaces, landscaping, 
and bike and pedestrian infrastructure can be further enhanced in certain areas. 

● Work with LADOT to ensure that pedestrians continue to have safe and protected crossing 
locations along Van Nuys where traffic signals are being removed to accommodate the 
ESFVTC Project. 

● Convert the portions of Van Nuys Boulevard and San Fernando Road where the project 
will be built into green corridors with green infrastructure, street trees and other mitigations 
for urban heat. Upgrade the public realm along these corridors including enhancing bus 
stops, public art, street furniture, and pedestrian and bike infrastructure.  

 

MM-TRA-7 identifies two parallel corridors for consideration and City of Los Angeles approval 
for Class III bikeways, and commits Metro to working with the City of Los Angeles to identify 
alternative locations for Class II bikeways in light of bike lane removal on Van Nuys Boulevard 
necessary to accommodate the light rail. The Pacoima Wash and Old Pacoima Wash can also be 
considered an alternative location for addressing this issue: 
 

● Provide funding for the construction of a linear park and Class I bikeway along the Pacoima 
Wash and Old Pacoima Wash to mitigate the loss of bike lanes along Van Nuys Boulevard.  

 

Traffic  

Section 3.3.2 (Operational Impacts--Traffic) of the FEIS/FEIR summarizes the results of traffic 
studies at existing intersections with the Project Scenario. Page 3-33 of the document notes that 
Sepulveda Boulevard and Woodman Avenue were studied as parallel corridors that could receive 
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a traffic shift as a result of the Project. However, it is important to consider that though the 
Arleta/Pacoima segment of Van Nuys Boulevard does not have major parallel arterials, there are 
parallel residential streets that may also experience shifted traffic.  
 
Therefore, we ask MM-TRA-2 (Mitigation Measures--Traffic Management Plan) also include the 
following additional action: 

● Conduct a traffic analysis to study the potential traffic shift into parallel residential 
corridors from the Woodman Avenue/Van Nuys Boulevard intersection, to the intersection 
at Van Nuys Boulevard/San Fernando Road. The analysis should also provide 
interventions, such as traffic calming measures, that Metro will implement to protect 
pedestrian safety as mitigation for traffic shifts identified.  
 

Additionally, MM-TRA-4 States that Metro will work with the City of Los Angeles and San 
Fernando to synchronize and coordinate signal timing and roadway striping to minimize potential 
traffic impacts and hazards to the extent possible.  We would like to ensure this work prioritizes 
the safe movement of pedestrians, as well as ensuring that trains move efficiently up the corridor 
without having to make frequent stops at traffic lights. 

 
Parking 

The FEIS/FEIR states that approximately 1,111 on-street parking spaces, and 528 off-street 
parking spaces along Van Nuys Boulevard will be removed to accommodate the ESFVTC Project. 
Section 3.3.3.2 (Operational Impacts--Parking) also states that, per Appendix G, “the adjacent 
[Parking Analysis Zones] PAZs will be able to accommodate the Van Nuys Boulevard weekday 
and weekend on-street parking demand within the available on-street spaces and/or off-street 
parking areas (Page 3-39).”  
 
Though there may be other parking available when looking at aggregate totals of spaces, this fails 
to take into consideration the locational distribution of these spaces, that may still present 
challenges for many businesses fronting Van Nuys Boulevard. This is especially true in Pacoima 
and the Van Nuys Civic Center area, where many storefronts do not have parking lots, alley access, 
or convenient adjacent street access. In these areas, increased vehicular circling while looking for 
parking could increase emissions. 
 
The parking loss should be recognized as both a business impact and potential environmental 
impact and mitigated by incorporating a measure that does the following: 

● Conduct a business parking gap analysis for the commercial nodes along the ESFVTC 
Project alignment as part of the next phase business engagement leading up to construction. 
A gap can be considered when patrons of that business lack clear, convenient parking to 
access to the business. The report should identify mitigation measures Metro will undertake 
to address the gaps, such as leasing parking facilities, constructing parking facilities, 
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facilitating shared parking agreements, parking restrictions for segments of adjacent streets 
to encourage turnover, wayfinding signage to adjacent street parking, etc. 

Affected Environment and Environmental Consequences  

Real Estate and Acquisitions  

The FEIS/FEIR states that the project will require the 100 property acquisitions, which includes 
68 full acquisitions, 30 partial acquisitions, one Metro owned property, and one vacant alley (for 
construction of the Locally Preferred Alternative (MSF, stations, tracks, and TPSS)). Some parcels 
may be impacted on a temporary basis, as such we request, mitigation should include: 

● Expediently identify potential uses for remnant parcels with community feedback, 
including but not limited to affordable housing, open space, and small business incubators. 
Such feedback needs to be on a parallel track and in coordination with the light rail 
construction outreach.  

● Implement the community identified uses for remnant parcels in a timely manner to prevent 
blight, simultaneously or shortly after from construction completion. 

 
Land Use 

We are pleased to have led our City Planning Departments in partnering with Metro on a grant 
application to the Federal Transit Administration’s Pilot Program for Transit Oriented 
Development Planning. If awarded, this $1.5M grant will fund the planning and development of 
critical policies and tools to support local residents and businesses and reduce the risk of 
displacement. Metro’s scope in this partnership includes a Transit Oriented Community (TOC) 
Corridor Baseline Assessment--which will recommend strategies, tools, and resources cities can 
deploy to respond to corridor-level needs to best leverage the transit investment for community 
benefits to address challenges like gentrification and displacement. It also includes a Value 
Capture Study, which reviews value capture tools that can be used to finance transit-supportive 
investments, such as affordable housing and infrastructure.  
 
These two analyses will be critical in mitigating the risk of residential and business displacement, 
issues which the FEIS/FEIR did not address.  Metro should therefore complete these studies as 
mitigation, even if the FTA grant is not successful. 
 
In addition to the FTA grant, Metro should utilize its programs to help foster more transit oriented 
land uses along the corridor and insulate residents from gentrification. This includes the:  

● Transit Oriented Planning Grant Program: to create Transit Neighborhood Plans for critical 
locations along the ESFVTC Project such as Panorama City, Pacoima, and the line 
terminus in Sylmar if the FTA grant is not awarded.  

● Metro Affordable Transit Connected Housing (MATCH) program: to assist with the 
development and preservation of affordable housing along the corridor. 
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Irreversible and Irretrievable Commitments of Resources  

Metro states that “construction would entail the one time irreversible and irretrievable commitment 
of non renewable resources.” In order to mitigate impacts on the environment, Metro should 
implement green infrastructure including BMP’s along the line to capture and treat stormwater 
runoff, improve air quality, and mitigate urban heat.  

● Metro should work with the Bureau of Sanitation and Streets LA to implement green 
infrastructure including BMP’s along the line to capture and treat stormwater runoff and 
mitigate urban heat.  

 
Scenic Vistas 

The FEIS/FEIR states that scenic vistas will be substantially impacted by the Overhead Contact 
System (OCS) wires and other project elements. MM-Vis-1 through five represent mitigation 
measures for visual impacts both during construction and operation. However, these measures are 
focused on preservation and replacement of vegetation and lighting. There is no mitigation 
measure proposed that adequately addresses the negative visual impacts of the OCS poles and 
wires. The following two measures should be included to address this: 

● Conceal TPSS stations with landscaping or public art, in coordination with the community, 
that reflects the local character of each neighborhood. 

● To mitigate the increased visual impact caused by the OCS poles, Metro shall work with 
the Department of Water and Power to underground the utilities along the corridor and 
establish a reconnection service grant for small businesses.  

Environmental Justice 

The EIR calls for placing a Maintenance and Storage Facility (MSF) in Van Nuys. The community 
that this facility will be located in ranks in the 90th percentile on the CalEnviroscreen tool created 
by the California State Office of Environmental Health Hazard Assessment. The population in this 
neighborhood is also low income and is majority people of color. 

Placing the MSF in Van Nuys will cause many burdens on nearby residents including those who 
live one block away on Saticoy Street. These impacts include emissions, noise as well as a loss in 
circulation due to the removal of several streets. 

Metro must mitigate the impacts of MSF to reduce the environmental justice burdens on nearby 
residents, this includes: 

 Parks and open space should be constructed to buffer the MSF from nearby residents. This 
would be similar to the Ishihara Buffer Park next to the Expo Line Maintenance Facility in 
Santa Monica. This would not only reduce impacts from the facility but would also provide 
an important community benefit. 

 To mitigate the aesthetic impacts, Metro should provide funding to improve the facades of 
businesses and homes in the area. 
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● To mitigate the loss of circulation, Metro should do streetscape improvements in the area 
surrounding the MSF as well as improvements to the Raymer Street Bridge.  

Project Phasing/ Initial Operation Segment (IOS) 

 

The FEIS/FEIR puts forward an option for phasing the ESFVTC Project, with phase one, or the 
Initial Operating Segment (IOS), beginning at the Metro Orange Line station in the south and 
ending at the proposed Van Nuys/San Fernando station in Pacoima. Though the phasing is 
presented as a possibility, it is important to acknowledge that if the Metro Board were to 
contemplate phasing the ESFVTC Project, additional analysis would be necessary for the Van 
Nuys/San Fernando station terminus. Whether temporary or permanent, converting Van Nuys/San 
Fernando from a station to the terminus of the line raises many questions that will require data 
analysis and community participation to resolve.  As such, we ask that Metro carry out the 
following as part of further developing the IOS, should that consideration continue to move 
forward in any capacity: 

● Conduct a supplemental study including, but not limited to, the following topics for 
analysis and mitigation: station location, traffic and circulation, bicycle and pedestrian 
safety, real estate and acquisitions, parking, as well as a new Metrolink station at Van Nuys 
and San Fernando Road to ensure the communities of Sylmar and San Fernando have 
access to the ESFVTC. 

● Include community engagement activities as part of the supplemental study.     
 
We also look forward to collaborating with Metro on the robust outreach process the agency 

has undertaken as the project moves from the environmental review process into 

construction: 

 

Community Engagement  

The active participation of the community is key to any major public transit project. As a first-of-
its-kind project in the San Fernando Valley, many community members will be new to the various 
phases of project development. We request a robust outreach strategy for the construction planning 
phase, involving diverse stakeholders:  

● Establish a Community Leadership Council (CLC) for each neighborhood to solicit 
feedback on project related issues including design elements that complement the 
community, construction impacts, and community outreach with members to be appointed 
by the respective Council Office.  

● Canvas door to door along the light rail route and surrounding radius to inform the 
businesses and residents throughout the entirety of the project from groundbreaking to 
post-construction. 
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Additional Support for Impacted Businesses  

Metro has piloted and implemented various initiatives to support small businesses affected by 
construction. We strongly support the implementation of these programs for the ESFVTC Project: 

● Business Interruption Fund (BIF): similar to other Metro projects, provides financial 
support to any business along the proposed route, or proposed detours, that can certify 
financial losses due to the project’s construction. 

● Transit Oriented Communities Small Business Loan Program: for affected businesses 
along the corridor.  

 
Job Creation 

We recognize and appreciate Metro’s national leadership in establishing the Project Labor 

Agreement and Construction Careers Policy agencywide, which sets forth procedures for 
providing training and employment opportunities on Metro construction projects, like the 
ESFVTC Project. We look forward to the job opportunities this project will generate for our 
constituencies, and are committed to helping Metro connect with the community to access those 
opportunities. One way we hope to expand that access is by helping Metro’s teams create early 
connections with our local educational institutions: 

● Partnering with local high schools and higher education institutions including, but not 
limited to, Mission College and California State University, Northridge (CSUN) year- 
round by providing internships and curriculum augmentation throughout the duration of 
the project, related to all components of the projects such as design, construction, 
community outreach, and public art. 

● Developing a partnership with the City of Los Angeles WorkSource center for recruiting 
and hiring opportunities. 

   
We look forward to our continued partnership in ensuring the ESFVTC Project and its surrounding 
communities become the Valley’s epicenter of multi-modal transportation and sustainable 
community development.  
 
Should you have any questions, please contact Max Podemski, Planning Director for Council 
District 6 at max.podesmki@lacity.org or Paola Bassignana, Planning Director for Council District 
7, at paola.bassignana@lacity.org. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
Nury Martinez      Monica Rodriguez 
Los Angeles City Council President   Los Angeles Councilwoman,  
6th District       7th District 

mailto:max.podesmki@lacity.org
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Date: 

To: 

From: 

Subject: 

CITY OF LOS AN,GELES 

INTER-DEPARTMENTAL CORRESPONDENCE 

January 18, 2018 

Walt Davis, Project Manager 
East San Fernando Valley Transit Corridor 

REF: 18-009-18 

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 

Anthony Moore, Assistant General Manager 1 �
Information Technology Agency Department ._,,--if: 
City of Los Angeles 

EAST SAN FERNANDO VALLEY TRANSIT CORRIDOR PROJ1ECT

The City of Los Angeles (City), Information Technology Agency (ITA), has reviewed the 
Draft Envimnmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report (Draft EIS/EIR) for 
the East San Fernando Valley Transit Corridor Project. Your draft stated that your 
potential areas of construction include many areas that may impact the City's locations 
and services in the San Fernando Valley area. 

ITA provides Public Safety Radio Communications Support for the Los Angeles Police 
Department (LAPD), the Los Angeles Fire Department (LAFD), and the Department of 
Transportation (DOT} Valley Dispatch Center. To insure no harmful constructional work 
that would impact the City's emergency commwnications systems and radio sites, we 
hereby attached the lists of our Public Safety locations for your information. 

It is required that the Federal Transit Administration (FT A) and the Los Angeles County 
Metropoliitan Transportation Authority (Metro) shall guarantee that the proposed work is 
not within 1000 feet of the City's Police, Fire j 

and DOT locations. The FTA and Metro 
shall notify and submit any detailed plans to the IT A for approval and shall make all 
corrections necessary to protect the operations of the City's Public Safety Systems. 

If you have any questions regarding this matter, please contact Mehrdad Larijaniha at 
(213) 978-0872.

Attachments 
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October 25, 2017 

Mr. Walter Davis, Project Manager 
East San Fernando Valley Transit Corridor 
Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
One Gateway Plaza, MS 99-22-5 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

SUBJECT: Comments on the East San Fernando Valley Transit Corridor Draft EIS/EIR 
(SCH No. 2013021064) 

Dear Mr. Davis: 

The City of San Fernando (“City”) appreciates this opportunity to comment on the 
Draft EIS/EIR for the East San Fernando Valley Transit Corridor project (Draft EIS/EIR). 
The City supports the East San Fernando Valley Transit Corridor Project proposed by 
the Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro) to improve 
local public transit service along Van Nuys Boulevard and the Truman Street/San 
Fernando Road corridor, and regional connectivity for eastern San Fernando Valley.   

This project will help improve mobility for the residents of the City by providing greater 
access to transit service to sub-regional and regional destinations, as well as the City 
becoming a destination point.  However, since a segment of the proposed four alternatives 
will traverse the City along the NW-SE Truman Street/San Fernando Road corridor, and 
through the City’s current San Fernando Corridor Specific Plan Amendment area. The 
following are the City’s comments on the Draft EIS/EIR: 

The City of San Fernando prefers and supports Light Rail Transit (LRT) with 14 
stations and is providing our comments on the Draft EIS/EIR.    

1. Vehicular Traffic and Circulation Impacts.  The Draft EIS/EIR examines the level of
service (LOS) of seventy three (73) intersections within the project area, of which,
thirteen (13) are in the City of San Fernando.  Under the LRT/Tram Alternative
(Alternative 3), nine (9) of the studied intersections within the City would be at
LOS E or F and have a significant impact relative to the future No-Build
Alternative.  The increased traffic impacts would result from increased train trips
and increased cross-arm gate down time at the rail crossings, thereby increasing
traffic flow delays at these “choke points.”

Eastern San Fernando Valley Transit Corridor Project FEIS/FEIR
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In fact, based upon discussions and meeting notes memorializing a January 11, 
2017 meeting between Metro and City representatives concerning the County 
Grade Crossing and Corridor Safety Program, traffic circulation, pedestrian 
safety/access improvements, grade separations, graffiti control, and trespassing 
violations were prominently discussed. In particular, the City cited safety 
concerns at the heavily travelled Maclay Avenue and Hubbard Avenue grade 
crossings as well as the lighter vehicular volumes at Wolfskill/Jessie Street and 
Brand Avenue grade crossings. As a result of these discussions, it was agreed that 
after Metro identifies the locally preferred alternative for the East San Fernando 
Valley Transit Corridor Project, the Metro team will consider each of the 
suggested improvements for affected grade crossings as part of the evaluation of 
the East San Fernando Valley Transit Corridor Project. 

The LRT/Tram Alternative (Alternative 3) will result in additional impacts to the 
area businesses during and after construction. For example, the LRT requires 
overhead catenary wires and careful consideration should be given to the 
placement of supporting poles, particularly in relation to adjacent businesses, 
signage, existing street trees and pedestrian travel on the sidewalks. Also the 
location of the LRT/Tram Alternative is within the existing public right-of-way of 
San Fernando Road, possibly removing a vehicular lane, and will further impact 
vehicular travel on the roadway. 

Although outside the City limits, the T-intersection of SR-118 Freeway off-ramp 
and San Fernando Road is heavily impacted by traffic congestion during commute 
time periods, resulting in vehicles queued into on-coming traffic.  The left-turn 
lanes are currently experiencing congestion, and with the proposed LRT station at 
Paxton Street and San Fernando Road, traffic congestion would be further 
exacerbated with either the LRT/Tram or LRT Alternatives.   

Therefore, the City recommends: 

 Traffic signals be synchronized and timed to minimize vehicle delays and
traffic congestion at all intersections along Hubbard Street, from San
Fernando Road to 4th Street in San Fernando and further north to Glenoaks
Boulevard, and along the East/West thoroughfares of Truman Street and San
Fernando Road, from Hubbard Street East to the proposed Paxton/San
Fernando Station.

 Dual left-turn and/or right-turn lanes at key intersection approaches,
especially in the San Fernando Downtown District of the Specific Plan area.
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 The existing bike path within the City of San Fernando should be aligned with
the bike path entering from the South into the City of San Fernando; the
realigned bike path should be a continuous Class I bikeway located to the
South of the railroad line, dedicated for pedestrian and cyclists, with ample
opportunities for cyclists to reach nearby locations and amenities to rest and
store their bicycles.

2. Compatibility with and Enhancement of the Proposed San Fernando Corridor
Specific Plan Amendment.  The City has completed its draft San Fernando
Corridors Specific Plan Amendment and EIR. The City completed the EIR public
review period on September 25, 2017 and anticipates initiating the Specific Plan
Amendment adoption process in late November 2017.  Since a segment of the
East San Fernando Valley Transit Corridor project traverses the Specific Plan
Amendment area, Metro should incorporate development standards and design
guidelines in the development of the eventual preferred alternative.  Major
consideration should be given to providing business assistance programs, both
technical and financial, to assist local merchants, businesses, and residents to
minimize potential disruptions.

3. Light Rail Transit Stations.  With the importance and projected high passenger
usage of the Sylmar/San Fernando Metrolink Station, more amenities are needed
at this existing station.  While improvements to stations are identified in the Draft
EIS/EIR to mitigate potential aesthetics/visual quality and safety/security impacts,
the Sylmar/San Fernando Station needs an enclosed passenger waiting structure
with seating and public restrooms conveniently located adjacent to the station
platform.

While the Sylmar/San Fernando Metrolink Station is in the City of Los Angeles, it
is located immediately adjacent to the City of San Fernando, and therefore, the
station improvements should also incorporate a Public Art component and reflect
the design guidelines of the San Fernando Corridor Specific Plan Amendment as
should the Maclay Station. Metro should hold additional informational
workshops and community outreach programs to adequately inform San
Fernando residents and businesses of this major new development. San Fernando
requests that Metro provide guidance and information concerning technical
assistance and grant funds to complete a specific area plan around the new
Maclay Station, including a feasibility analysis of constructing a 2-3 level public
parking structure on the existing City Parking Lot N6, and a Pedestrian
Connectivity Study to promote alternative forms of travel to and from the
Sylmar/San Fernando and Maclay Stations.
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Therefore, the City recommends that Metro: 

 Analyze feasibility of constructing multi-level public parking structure in
association with the proposed Maclay Station.

 Conduct community outreach and education program to effectuate two-way
communication with the desired outcome of achieving increased
understanding and mutual benefit.

 Incorporate design guidelines and development standards that are representative
of San Fernando’s history, culture, and supportive of the San Fernando Corridors
Specific Plan Amendment. The design features should promote and establish a
“sense of place” that is authentic, energetic, and colorful.

 Install Public Art at major pedestrian areas, such as stations and pedestrian
access points near San Fernando’s downtown area.

 Install of enhanced streetscape, pedestrian, and landscape improvements along
the entire East San Fernando Valley Transit Corridor within San Fernando.

4. Public Safety and Public Parking.  Alternative 3 would require taking
approximately twelve (12) feet of City property adjacent to the existing rail right-
of-way.  This would result in the need to relocate public safety storage and radio
communication equipment, the loss of six (6) secure parking spaces reserved for
public safety vehicles, and the loss of twenty-three (23) public parking spaces
located in City Lot 6N.  This represents a loss of approximately thirty percent
(30%) of the available public parking in Lot 6N and thirty percent (30%) of
available secure public safety parking.

Therefore, the City recommends that Metro:

 Replace the lost public parking and secure public safety parking by
constructing a multi-level public parking structure in association with the
proposed Maclay Station.

 Relocate the secure public safety storage and communications equipment to
a secure area in a multi-level public parking structure.

5. Economic and Social Justice.  The Measure M Ordinance approved by Los Angeles
County voters included a provision for requiring a 3% local contribution to major
rail transit capital projects.  The Ordinance calculates the local contribution based
on the centerline track miles within a local jurisdiction with a new station in those
jurisdictions.  The local contribution will be calculated by dividing 3% of the
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project’s total cost, estimated after the conclusion of thirty percent (30%) of final 
design, by the number of new rail stations constructed on the line.  

Eligible fund sources to satisfy 3% local contribution include any funds controlled 
by the local agency or local agencies (e.g., General Fund, State Gas Tax 
Subventions, Prop. A, Prop. C and Measure R and M Local Return Funds, Measure 
M Subregional Program Funds), or any funds awarded from non‐Metro 
competitive grant process funding. 

Although it is too early to calculate the City’s required local contribution, initial 
estimates range from $2.5 to $5 million.  A match of this magnitude will require 
the City to divert a significant amount of future transportation funding from 
critical services such as local transit services (i.e. Trolley and Paratransit), street 
maintenance, tree trimming services, street sweeping, and street resurfacing 
projects; all of those services are funded using State Gas Tax, Proposition A, 
Proposition C, Measure R and Measure M funds.  To the extent the City must use 
those funds toward a required local match, it will necessitate cuts in the services 
anticipated to be funded by these aforementioned funding sources. 

Additionally, the City of San Fernando is a disadvantaged community with the 
entire City designated as eligible for Community Development Block Grant 
funding.  More affluent cities that have benefited from major rail transit capital 
projects in the past, including the Exposition Line through Culver City and the 
Gold Line through Pasadena, were not required to provide a local contribution.  
This raises some very serious economic and social justice concerns as San 
Fernando residents have paid County-wide sales taxes, including Proposition A, 
Proposition C, and particularly Measure R, but have not received a proportionate 
benefit as many of the capital projects funded through those taxes have not 
benefited the Northeast San Fernando Valley.  In addition to another increase in 
sales tax resulting from Measure M that further erodes the City’s residents’ 
disposable income, our disadvantaged community is now also being asked for a 
significant local match. 

Therefore, the City recommends: 

 As a qualified disadvantaged community, grant a financial hardship waiver to
eliminate or significantly reduce the 3% local match.

 If payment of funds that would otherwise be available to the City for local
improvements will be required, allow flexibility for a payment schedule that
amortizes the cost, interest free, over a minimum of fifty (50) years.
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 Reduce the financial burden by widening the parameters for projects that
qualify to reduce the City’s local match.  For example, the City has plans to
move forward with a $3.5 million project to construct a 1.5-mile bike path
along the Pacoima Wash that connects to the bike path within the Metro
right-of-way (along the route of the proposed LRT).  Planning and engineering
work for that project is underway and construction may be complete prior to
the arrival of the proposed LRT.  That project fits well within Metro’s first
mile/last mile philosophy and the entire project cost, regardless of timing,
should be applicable to the City’s local match.

The City of San Fernando thanks you for the opportunity to comment on the East San 
Fernando Valley Transit Corridor Draft EIS/EIR and we look forward to continued 
involvement in this project.  Should you have any questions regarding our comments, 
please feel free to contact Mr. Alexander P. Meyerhoff, City Manager, at (818) 898-
1202 or at CityManager@sfcity.org. 

Sincerely, 

Sylvia Ballin 
Mayor 
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February 20, 2018 

Mr. Walter Davis, Project Manager 
East San Fernando Valley Transit Corridor 
Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
One Gateway Plaza, MS 99-22-5 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

SUBJECT: REVISED Comments on the East San Fernando Valley Transit Corridor 
Draft EIS/EIR (SCH No. 2013021064) 

Dear Mr. Davis: 

On October 25, 2017, the City of San Fernando submitted comments on the East San 
Fernando Valley Transit Corridor Draft EIS/EIR (SCH No. 2013021064), which are 
included as Attachment "A." Subsequent to transmitting those comments, the City 
received additional information from local business and property owners that 
received notices from Metro advising them that it may be necessary to acquire their 
property through the eminent domain process. 

Property located adjacent to the Metro right-of-way represents a significant 
economic driver for the local economy and generates approximately $1.3 million per 
year in sales, property, and business tax revenues, which represents almost 7% of 
total General Fund revenues. Additionally, businesses in this area account for 
approximately 850 full and part time jobs. A significant loss of jobs concentrated in 
the City's primary commercial corridor can devastate the local economy through a 
decline in customer base and consumer spending for ancillary businesses (e.g., local 
material suppliers, food service establishments, retail sales outlets, etc.). The 
decline in demand for local support services results in additional business closures, 
additional job losses, further decline in demand, et cetera. This domino effect in the 
local economy reduces sales and business tax dollars collected by local municipalities, 
resulting in a reduction of service levels to the community and potentially 
devastating financial impact to the City. 

The City would also like to reiterate the comments submitted in the original letter 
related to economic and social justice. Potential eminent domain of private property 
along First Street further exacerbates these issues. 

On Tuesday, December 19 th
, the East San Fernando Valley Transit Corridor Ad Hoc 

Committee (Vice Mayor Lopez and Councilmember Gonzales) met with key Metro 
staff, including the Project Management team and Real Estate Acquisition team, to 
discuss, among other issues, the negative impact of eminent domain on commercial 
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I and manufacturing property adjacent to the railroad right of way on First Street and 
Truman Ave. 

The Ad Hoc Committee expressed the City's openness and willingness to consider 
removing the bike path from the railroad right-of-way and re-routing it along Truman 
Ave or through the San Fernando Mall pending community input and review by the 
full City Council. Metro staff indicated relocating the bike path would significantly 
reduce the amount of right of way that would be necessary for the light rail project 
and, consequently, reduce the need to eminent domain many of the affected 
properties. Metro staff agreed to further study the relocation option. 

Metro staff also stated that the project's conceptual design assumes there will be 
four sets of tracks between Van Nuys and Hubbard, two for Light Rail (Metro) and a 
second set for the Metrolink. However, Metro has learned that Metrolink currently 
does not have funds for the construction of double track and as such, Metro plans to 
determine if the width is sufficient for three sets of tracks; thereby avoiding property 
acquisitions. 

In General, the City supports the East San Fernando Valley Transit Corridor Rail 
Project proposed by Metro, however, the City opposes the use of eminent domain 
within San Fernando for this Project. The City believes the emerging demand for 
creative transportation solutions should not employ an eminent domain strategy that 
would shutter critical businesses for our City. 

These comments serve as an addendum to the comments submitted by the City on 
October 25, 2017 and shall be made part thereof. All references to the City's 
comments on the East San Fernando Valley Transit Corridor Draft EIS/EIR (SCH No. 
2013021064) shall be inclusive of this document c1nd the correspondence dated 
October 25, 2017. Additionally, the City requests Metro staff forward this letter to 
any individual or agency that has previously been informed of the City of San 
Fernando's support for the project. 
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The City of San Fernando looks forward to continued involvement in this project. 
Should you have any questions regarding our comments, please feel free to contact 
Mr. Alexander P. Meyerhoff, City Manager, at (818) 898-1202 or at 
CityManager@sfcity.org. 

Sincerely, 

Sylvia Ballin 
Mayor 

Enclosed: 

1. Comments on the East San Fernando Valley Transit Corridor Draft EIS/EIR
(SCH No. 2013021064) dated October 25, 2017.
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November 17, 2020 

    

Mr. Walter Davis, Project Manager 
East San Fernando Valley Transit Corridor 
Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority  
One Gateway Plaza, MS 99-22-4 
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952 
 
SUBJECT: Comments on Final Environmental Report/Statement (EIR/EIS) for 

the East San Fernando Valley Transit Corridor (ESFVTC) Project  

Dear Mr. Davis: 

I would like to thank Metro staff for the presentation of the ESFVTC final EIR/EIS 
to the San Fernando City Council on October 19, 2020 and appreciate extending 
the review period through November 17, 2020.   Upon review of the final EIR/EIS 
and the responses provided to the City’s comments, the City continues to have 
concerns with the level of impact that was studied through the EIR/EIS process.   
 
The corridor on the existing rail right-of-way through San Fernando has different 
challenges than the segment along Van Nuys Boulevard in the City of Los Angeles.  
Consequently, the City believes the level of analysis should be different for both 
segments, which leaves the current EIR/EIS analysis lacking in the following areas: 
 
Project Definition – The EIR/EIS only studied the addition of two light rail tracks 
to the existing rail right of way.  According to Metro staff, the Metrolink Brighton 
to Roxford Dual Track project was not included in the analysis because that project 
is not funded.  However, the Metrolink Antelope Valley Line (AVL) Dual Track 
project is now funded and, through that project, Metrolink has a stated goal of 15-
minute headways during peak hours.  The construction of the AVL project will 
make the “Brighton to Roxford” segment a significant bottleneck and barrier to 
achieving Metrolink’s 15-minute headway goal.  Therefore, it is reasonable to 
assume that “Brighton to Roxford” is now a high priority to receive funding. 
 
Based on this information, the “Project Definition” for the segment through San 
Fernando needs to be revised and the EIR/EIS needs to include an analysis of a 
second Metrolink track and 15-minute peak hour headways.  All related 
environmental studies must be revised and the environmental impact must 
consider a total of four tracks with 15-minute peak hour headways for Metrolink 
and 6-minute peak hour headways for Metro.  The City believes this will have a 
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significant impact on the environmental conditions in San Fernando that are not 
contemplated in the current EIR/EIS. 
 
Safety Analysis – Unlike the Van Nuys Blvd segment, there is a long history of 
safety concerns and a high rate of pedestrian/vehicle versus train collisions at or 
near the intersections in San Fernando along the existing rail right-of-way.  Since 
2018, there have been three pedestrian versus train collisions, the most recent 
occurring on October 20, 2020.  Looking back ten years, there are almost double 
that number of incidents, many of them resulting in loss of life.  Additionally, San 
Fernando Middle School (LAUSD) is located directly adjacent to the rail right-of-
way and hundreds of students cross the tracks during school days, which creates 
a high-risk environment.  This poor safety record is in the current condition, which 
is only one Metrolink track. 
 
After reviewing the Grade Crossing Safety Study produced by Metro in 2018 to 
evaluate the safety of each grade crossing, it does not appear to include 
pedestrian counts at key walking intersections, such as Brand Boulevard, where 
the aforementioned San Fernando Middle School is located.  Other than the 
standard pedestrian gates, there is no consideration of increased safety measures 
by the ESFVTC project, such as a pedestrian bridge or grade separation, which 
should be analyzed at a highly trafficked pedestrian crossing directly adjacent to a 
middle school.  The Grade Crossing Study also does not seem to take into account 
the significantly increased vehicle wait times at all the impacted intersections and 
how that will impact driver behavior over the long term.  Specifically, drivers that 
try to “beat the gate” because they know they will be stuck idling for a significant 
amount of time, causing them to be late to work or school. 
 
Lastly, there is no analysis of the impact of the four tracks on San Fernando Police 
Department’s ability to provide public safety to the residents living on the 
southwesterly portion of the tracks.  Approximately 7,000 residents (more than 
25% of the City’s population) live on the other side of the railroad right of way 
from the Police Department building.  The addition of three at-grade tracks will 
significantly impact SFPD’s response time and ability to service 25% of the City’s 
population as officers will be stuck behind safety gates as up to 28 trains per hour 
transverse the City. 
 
Due to the long history of significant safety concerns along this corridor, the City 
feels there should be a higher level of safety study and additional mitigation 
measures, including grade separation, pedestrian bridges, and public safety 
overrides, that exceed the baseline safety measures that Metro typically 
constructs.  Additional analysis of this corridor is particularly imperative as the 
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built environment will be increasing from one heavy rail track to two heavy rail 
and two light rail tracks. 
 
Vehicular and Traffic Circulation Analysis – The City has maintained the position 
that there are significant flaws with the Traffic study conducted as part of the 
EIR/EIS analysis.  Particularly, the traffic counts utilized in the EIR/EIS 
Transportation Impact Report are from 2010, 2011, and 2012, which makes them 
8-10 years old and measured in the midst of a deep economic recession with very 
high unemployment and high commercial vacancy rates.   
 
Additionally, since 2012, there has been significant development of housing units 
along Foothill Boulevard in Sylmar and along San Fernando Road in Sylmar as well 
as a significant increase in the student population at Mission Community College 
in Sylmar.  All of these have added vehicle traffic, especially along Hubbard 
Avenue, since the traffic counts were conducted in 2012.  Therefore, the traffic 
counts are not reflective of current or future traffic levels. 
 
The City also questions why there was no study of other intersections that could 
be impacted by significant queuing, such as at First Street and Maclay Avenue, 
First Street and Hubbard Avenue, and Second Street and Hubbard Avenue. 
Furthermore, two new signalized intersections are proposed as part of the project 
on First Street where it crosses at Brand Boulevard and at Jessie Street. These new 
signalized intersections are very close to the San Fernando Middle School and the 
intersection at Brand Boulevard is adjacent the SFPD station. An updated Level of 
Service traffic analysis should consider waiting periods at all of these intersections, 
as well as specific impacts to both the school and police station. 
 
Additionally, as previously mentioned, the study did not include the impact of the 
Metrolink Brighton to Roxford project that will further exacerbate traffic impacts.  
More detail on the City’s concerns are outlined in the letter to Metro dated 
October 25, 2017 and further expanded upon in the letters to Metro dated 
February 20, 2018 and March 30, 2020 (Attachments No. 1, 2 and 3).   
 
To adequately address the traffic impacts of the Metro and Metrolink projects on 
the City of San Fernando, Metro should conduct a more comprehensive circulation 
study to determine where vehicles queuing at impacted intersections are 
originating and their ultimate destination.  This will inform: a) whether the 
vehicles are going in the same direction as the proposed LRT, in which case the 
LRT can be considered a mitigation, and b) if the vehicles are NOT going in the 
same direction as the LRT, meaningful mitigation measures, such as signage, traffic 
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signal synchronization, and improvements to local arterial streets to route traffic 
to the 5, 118 and 210 Freeways and avoid grade crossings in San Fernando. 
 
Air Quality Analysis – Past studies conducted by other agencies, including South 
Coast Air Quality Management District and Los Angeles County Public Health, have 
determined that San Fernando experiences a heat island effect1 and our residents 
are disproportionally impacted by childhood asthma.2  For these reasons, the City 
received a grant, in partnership with Tree People, to plant more than 700 trees in 
San Fernando.  As part of the traffic and circulation analysis, an air quality analysis 
should be conducted to study the impact of additional vehicles idling at impacted 
intersections for longer periods of time.  It stands to reason that this additional 
idling time will further exacerbate the City’s existing heat island condition and 
incidents of childhood asthma. 
 
Acquisition of Public and Private Property – The San Fernando City Council has 
been adamantly against private property acquisition along this critical commercial 
corridor since this issue first arose in late 2017.  These concerns are outlined in 
the letters to Metro dated October 25, 2017, February 20, 2018, and March 30, 
2020. Although most of the private properties located adjacent to the Metro right-
of-way will be preserved, there are still multiple properties that will be impacted. 
 
Additionally, the City was open to Metro acquiring portions of the San Fernando 
Police Department property and public parking lot 6N PROVIDED that Metro 
replace the parking and/or construct a parking structure adjacent to the proposed 
Maclay station.  However, Metro’s response in the EIR/EIS is that the parking will 
not be replaced.  Consequently, the City does not support acquisition of the Police 
Department and public parking lot 6N.  If parking is not constructed to support the 
Maclay station, Metro patrons will park in the City’s public lots (Lots 4, 5 and 6N) 
that are reserved for customers of the City’s Downtown Business District and the 
maintenance of those lots is paid for by a Business Improvement District.  This will 
create a significant parking issue in the area.  
 
Conclusion – All of the concerns included in this letter have been raised at various 
times throughout the Draft EIR/EIS process.  However, the City feels that these 
concerns have not been adequately addressed in the final document and failing 
to consider the impact of the Metrolink “Brighton to Roxford” project represents 
a significant deficiency in the EIR/EIS.   

                                                           
1 http://www.aqmd.gov/docs/default-source/clean-air-plans/air-quality-management-
plans/2016-air-quality-management-plan/final-2016-aqmp/final2016aqmp.pdf  
2 http://publichealth.lacounty.gov/docs/HealthNews/Child_Asthma_2014.pdf  

http://www.aqmd.gov/docs/default-source/clean-air-plans/air-quality-management-plans/2016-air-quality-management-plan/final-2016-aqmp/final2016aqmp.pdf
http://www.aqmd.gov/docs/default-source/clean-air-plans/air-quality-management-plans/2016-air-quality-management-plan/final-2016-aqmp/final2016aqmp.pdf
http://publichealth.lacounty.gov/docs/HealthNews/Child_Asthma_2014.pdf
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Lastly, the City believes the two segments of the ESFVTC present very different 
environmental conditions with Segment One running parallel to a very busy major 
arterial (i.e. Van Nuys Boulevard) and Segment Two running along a busy railroad 
right of way with multiple future regional rail projects in the planning stages. 
 
Therefore, the City of San Fernando requests the Metro Board consider 

conditional certification of EIR/EIS pending additional study of Segment Two as 

outlined in this letter.  Additionally, the City requests a commitment from Metro 

that Segment Two will be constructed pending additional analysis and redesign. 

Should you have any questions regarding our comments, please feel free to 

contact Mr. Nick Kimball, City Manager at (818) 898-1202, or via email at 

Nkimball@sfcity.org. 

 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
Joel Fajardo, Mayor 
City of San Fernando 
 
 
Attachments:  

1. Comment Letter to Metro, dated October 25, 2017 
2. Comment Letter to Metro, dated February 20, 2018 
3. Comment Letter to Metro, dated March 30, 2020 

 
cc: Nick Kimball, City Manager, City of San Fernando 
 Monica Born, Deputy Executive Officer, Program Management, Metro 
 Karen Swift, Manager, Community Relations, Metro 
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To: Lisecki, Lee; Baker, Sarah; Joel Falter; Davis, Walter; Gonzalez, Ivan D.
Subject: Comment from LA County Flood Control District [ ref:_00Df42UDS._5005GZueON:ref ]
Date: Tuesday, November 17, 2020 3:44:06 PM
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--------------- Original Message ---------------
From: Toan Duong [tduong@dpw.lacounty.gov]
Sent: 11/17/2020, 1:06 PM
To: eastsfvtransit@metro.net
Cc: jdulay@dpw.lacounty.gov; jsuarez@dpw.lacounty.gov; jrietze@dpw.lacounty.gov;
wswindle@dpw.lacounty.gov; lthang@dpw.lacounty.gov
Subject: EAST SAN FERNANDO VALLEY LIGHT RAIL TRANSIT PROJECT FEIR
COMMENTS

EAST SAN FERNANDO VALLEY LIGHT RAIL TRANSIT PROJECT

FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

ENVIRONMENTAL PLAN (RPPL2020007435)

 

Thank you for the opportunity to review the final Environmental Impact Report for the East
San Fernando Valley Light Rail Transit project. The Project would provide improved transit
service along the busy Van Nuys Boulevard and San Fernando Road corridors serving the
eastern San Fernando Valley. The proposed project would extend from the Metro Orange
Line in the south to Sylmar/San Fernando Metrolink Station in the north and provide area
residents, businesses, and transit-dependent populations with improved mobility and
access to the regional transit system.

 

The Los Angeles County Flood Control District (LACFCD) has reviewed the FEIR and has
no objection to the proposed project. The LACFCD has the following comments for your
consideration:

 

               General Comment – LACFCD Permit

 

1.1.         Project components affecting LACFCD facilities or right of way will require a
permit from Public Works, Land Development Division. For Metro  projects
related permit,  please contact Bill Swindle of Public Works, Railroad
Coordinator, at (626) 458-3935 or wswindle@pw.lacounty.gov.

 

mailto:noreply@salesforce.com
mailto:swiftk@metro.net
mailto:Lee.Lisecki@icf.com
mailto:Sarah.Baker@icf.com
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=user5d7e6b60
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=user4e1a58fd
mailto:/o=ExchangeLabs/ou=Exchange Administrative Group (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/cn=Recipients/cn=user02729324
mailto:wswindle@pw.lacounty.gov
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                General Comment - Flood Risk Mitigation

 

2.1.                 Due to the potential impact to flood risk mitigation by the preferred
alternative, which will place the light rail over LACFCD’s storm drain
approximately 3.5 miles, Public Works and Metro are exploring further
alternatives.

 

For questions regarding comments 1 and 2, please contact Jason Rietze of Public Works,
Stormwater Planning Division at (626) 300-3248 or jrietze@pw.lacounty.gov.

 

If you have any questions or require additional information, please contact Toan Duong of Public
Works, Land Development Division, at (626) 458-4921 or tduong@pw.lacounty.gov.

 

Sincerely,

 

Toan Duong
Civil Engineer

Los Angeles County Public Works

Office: (626) 458-4921
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Para Español haga clic aquí.

 

 

East San Fernando Valley Light Rail Transit 
November 16, 2020
Updated links below

 

To view this email as a web page, go here.
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Public comment ending soon

 

Thank you again for your participation in the public comment period for the East San Fernando
Valley (ESFV) Light Rail Transit Project. We’ve had the chance to present to nearly 800 people
since October 2nd and appreciate all your comments and questions!

Reminder: Public comments on the ESFV FEIS/FEIR will be accepted until November 17, 2020 by
email to eastsfvtransit@metro.net or by visiting www.metro.net/eastsfvtransit and completing the
Comment Form under “Contact Us.” You may view the FEIS/FEIR on the Metro website .

The ESFV Light Rail Transit Project Final Environmental Impact Statement/Final Environmental
Report (FEIS/FEIR) and the ESFV First/Last Mile Plan will be considered by the Metro Planning
and Programming Committee at their virtual meeting on Wednesday, November 18, 2020. You may
view the board report for the FEIS/FEIR here  and the board report for the First/Last Mile Plan here.

Following review and possible action by the Planning and Programming Committee, the ESFV
FEIS/FEIR and First/Last Mile Plan will be considered at Metro’s regular Board meeting on
Thursday, December 3, 2020.

The draft First/Last Mile Plan, identifying pedestrian and bicycle improvements connecting to the 14
stations of the planned Metro Rail corridor, is also available for review on the Metro website. 

If you would like to submit a live, public comment at the virtual Planning and Programming
Committee meeting, you may do so by attending the meeting online or by phone:

Planning and Programming Committee Meeting
Wednesday, November 18
3:00 p.m.
Watch online: http://boardagendas.metro.net OR Listen by phone:
Dial +1 (877) 422-8614 and enter extension 3490185#
Individuals who require ADA accommodations and translations to participate in the public
information meetings should contact 323.466.3876 at least 72 hours in advance of the meeting.

 

Please reach out to us if you have any questions and concerns. 
Visit project web page 
E-mail eastsfvtransit@metro.net
Call 818-701-3844
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October 16, 2017 

Walt Davis  Submitted via electronic mail

Project Manager 
Metro 
One Gateway Plaza 
Mail Stop: 99-22-4 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

SUBJECT: PROJECT NAME: East San Fernando Valley Transit Corridor Project 

Presented below are comments submitted on behalf of the Los Angeles Unified School District (LAUSD 
or District) regarding the proposed East San Fernando Valley Transit Corridor Project. 

The alternatives being considered include transit systems management improvements, new Bus Rapid 
Transit alternatives, and two rail alternatives near LAUSD schools. Specifically, the Project would be 
adjacent to or within 100 feet of: 

• Panorama High School (HS)

• Arleta HS

• San Fernando Middle School (MS)

In addition, the Project would potentially impact the pedestrian routes to several elementary schools, 
including: 

• Van Nuys Elementary School (ES)

• Liggett ES

• Beachy ES

• Sharp ES

Due to the proximity of the Project to District schools, LAUSD has the following concerns about the 
potential negative impacts of the Project on the operation of schools as well as the school communities, 
including students, teachers, staff, and parents.  

Noise and Vibration 

Noise created by construction and operation activities may impact those District schools that are adjacent to 
the Project corridor. The California Environmental Quality Act requires that such impacts be quantified and 
eliminated or reduced to a level of insignificance. LAUSD established maximum allowable noise levels to 
protect students and staff from noise impacts generated in terms of Leq. These standards were established 
based on the California High Performance Schools (CHPS) noise standard. LAUSD’s exterior noise standard 
is 67 dBA Leq and the interior noise standard is 45 dBA Leq. A noise level increase of 3 dBA or more over 
ambient noise levels is considered significant for existing schools and would require mitigation to achieve 
levels within 2 dBA of pre-Project ambient level. LAUSD requests that the construction and operation noise 

MICHELLE KING 
Superintendent of Schools

DIANE H. PAPPAS 
Chief Executive Officer 

District Operations and Digital Innovation  

ROBERT LAUGHTON 
Director, Environmental Health and Safety 

CARLOS A. TORRES 
Deputy Director, Environmental Health and Safety 
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impacts at District schools near the proposed rail line alternatives be analyzed in relation to LAUSD’s Noise 
Standards. 

In addition, to ensure that effective measures are employed to reduce construction and operation related 
noise impacts on District sites, LAUSD asks that the following language be included in the control measures 
for noise impacts: 

• If the control measures do not reduce noise impacts to District schools to a level of insignificance,
the project applicant shall develop new and appropriate measures to effectively reduce construction
or operation related noise. Provisions shall be made to allow the school and or designated
representative(s) to notify the project applicant when such measures are warranted.

Pedestrian Safety 

Construction 

Construction activities that include sidewalk closures, street closures, the presence of heavy equipment, and 
increased truck trips to haul materials on and off the Project site can lead to safety hazards for people 
walking in the vicinity of the construction site. To ensure that effective measures are employed to reduce 
construction and operation-related pedestrian safety impacts on District sites, LAUSD asks that the 
following language be included in the pedestrian safety control measures: 

• Contractors must maintain ongoing communication with District schools administrators, providing
sufficient notice to forewarn children and parents when existing pedestrian routes to school may be
impacted.

• Contractors must maintain safe and convenient pedestrian routes to District schools. The District’s
School Pedestrian Route Maps are available at:
http://www.lausd-oehs.org/saferoutestoschools.asp.

• Contractors must install and maintain appropriate traffic controls (signs and signals) to ensure
pedestrian and vehicular safety.

• Haul routes are not to pass by any school, except when school is not in session.

• No staging or parking of construction-related vehicles, including worker-transport vehicles, will
occur on or adjacent to a school property.

• Funding for crossing guards or flaggers, at the contractor’s expense, may be required when safety
of children may be compromised by construction-related activities at impacted school crossings.

• Barriers and/or fencing must be installed to secure construction equipment and to minimize
trespassing, vandalism, short-cut attractions, and attractive nuisances.

• Contractors are required to provide security patrols (at their expense) to minimize trespassing,
vandalism, and short-cut attractions.

Operation 

Due to the potential for the median-running alternatives to encourage illegal street and track crossings, the 
District believes the Curb-Running BRT would have less impacts to pedestrian safety then the median-
running alternatives. If one of the median-running options is selected, the District requests that a barrier the 
length of the alignment be installed to prevent illegal pedestrian crossings (this was an option discussed in 
the Draft EIS/Draft EIR for the median-running BRT alternative). 

The District is opposed to any design of the rail alternatives for the East San Fernando Valley Transit 
Corridor that would include at-grade crossings of pedestrian right-of-ways near school sites, unless it is 
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demonstrated that alternative mitigation measures will eliminate all safety hazards. If the Project moves 
forward with one of the rail alternatives and does not grade-separate the rail alignment at all pedestrian 
crossings near schools, the District requests that automatic pedestrian gates with audible-visual warning 
devices and channeling railings be installed at all at-grade pedestrian crossings to prevent pedestrians from 
crossing the rail lines when trains are present.  

The District requests that, whichever alternative is selected, the buses or rail slow down when in school 
zones or at school crossings.  

Traffic/Transportation 

LAUSD’s Transportation Branch must be contacted at (213) 580-2950 regarding the potential effect upon 
existing school bus routes.  The Project Manager or designee will have to notify the LAUSD Transportation 
Branch of the expected start and ending dates for various portions of the proposed Project that may affect 
traffic within nearby school areas. To ensure that effective mitigations are employed to reduce construction 
and operation related transportation impacts on District sites, we ask that the following language be 
included in the traffic control measures: 

• School buses must have unrestricted access to District schools.

• During the construction phase, truck traffic and construction vehicles may not cause traffic delays
for our transported students.

• During and after construction, changed traffic patterns, lane adjustment, traffic light patterns, and
altered bus stops may not affect school buses’ on-time performance and passenger safety.

• Construction trucks and other vehicles are required to stop when encountering school buses using
red-flashing-lights must-stop-indicators per the California Vehicle Code.

• Contractors must install and maintain appropriate traffic controls (signs and signals) to ensure
vehicular safety.

• Contractors must maintain ongoing communication with LAUSD school administrators, providing
sufficient notice to forewarn children and parents when existing vehicle routes to school may be
impacted.

• Parents dropping off their children must have access to the passenger loading areas.

The District’s charge is to protect the health and safety of students and staff, and the integrity of the learning 
environment. The comments presented above identify potential environmental impacts related to the 
proposed Project that must be either analyzed further or addressed to ensure the welfare of the students 
attending District schools, their teachers and the staff, as well as to assuage the concerns of the parents of 
these students. Therefore, the measures set forth in these comments should be adopted as conditions of 
project approval to offset unmitigated impacts on the students and staff at District schools. 

Thank you for your attention to this matter.  If you need additional information please contact me at (213) 
241-3432. 

Regards, 

Will Meade, Environmental Planning Specialist 
LAUSD, Office of Environmental Health & Safety  
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THE MffROPOLITAN WATER DISTRICT 
OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA 

Office of the General Manager 

October 5, 2017 

Mr. Walt Davis, Project Manager 
East San Fernando Valley Transit Corridor 
Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
One Gateway Plaza, MS-99-7 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 
Email: DAVISWA@metro.net 

Dear Mr. Davis: 

Draft Envirorunental Impact Report for the 

EMAIL AND USPS 

East San Fernando Valley Transit Corridor Project (State Clearinghouse No. 2013021064) 

The Metropolitan Water District ofSouthem California (Metropolitan) has reviewed the Draft 
Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the East San Femando Valley Transit Corridor Project. 
The proposed project would extend from the Sylmar/San Fernando Metrolink Station on the 
north to the Metro Orange Line on the south and provide area residents, businesses, and transit­
dependent populations with improved mobility and access to the regional transit system. 

Metropolitan is a public agency and regional water wholesaler. It is comprised of 26 member 
pub! ic agencies serving approximately 19 million people in portions of six counties in Southern 
California, including Los Angeles County. 

Metropolitan's East Valley Feeder is located within the public right-of-way (generally along 
Haddon A venue in an east-west direction) within the northern portion of the project area (see 
attached location map). The East Valley Feeder is a 48-inch inside diameter treated water 
pipeline. Based on om review of the proposed project, the project could interfere with 
Metropolitan's ongoing operation, maintenance and repair activities on the East Valley Feeder, 
which requires unrestricted and unobstructed access to these facilities. Metropolitan requires 
unobstructed access to its facilities, to maintain and repair its system. 

In order to avoid potential conflicts with Metropolitan's facilities and rights-of-way, we require 
that any design plans for any activity in the area of Metropolitan's pipelines or facilities be 
submitted for ow· review and written approval. Approval of the project is contingent on 
Metropolitan's approval of design plans for portions of the proposed project that could impact its 
facilities. Any future design plans associated with this project should be submitted to the 
attention of Metropolitan's Substructures Team. 

700 North Alameda Street, Los Angeles, California 90012• Mailing Address: Sox 54153. Los AngeleseCalifomia 90054-0153 • TelephOne (213) 217·6000 
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THE METROPOLITAN WATER DISTRICT OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA 

Mr. Walt Davis 
Page2 
October 5, 2017 

Detailed prints of drawings of Metropolitan's pipelines and rights-of-way may be obtained by 
calling Metropolitan's Substructmes Information Line at (213) 217-6564. To assist the applicant 
in preparing plans that are compatible with Metropolitan's facilities and easements, we have 
enclosed a copy of the "Guidelines for Developments in the Area of Facilities, Fee Properties, 
and/or Easement of The Metropolitan Water District of Southern California." Please note that all 
submitted designs or plans must clearly identify Metropolitan's facilities and rights-of-way. 

Metropolitan cncomages projects within its service area to include water conservation measures. 
While Metropolitan continues to build new supplies and develop means for more efficient use of 
ctm·ent resources, projected population and economic growth will increase demands on the 
cunent system. Water conservation, reclaimed water use, and groundwater recharge programs 
are integral components to regional water supply planning. Metropolitan suppotts mitigation 
measmes such as using water efficient fixtures, drought tolerant landscaping, and reclaimed 
water to offset any increase in water use associated with the proposed project. Metropolitan, 
therefore, encomages evaluation in the EIR of the potential for using recycled water for any 
proposed new rail car maintenance and storage facilities (MSF) for washing and other industrial 
pmposes, or consider rail car washing systems that recycle water on-site. MSF water use is 
discussed in "Surface Water Use and Flows» (page 4.13.28). Additionally, Metropolitan 
encourages the EIR to also evaluate the potential for incorporating low-water use landscapes, or 
using recycled water where possible for any landscapes associated with the project. 

We appreciate the opportunity to provide input to your planning process and we look forward to 
receiving future documentation and plans for this project. For further assistance, please contact 
Ms. Lilia I. Martinez at (213) 217-5656. 

Very truly yours, 

Jennifer Harriger 
Team Manager, Environmental Planning Section 

LIM/lim 

Enclosures: 
1) Location Map of Metropolitan's East Valley Feeder within Project Limits 
2) Guidelines for Developments in the Area of Facilities, Fee Properties, and/or Easements 

ofThe Metropolitan Water District of Southern California 

cc: Kieran Callanan, Substructures Team 
Warren Teitz, Water ResoW'ces Management 

700 North Alameela Street, Los Angeles, California 90012• Mailing Address: Box 54153, Los Angeles•Callfomla 90054·0153 • TelephOne (213) 217-6000 
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  San Fernando Valley Council of Governments 

October 10, 2017 

Phil Washington 
CEO, Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
1 Gateway Plaza 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

RE: East San Fernando Valley Transit Corridor 

Dear Mr. Washington, 

At the San Fernando Valley Council of Governments (SFVCOG) September 28, 2017, Special 
Meeting, the Board of Directors voted unanimously to support the East San Fernando Valley 
Transit Corridor being built as grade-running light rail with 14 stations and that also retains local 
bus service. 

As part of the Measure M development process, the SFVCOG developed a project priority list and 
submit it to Metro, including funding for the East San Fernando Valley Transit Corridor Project. 
This project was originally a Measure R (2008) funded project, but only had $170 million assigned 
to it, not enough to build either bus or rail. During public outreach, the community had indicated a 
desire for higher use mode along the Corridor. With that in mind, the SFVOG Board of Directors 
submitted this project as a Measure M project that was then included in the adopted ballot 
language approved the voters.  

We urge Metro to move forward with this project as light rail to serve the regional need along this 
corridor and its connection to the rest of the region. 

Sincerely, 

Jess Talamantes 
Chair, Board of Directors 

cc: Manjeet Ranu, Senior Executive Officer, Countywide Planning & Development 
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November 16, 2020 
 
Mr. Walt Davis 
Project Manager 
Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro) 
One Gateway Plaza 
Los Angeles, CA  90012 
 
RE: Comments on East San Fernando Valley Transit Corridor Project –  
           FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT/ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 

REPORT (EIS/EIR) 
 
Dear Mr. Davis:  
 
The Southern California Regional Rail Authority (SCRRA/Metrolink) has received and 
reviewed the East San Fernando Valley Transit Corridor (ESFVTC) Final Environmental 
Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report (EIS/EIR). We appreciate that Metro 
has addressed some of SCRRA’s comments on the Draft EIS/EIR and in an 
accompanying study, East San Fernando Valley Transit Corridor Project – Metro Grade 
Crossing Safety Policy Analysis of the Proposed Metro Right-of-Way Crossings.  
However, additional work, refinement, and coordination is still required in order to 
develop a mutually acceptable project for the portions of the identified Locally Preferred 
Alternative (LPA) that overlap with Metro owned railroad right of way. The subject area 
is a 2.5-mile section of railroad right of way that currently services Metrolink’s Valley 
Subdivision (also commonly referred to as the “Antelope Valley Line”) and freight 
service operated by the Union Pacific Railroad (UPRR).    
 
SCRRA notes that our comments on the Draft EIS/EIR and Metro’s responses thereto 
were not published in Appendix A1 and A2 of the Final EIS/EIR. We have enclosed our 
letter, dated October 30, 2017, as Attachment A, to this letter for your reference. We 
appreciate Metro’s correspondence outside the prior Draft EIS/EIR comment period on 
October 13, 2020 and subsequent to the October 2, 2020 opening of the comment 
period for the Final EIS/EIR. We have included Metro’s response letter in Attachment 
B.  
 
After reviewing the Final EIS/EIR, SCRRA understands that Metro’s Board of Directors 
will consider splitting the LPA into two phases due, in part, to potential funding 
challenges. An Initial Operating Segment (IOS) will be considered by the Metro Board, 
with Phase 1 extending from the southern project terminus at the Van Nuys Metro 
Orange Line Station north to San Fernando Road. Under Phase 2, a shared corridor 
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with the proposed LRT, Metrolink, and UPRR service would operate between Van Nuys 
Boulevard and the Metrolink Sylmar/San Fernando Station.  
 
In our review of the LPA, we did not see our previous comments and related concerns 
addressed. As a result, we request  that Metro’s LPA be refined to the funded Initial 
Operating Segment (Phase 1) of the ESFVTC Project and an interim operating 
condition for Phase 2 in recognition of the constrained right of way. This refinement to 
the LPA would provide SCRRA and Metro with sufficient time to address the project 
development and right-of-way issues that remain in a shared corridor scenario under 
Phase 2 and identifying feasible, cost-effective solutions in the corridor for an interim 
and ultimate operating condition.   
 
This letter outlines SCRRA’s comments on the Final EIS/EIR and suggested next steps 
in the two following sections –  

(1) Avoidance of the Metro-owned Metrolink Valley Subdivision (Antelope Valley 
Line) Right-of-Way  

(2) The funded IOS between the Metro Orange Line and the interim terminus at 
San Fernando Road and Van Nuys Boulevard  

 
Please note that these comments on the Final EIS/EIR are initial general comments 
submitted to meet the CEQA and NEPA lead agency public comment periods. SCRRA 
may follow up with more specific comments, including technical comments for 
consideration, during the engineering and design of the project as it deems necessary.  
Comments are as follows: 
 
1. Avoidance of the Metrolink ROW between Van Nuys Boulevard and Sylmar 
/San Fernando Station 
 
Comments 
 
Cumulative Impacts with Metrolink “Brighton to Roxford” Double-Track Project 
Phase 2 of the LPA overlaps with a portion of Metro’s and SCRRA’s proposed “Brighton 
to Roxford” (B2R) project, which is undergoing final design, was environmentally 
cleared in June 2020, and is partially funded for construction. The B2R project would 
add a second track for conventional rail use across the entire length of the shared 
corridor, resulting in a combined total of four tracks in the corridor’s ultimate 
configuration.  
 
Double tracking associated with the B2R project was identified as a necessary project to 
support various scenarios in Metro’s Antelope Valley Line Feasibility Study (October 
2019). Furthermore, Metro’s Board of Directors in Board Motion 5.1 (July 25, 2019) 
authorized the programming of $6.6 million in unprogrammed FY18-22 Multi-year 
Subregional Programming (MSP) Transit Program funds and $6.15 million in FY23 MSP 
Transit Program funds from the North County Subregion, in order to bring a portion of 
the B2R project and a set of other capital projects to “shovel ready” status (Attachment 
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C). Because of the priority the Metro Board has assigned to both the B2R Project and 
the ESFVTC Project, they should not be designed in isolation, but in coordination with 
one another to optimize the shared use of the corridor. 
 
If Metro and FTA proceed with the LPA as defined in the Final EIS/EIR, SCRRA 
requests that the Metro design team analyze the ultimate condition for Phase 2, which 
would be characterized by two light rail tracks and two Metrolink tracks. At this time, 
SCRRA requires additional information to understand how a two-parallel track layout 
would operate and what additional right of way and if any new grade separations would 
be required. These concerns are elaborated further below. This coordination is 
important prior to certification of the Final EIR and issuance of the Record of Decision 
(ROD), because additional ROW needs may have the potential to result in new 
significant impacts not evaluated in the draft EIS/EIR. 
 
Right-of-Way Acquisition 
 
The Final EIS/EIR analysis appears to require additional consideration of the right-of-
way needs for Phase 2 of the LPA. With the addition of two proposed light rail tracks to 
the corridor, the existing (approximately 100-foot-wide) rail corridor, which is narrower 
between N. Brand Blvd. and just west of N. Maclay Avenue, is expected to require 
additional right of way due to the placement of Metrolink’s second track in the ultimate 
build-out condition. Based on our initial estimates, Metro will require no less than 120 
feet in width to accommodate the following:  

• Four railroad tracks (2 ESFVTC tracks and 2 Metrolink tracks);  
• Proposed center platform LRT stations near Paxton Street and Maclay Avenue 

(FEIS-FEIR, page ES-9);  
• Supporting signal infrastructure (signal houses and PTC towers);  
• Reconstruction of intersections and grade crossings in their ultimate 

configuration; 
• Required Metro and SCRRA access for maintenance of track and structures, 

including physical barriers, fencing, and gates; 
• Utilities with access for maintenance; and  
• Existing leases and licenses within the corridor.  

 
Grade Crossing Configurations 
There are five existing at-grade crossings within this 2.5-mile stretch that will be shared 
between Metrolink, freight and the proposed LRT. The ESFVTC team has studied the 
effect on grade crossing safety through these five crossings with the ESFV Transit 
Corridor Project, Metro Grade Crossing Safety Policy Analysis (Study) under the 
premise that the LRT system will be constructed first before the B2R project and, 
therefore, only considers a three-track at-grade crossing in their study. The Study 
concluded that the proposed improvements on the ESFVTC project would safely 
support a three-track at-grade crossing. SCRRA requests a more thorough analyses 



 
Comments on East San Fernando Valley Transit Corridor Project – FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL 
IMPACT STUDY/ ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT (EIS/EIR) 
Page 4 

that considers the full build-out condition as described above. Our initial comments for 
this Study are provided in Attachment D. 
 
Particularly, according to the Policy, a complete Rail Operations Check that fully 
explores the need for Metrolink and UP trains to operate at full-speed through 
intersections is required. Furthermore, a Safety Operations check with the proposed 
mitigations also needs to be completed. These analyses need to be completed for both 
an interim three-track configuration (or interim condition) as well as a potential four-track 
configuration (or ultimate condition).   
 
Required Next Steps – Metrolink ROW between Van Nuys Boulevard and Sylmar 
/San Fernando Station 
 
Based on our review, the Final EIS/EIR analysis only evaluates an initial operating 
condition for Phase 2 of the LPA. For this reason, SCRRA recommends additional 
coordination with the analysis the Metro Board directed (Attachment C) to better 
understand the ultimate condition and related LRT, commuter train, freight, pedestrian, 
and vehicular interactions along Metro’s ROW between Van Nuys Boulevard and the 
Sylmar/San Fernando Station. With the issues highlighted above, we recommend the 
following: 
 

1) Refine the LPA to include the IOS Phase 1 Project (along Van Nuys Boulevard) 
and an initial operating condition for Phase 2 that avoids impacts to Metrolink’s 
AVL line and UPRR’s existing freight service. The ultimate condition for Phase 2 
(along the Metrolink Valley Subdivision [Antelope Valley Line] ROW between Van 
Nuys Boulevard and the Sylmar / San Fernando Station) should be deferred until 
additional analysis is completed to address a four-track configuration and related 
transportation impacts (traffic and rail operation), grade crossing and safety 
requirements, and right-of-way needs (FEIS-FEIR, page ES-8). 
 

2) Perform a more thorough analysis of Connection Alternatives between the AVL 
and the ESFVTC project: 

a. Baseline:   
Triple Track from Van Nuys to Sylmar/San Fernando [in right-of-way: 
ESFV (2 tracks) + AVL (1 track)] 

b. Full-Build: 
Quadruple Track from Van Nuys to Sylmar/San Fernando [in right-of-
way:  ESFV (2 tracks) + AVL (2 tracks)] 

c. ESFV IOS With New Connection: 
Build the IOS (Phase 1), create a new Transfer Connection station/hub 
at Van Nuys/San Fernando, and complete SCRRA double track 
between Van Nuys and Sylmar/San Fernando to support increased 
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frequencies on Metrolink in this segment to feed into the ESFV Metro 
Rail Line.  The new transfer connection station/hub could possibly be a 
relocation of the Sun Valley station to Van Nuys Boulevard.   
[in right-of-way: AVL (2 tracks)] 

d. FRA-Compliant Light Rail: 
Build ESFVTC to FRA Tier-III Compliant standards for Light Rail, which 
at a minimum would make it easier and safer for ESFVTC to share the 
shared corridor, and could open the door to shared tracks solutions 
that benefit both the ESFVTC and AVL with more efficient, phased 
investment.  Building the IOS to FRA Tier-III light rail standards leaves 
the door open to these solutions in the future, even if FRA 
interoperability is not pursued in the IOS. 
NOTE: this was not an option during the DEIS/DEIR in 2017, as FRA 
adopted Tier-III standards in late 2018 well after the Draft EIS/EIR 
comment period closed. 
[in right-of-way: TBD (3-4 total tracks)] 

e. Grade-Separated Metro Rail Grade separate ESFVTC on the shared 
corridor (this connection may consider combination of the ESFVTC 
project with the Sepulveda Pass Transit Corridor Project as we 
suggested in our comments to the Draft EIS/EIR). 
[in right-of-way: AVL (2 tracks);  Over/under ROW: ESFV (2 tracks)] 

All Connection Alternatives need to be brought to the same level of concept 
design and environmental analysis, including a comprehensive analysis of grade 
crossing requirements and consultation with CPUC, UP, City of San Fernando, 
City of Los Angeles, and SCRRA. In the absence of this information, it is not 
possible to determine the feasibility of a four-track interface, potential impacts of 
each of the Connection Alternatives, and the associated mitigation requirements 
when compared to the LPA. 
 

3) Perform a thorough cost analysis of each Connection Alternative to fairly allocate 
the cost of the Cumulative Impacts and long-term requirements of each 
alternative in the corridor. 

 
2.  The Funded IOS between the Metro Orange Line and the Interim Terminus 
at San Fernando Road and Van Nuys Boulevard 
 
Comments 
 
Station Connectivity between Metrolink and ESFVTC Station at the Van Nuys (Ventura 
County Line) Metrolink 
SCRRA supports the development of quality transit connections to its system, and 
encourages the ESFVTC project to design customer-friendly connections between the 
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project and the Metrolink’s AVL. The connection at Van Nuys (Ventura County Line) 
Metrolink Station requires a winding roughly quarter-mile walk along poorly lit sidewalks 
between the two stations; if the ESFVTC station cannot be moved closer, then 
consideration should be given to linking the two stations with dynamic signage, lighting, 
and other pedestrian improvements such as a small paseo.   
 
Parking 
With no parking provided at the new ESFVTC stations (Final EIS/EIR, page ES-10), 
SCRRA requires that there be a plan for reserving parking for Metrolink riders at our 
stations during and after LRT construction. Furthermore, SCRRA requires a plan by 
Metro to ensure that the Metrolink parking spaces in Van Nuys Station (350 spaces / 14 
ADA-accessible spaces) and Sylmar/San Fernando Station (375 spaces / 9 ADA-
accessible spaces) will not be taken by the ESFVTC riders. 
 
Required Next Steps – for the IOS Section between the Metro Orange Line and the 
Interim Terminus at San Fernando Road and Van Nuys Boulevard 
 
SCRRA requests development of a Memorandum of Understaing (MOU) to indicate 
Metro’s commitment to resolving the coordination issues noted above and a plan for 
resolving these issues associated with the interim and ultimate operating conditions for 
Phase 2 of the project.  The MOU should be fully executed no later than 6 months after 
the certification of the Final EIR and issuance of the Record of Decision (ROD).  
Further, SCRRA requests that no construction activities related to phase 2 of this 
project would be advanced along the rail right of way until studies are completed and 
agreements are reached with SCRRA.   
 
Thank you again for providing us with the opportunity to comment on the Final EIS/EIR.  
We look forward to our continued participation in this important transportation project 
that will provide many regional benefits. Should you have any questions, please feel 
free to contact me at (213) 452-0468 or via e-mail at McIntyreT@scrra.net or Roderick 
Diaz at (213) 452-0455 or via e-mail at DiazR@scrra.net. 
  
Sincerely, 

 
Todd McIntyre 
Chief Strategy Officer 
 
 
 
 

mailto:McIntyreT@scrra.net
mailto:DiazR@scrra.net
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Attachment B 

Metro Transmittal of East San Fernando Valley Transit Corridor Response to 

Comments to the Southern California Regional Rail Authority 

October 13, 2020 



1

Diaz, Roderick

From: Davis, Walter <DAVISWA@metro.net>
Sent: Tuesday, October 13, 2020 2:11 PM
To: Diaz, Roderick
Subject: [EXTERNAL] FW: SCRRA/Metrolink Public Comments
Attachments: AL 14-1-14-6 SCRRA Comments.pdf

EXTERNAL: This email message was sent from outside our organization. Proceed with caution when opening links or 
attachments. Submit as spam if you are not sure it is safe. 
Roderick, 
 
Attached are the responses we drafted in response to the comment letter received from the SCRRA on Oct 30, 2018 
during the ESFVLRT Project’s, Public Review Period.  Again, my apologies for our oversite in not including the letter and 
response in the FEIS/R.   
 
If you’d like to meet to go over the attached, I’d be happy to make myself and my consultants available. 
 
Walt Davis 
LA Metro 
Project Manager, East San Fernando Valley LRT  
Transit Corridors Planning 
213.922.3079  
metro.net  |  facebook.com/losangelesmetro |  @metrolosangeles 
Metro’s mission is to provide world‐class transportation for all. 
 
 



Metro ESFV Transit Project – Response to SCRRA Comment Letter 
 
 
AL 14-1 Comment noted.  All LRT station on the ESFV line will be ADA accessible in 
accordance with ADA guidelines and Metro Design Criteria.   
 
AL 14-2 The DEIS/DEIR document includes a traffic analysis along the entire 9.2 mile 
corridor.  The analysis includes an assessment of the signalized intersections along the 
alignment and adjacent to the at-grade crossings along the Metro owned SCRRA Antelope 
Valley Line.  The intersections evaluated in the document were determined in consultation 
with the cities of San Fernando and Los Angeles public works/transportation staff.  In 
addition to the analysis of signalized intersections, an assessment of grade crossing safety 
was also undertaken.  The analysis was prepared in accordance with the Metro Grade 
Crossing Safety Policy for Light Rail Transit dated October 28, 2010.  The DEIS/DEIR also 
identifies construction impacts and mitigation strategies at a general level.  A more detailed 
assessment of construction impacts as well as a subsequent analysis of rail operations on 
local circulation will be evaluated during the preliminary engineering phase of the project 
at which time construction mitigation and other measures will be identified for 
implementation.   
 
AL 14-3 An assessment of grade crossing safety was undertaken.  The analysis was 
prepared in accordance with the Metro Grade Crossing Safety Policy for Light Rail Transit 
dated October 28, 2010.  The analysis evaluates the proposed Metro East San Fernando 
Valley (ESFV) Transit Project’s grade crossings along the Metro-owned railroad right-of-
way currently serving the Metrolink Antelope Valley Line and the UPRR (UPRR) Valley 
Subdivision. The five grade crossings analyzed in that document were Hubbard Avenue, 
Maclay Avenue, Brand Boulevard, and Jessie Street/Wolfskill Street in the City of San 
Fernando, and Paxton Street in the City of Los Angeles. It should be noted the analysis 
considered a three track corridor. 
 
AL 14-4 The LRT tracks will be protected/separated from the SCRRA tracks by an FRA/PUC 
complaint barrier with an intrusion detection fence.  Additional protection via pedestrian 
gates and warning lights will also be provided at grade-crossings and station platforms to 
deter pedestrians from crossing the tracks when a train is present or approaching.   
 
AL14-5 Metro has taken all of the characteristics of the corridor noted in your comment 
into consideration as part of the environmental documentation and conceptual 
engineering.  The needs of Metro, the SCRRA and its equipment, adjacent infrastructure 
such as utilites, the adjacent bike path have been considered as well.  The shared use 
agreement with the UPRR, SCRRA and Metro will be jointly discussed during the 
preliminary engineering phase of the project between the respective parties. 
 
AL 14-6 The ESFV Transit Corridor is an integral part of Metro’s long term transit and 
transportation strategic plan for the San Fernando Valley.  It is a Measure M project with 
wide support from Valley residents as well as the Cities of Los Angeles and San Fernando, 
the Metro Board and numerous civic organizations.  The project has also been identified as 



a 28 by 28 project by Los Angeles Mayor Eric Garcetti.  As the Purpose and Need document 
for this project demonstrated, the ESFV transit project would provide significant 
transportation benefits to East Valley residents and commuters in term of local short trips 
along the corridor as well longer commute trips via its connections to Metrolink’s two 
Valley lines, Amtrak and the Metro Orange Line.  The project will provide additional 
regional benefits as transit improvements are realized along the Sepulveda Corrdor. The 
planning and integration of these projects and other bus transit projects are under active 
study.  
 



Metro

Board Report

Los Angeles County
Metropolitan Transportation

Authority
One Gateway Plaza

3rd Floor Board Room
Los Angeles, CA

File #: 2019-0571, File Type: Motion / Motion Response Agenda Number: 5.1

REGULAR BOARD MEETING
JULY 25, 2019

Motion by:

DIRECTORS BARGER, NAJARIAN, KREKORIAN AND SOLIS

Related to Item 5:  Antelope Valley Line Motion

Two recently completed MTA studies, the Metrolink Antelope Valley Line (AVL) Study and the LA-
Burbank- Glendale Feasibility Study, recommend both short and mid-term goals to ultimately
increase frequency to 30-minute headways with bi-directional service throughout the day.  Short term
improvements require $41.8 million in capital improvements and $4 million more in annual costs.  Mid
-term improvements would require approximately $180 million in capital costs, mainly for double-
tracking identified in the AVL study as 4 projects.  To get these projects through environmental
clearance and shovel ready, staff has estimated that $12.75 million is required.  Shovel-ready is an
important benchmark to position these projects for grant funding opportunities. Implementation of
Scenarios 1 through 3 in the Antelope Valley Line Study will significantly improve service, as detailed
in both studies.

The AVL plays a critical role in connecting North Los Angeles County, Union Station and cities in
between. It carries the third highest ridership in Metrolink’s commuter rail system, and growing,
reducing the equivalent of one lane of traffic from major freeways during peak commute hours, and
removing approximately 1,000,000 weekday automobile trips per year.

Since the implementation of a now permanent fare reduction program in 2015, the AVL is the only rail
transit line in Los Angeles County that has seen consistent, month-over-month ridership growth.  As
of last year, revenues from this ridership growth surpassed Metro’s cost to subsidize the program.  In
many ways, the AVL is a model for the current regional rail system and it will play a critical role in
unlocking regional mobility, as outlined in the State Rail Plan and Metrolink’s SCORE program. It also
faces serious physical constraints that limit its optimal performance.

SUBJECT: ANTELOPE VALLEY LINE MOTION

APPROVE Motion by Directors Barger, Najarian, Krekorian and Solis that the Board:

A. Support implementation of Scenarios 1 through 3, as detailed in the Antelope Valley Line
Study, and prioritize the Balboa Siding Project so as to open up the expedited delivery of
hourly commuter rail service between North Los Angeles County and Los Angeles Union
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Station;

B. Direct the CEO and staff to coordinate with Metrolink on the implementation of Scenarios 1
through 3 and the inclusion and prioritization of the capital projects detailed therein as part of
Metrolink’s SCORE program;

C. Authorize the programming of $6.6 million in unprogrammed FY18-22 Multi-year Subregional
Programming (MSP) Transit Program funds and $6.15 million in FY23 MSP Transit Program
funds from the North County Subregion, in order to bring the capital projects included in
Scenarios 1 through 3 to “shovel-ready” status, and direct the CEO to report back to the Board
in October with project development plans, cash flow considerations, and associated operating
costs;

D. Direct the CEO to coordinate with Metrolink on a discretionary grant strategy, and with the
North County Subregion on additional local funding options that could be leveraged, to fully
fund the remaining construction costs of the capital projects included in Scenarios 1 through 3,
and include an update in the October report back to the Board;

E. Support the implementation of a diesel, electric, battery electric, or hybrid multiple unit train
pilot program on the Antelope Valley Line and direct the CEO to coordinate with Metrolink in
the pursuit of grant funding opportunities that focus on the offsetting of mobile source pollution
in order to implement the pilot program, and;

F. Direct the CEO to work in partnership with Metrolink to engage appropriate state agencies and
the private sector on additional strategies in order to implement the above directives and
unlock the service potential of the Antelope Valley Line, in support of the integrated service
goals laid out in the State Rail Plan.
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Attachment D 

 
DATE: 10/23/2020 
 
TO: Walt Davis 

 
FROM: Joseph McNeely 

 
SUBJECT: Review of East San Fernando Valley (ESFV) Transit Corridor Project, 

Metro Grade Crossing Safety Policy Analysis of the Proposed Metro 
Right-of-Way Crossings 

 
 
The ESFV Transit Project proposes to implement a new light rail transit (LRT) from the 
Van Nuys Metro G Line (Orange) station, to the Sylmar/San Fernando Metrolink Station. 
A portion of the alignment is proposed at grade along the Metrolink Valley Subdivision 
between mile post (MP) 19.60, just north of the Van Nuys Boulevard at-grade crossing 
near Pinney Street, and the Sylmar/San Fernando Station at MP 21.90. Five grade 
crossings are located along the Metrolink subdivision including from north to south:   
 

1. Hubbard Avenue, San Fernando 
2. Maclay Avenue, San Fernando 
3. Brand Boulevard, San Fernando 
4. Jessie Street/ Wolfskill Street, San Fernando  
5. Paxton Street, Los Angeles. 

 
This document contains a technical review of the traffic operations elements in the East 
San Fernando Valley Transit Corridor Project, Metro Grade Crossing Safety Policy 
Analysis of the Proposed Metro Right-of-Way Crossings, prepared by KOA Corporation, 
9/6/19. The following additional documents were reviewed.  
 

• MTA Grade Crossing Policy for Light Rail Transit, December 4, 2003.  
• Final Environmental Impact Statement/ Final Environmental Impact Report 

(Volume I) for the 
• East San Fernando Valley Transit Corridor Project, September 2020 
• Appendix G, Transportation Impacts Report for the East San Fernando Valley 

Transit Corridor, July 2016  
• Appendix FF, Advanced Conceptual Engineering Drawings July 31, 2020 
• LA County Grade Crossing and Corridor Safety Final Report Volumes 1 through 

5, September 1, 2017 
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This review follows the organization of the Grade Crossing Safety Policy Analysis report 
and review comments are listed and numbered with a reference to the report page, 
section, paragraph, and sentence or text.  
 

1. (Page 1), Section 1.0, Analysis Step 1 – Initial Screening, second paragraph from 
bottom: “Metrolink, given that they would be confined to a single track, would 
operate at its current maximum frequency of four per hour.”  

 
This does not account for the Metro Brighton to Roxford Double Track Project which will 
add a second mainline track through this section of the Metrolink subdivision. The future 
second mainline track is presented on the ESFV Advanced Conceptual Engineering 
(ACE) Drawings. Consideration should be given to the double tracking project, effects 
on the grade crossings, and increased Metrolink train frequencies (and potential 
increased UPRR train frequency if any).  
 

2. (Page 1), Section 1.0, Analysis Step 1 – Initial Screening, last paragraph: “The 
turning movement volumes for the adjacent intersection used in the EIR are as 
follows.”  

 
Please provide the document referenced with the ESFV Alternative 4 LRT traffic 
volumes.  
 

3. (Page 5), Section 2.1, Existing Conditions, first paragraph: “All feature median 
barriers to prevent motorists from making illegal movements around lowered 
gates.”  

 
Several of the crossing median barriers are substandard. These are intended to prevent 
illegal movements around lowered gates but may not do so. FRA Highway -Rail 
Crossing Handbook Third Edition Chapter 6 specifies with traffic channelization 
arrangements (for example, non-mountable curb or mountable curb with delineators) at 
least 100 feet in length on each side of the crossing (or 60 feet where there is an 
intersecting roadway) and no commercial or industrial driveway. 
 

4. (Page 5), Section 2.1, Existing Conditions, Figure 3: Crossing Storage Distance 
(CSD) for Maclay Avenue:  

 
The grade crossing should be a four-track cross section to account for the double 
tracking project. The CSD was measured from the ROW lines. CSD measurements may 
need to be revised where the second Metrolink mainline track is not accommodated by 
the ROW shown at the crossings on the Advanced Conceptual Engineering Drawings.  
 

5. (Page 6), Section 2.1, Existing Conditions, Table 2: Clear Storage Distances 
(CSD):  
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The CSD at all the locations were verified based on the Appendix GG Advanced 
Conceptual Engineering Drawings. The following CSD measurements differed from 
Table 2 in the report.  
 

• Hubbard Ave WB – 125 feet (reported as 140 feet) 
• Hubbard Ave EB – 140 feet (reported as 175 feet) 
• Maclay Ave EB – 130 feet (reported as 155 feet) 
• Brand Blvd WB – 120 feet (reported as 100 feet) 
• Jessy St WB – 100 feet (reported as 120 feet) 

 
The eastbound intersection at Jessie Street is Robert F Kennedy Drive.  
 

6. (Page 6), Section 2.2, Proposed Conditions, first paragraph: “To assure that 
traffic can be cleared from the crossings when trains approach, unsignalized 
intersections immediately downstream of a crossing, such as the intersection of 
Brand Boulevard and 1st Street or the intersection of Jessie Street and 1st 
Street, should become signalized and preempted.” 

 
The intersections of Brand Blvd/ 1st Street and Jessie Street/ Robert F Kennedy Drive 
are currently 1 way stop control on the side street. Signalizing these intersections may 
not be desirable due to queuing. This recommendation needs to be reviewed further 
including intersection observations of pedestrian activity when school is in session and 
traffic signal warrant analysis for both intersections.  
 

7. (Page 6), Section 2.2, Proposed Conditions: “The proposed roadway geometries 
will be as described in the Advanced Conceptual Engineering (ACE) report dated 
April 3, 2019.” 

 
Is this the same document as Appendix G, Transportation Impacts Report for the East 
San Fernando Valley Transit Corridor? Please provide the ACE report if not.  
 

8. (Page 6), Section 2.2, Proposed Conditions, paragraph 3: “As of 2019, the 
amount of time allocated for flasher signals, bells, and gate descent at the 
crossings would be set in accordance to the City of Los Angeles Department of 
Transportation (LADOT) guidelines established in its 2008 spreadsheet 
calculator, which has become a de facto national standard. (The Texas 
Department of Transportation’s Traffic Signal Preemption Guide is the other 
widely used standard.) Under current guidelines, the minimum warning time 
would be at least 28 seconds for the five railroad crossings along the Metro right-
of-way. Typical warning time for these crossings would be about 30 seconds.” 

 
The LADOT form is derived from the TxDOT guidelines and provides a convenient 
spreadsheet calculator. There is a 2014 update. Is the amount of warning time based on 
LADOT form calculations or previously established values?  
 



 
Attachment D - ESFV LRT Metro Grade Crossing Safety Policy Analysis Review 
Page 4 

 
Metrolink Design Criteria Manual states in section 18.1.3 Selection of Warning Time – 
The warning time at a grade crossing must be sufficient for vehicles and pedestrians to 
clear the tracks. The minimum warning time required by law for motor vehicles is 20 
seconds. The design minimum for through train moves on SCRRA is 30 seconds and is 
based upon 20 seconds minimum warning time plus 10 seconds buffer time.  
 

9. (Page 6), Section 2.2, Proposed Conditions, paragraph 4: “Advance preemption 
ensures that pedestrians and motor vehicles in the intersection have adequate 
time to exit the intersection before the traffic signal serves a green light for traffic 
that needs to be cleared from the crossing.” 

 
Not necessarily. Advance preemption is the amount of preemption time received by the 
traffic signal prior to activation of crossing warning devices. How advance preemption 
time is used is location specific.  
 

10. (Page 7), Section 2.2, Proposed Conditions, paragraph at the top: “For the 
purposes of this grade crossing policy document, it is assumed that traffic signal 
phases will be sequenced so that sufficient advance preemption time is provided 
prior to the red lights flashing and the bells ringing. The signal phase sequence 
might remain unchanged from what is currently used at each crossing today or 
could be modified based on the grade crossing guidelines agreed upon by the 
responsible agencies during the final design/construction phase. The Paxton 
Street crossing was modified in 2014 during the installation of the San Fernando 
Road Bike Path and is the least likely crossing to need major modification to its 
crossing controls. In contrast, the four crossings in San Fernando could require 
changes to traffic signal phasing to meet the guidelines in effect at the time of the 
project opening.” 

 
Phase sequence does not provide Advance Preemption Time. APT is provided by the 
track circuits. Sufficient APT is required for ROW transition and to clear the tracks.  
 
The ACE document shows major crossing modifications at Paxton including new 
warning devices (exit gates), traffic signals, will need new track circuits, and a new 
station is located south of the crossing.  
 
The second and last sentences above seem to disagree regarding traffic signal 
changes. Traffic signal phasing, sequence, and timing are conflated.  
 

11. (Page 7), Section 2.2, Proposed Conditions, second paragraph from top: “…2008 
LADOT guidelines… 75-foot long tractor/semi-trailer… Typically, the longer 
intervals needed for pedestrian clearance time govern the calculation of advance 
preemption time.” 

 
Is the 75-foot tractor trailer included in the original 2008 form or a subsequent revision? 
Required track clearance time governs preemption time calculations, advance or prime.  
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12. (Page 7), Section 2.2, Proposed Conditions, third paragraph from top.  

 
Statements regarding advance preemption and total approach time are broad. AREMA 
C&S Manual 3.1.10 Section C.1 (2019) [Guidance] provides maximum 50 seconds of 
Total Approach Time. The LADOT form often results in much greater than 60 seconds 
of TAT. 
 

13.  (Page 7), Section 2.3, Rail Operations Check “the ESFV transit line will run 
under cab signal control, which is the same as that provided for Metrolink and 
UPRR, supplemented by automatic train protection (ATP) and automatic train 
stop (ATS) systems. The LRT vehicles will have full priority over motor vehicle 
traffic at each of the crossings, thus being able to achieve a 60-mph maximum 
speed in accordance with California Public Utilities Commission General Order 
143-B. The ESFV will be operating under optimal conditions with no delay…. The 
use of cab signal control… will assure that the ESFV transit line will encounter no 
predictable amount of delay.” 

 
Metrolink and UPRR trains do not operate under ATP or ATS on the SCRRA Valley 
Subdivision. Moreover, to provide a “Pass” result is misleading in that this check ignores 
the dispatching implications for Metrolink and UPRR train movements. The statement of 
“assurance” of no delay is unsupported within the analysis. 
 

14. (Page 8), Section 2.4.1, Influence Zone Queues, Figure 4:  
 
Should show a 4-track cross section.  
 

15. (Page 8), Section 2.4.1, Influence Zone Queues, third paragraph: “Appendix A of 
the Policy suggests that typical values red time values range from 40 to 60 
seconds depending upon the total cycle length and amount of green time 
allocated to the cross street. A red time of 45 seconds will be used.” 

 
Why was 45 seconds selected? For example, the Truman/ Wolfskill V/C calculation 
considers 55 seconds of non-compatible green time on a 100 second cycle length.  
 

16. (Page 8), Section 2.4.1, Influence Zone Queues, end of page:  
 
The “MTA Grade Crossing Policy for Light Rail Transit” dated December 4, 2003, 
defines the queuing equation for both the influence zone and spill back queuing as 
follows: 
 
Volume per second x (red time/2 + average delay) x Peaking Factor 
 
The equation used in the project’s safety analysis policy does not account for the 
average delay. The queue lengths could be longer if the above equation is used. Please 
confirm this equation was changed in the 2010 policy and please provide a copy of the 
policy document.   
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17. (Page 9), Section 2.4.1, Influence Zone Queues, Table 3: 
 
There is insufficient storage for influence zone queues at each crossing, in each 
direction, for each time except for Paxton EB. First asterisk: preemption alone may not 
be sufficient. Queue management systems will be required. Second asterisk: the new 
traffic signal will create influence zone queues. This recommendation needs to be 
reviewed further including intersection observations of pedestrian activity when school is 
in session and traffic signal warrant analysis for both intersections. 
 

18. (Page 9), Section 2.4.1, Influence Zone Queues, last paragraph: “… the influence 
zone queues are predicted to be longer than the CSD’s. Railroad preemption of 
the adjacent traffic signal is the recommended solution for this situation. Seven of 
the downstream intersections for the crossings listed above are currently 
signalized and feature railroad preemption. At the unsignalized intersections of 
Brand Boulevard/1st Street and Jessie Street/1st Street, new traffic signals 
equipped for railroad preemption are recommended to avoid situations where 
uncontrolled pedestrian activity would interfere with clearance of the crossings.” 

 
Preemption alone may not be a sufficient solution. Queue management systems will be 
required. The new traffic signal will create influence zone queues. This recommendation 
needs to be reviewed further including intersection observations of pedestrian activity 
when school is in session and traffic signal warrant analysis for both intersections. 
 

19. (Page 10), Section 2.4.1, Influence Zone Queues, first paragraph: “Preempted 
signals would have an advance preemption sequence that begins when an 
oncoming train is detected by track circuitry nearly a minute upstream of each 
crossing, allowing minimum green times and pedestrian crossing times to 
complete while inhibiting any other movements that conflict with the track 
clearance phases. The track clearance phases begin soon after termination of 
conflicting movements, typically well before the railroad gates descend. The 
figure below shows the track clearance phases at the Maclay Avenue crossing.” 

 
Advance preemption will likely be sufficient for minimum green times to complete prior 
to transferring to track clearance. However, APT will likely not accommodate pedestrian 
crossing times. The track clearance phase may or may not start well in advance of gate 
activation. This depends on the active traffic signal phase when the preemption call 
comes in and the minimum track clearance distance.  
 

20. (Page 10), Section 2.4.1, Influence Zone Queues, Figure 5:  
 
Recommend showing 4 track crossing.  
 

21. (Page 11), Section 2.4.2, Spillback Queues, second paragraph: 
 
Back to back preemptions add to spillback queues. This should be discussed.  



 
Attachment D - ESFV LRT Metro Grade Crossing Safety Policy Analysis Review 
Page 7 

 
 
“The five crossings within the Metro ROW have left turn lanes within the CSD that 
reduce the likelihood of such a blockage.” 
 
How do the left turns perform relative to demand and capacity? 
 

22. (Page 11), Section 2.4.2, Spillback Queues, second to last paragraph: 
 
Back to back preemptions will add to spillback queues. Ultimate 4 track cross section 
and density of signals adds to the complexity. More signals are necessary to manage 
queues which add to the density of signals and complexity. This should be addressed.  
 

23. (Page 12), Section 2.4.2, Spillback Queues, Table 4: 
 
There is insufficient storage for spillback queues at each crossing, in each direction for 
each time except for Paxton EB. Statement at asterisk: preemption alone may not be 
sufficient. Queue management systems will be required.  
 

24. (Page 12), Section 2.4.2, Spillback Queues, second to last paragraph and 
second paragraph page 13.  

“Spillback queues are expected to extend to the nearest upstream intersection on all but 
one approach to the crossings…. The other crossings would feature traffic signal 
preemption, intended to clear influence zone queues, but which also provides the 
additional benefit of preventing movements toward the grade crossing when the gates 
are down. As a result, the adjacent intersections would be unlikely to suffer blocking by 
queues.” 
 
“Spillback queues have the potential to become very lengthy, particularly after the 
consecutive arrival of two or three trains, or after a longer, slower freight train were to 
traverse the crossing. Although spillback queues could impose travel delays to 
motorists, they would not result in a safety concern at the crossing. Railroad grade 
crossing protection will be designed to prevent spillback queues from feeding influence 
zone queues or interfering with track clearance phases.” 
 
Very lengthy queues and unlikely to create blocking seem to contradict. This deserves 
more attention to address the queue issues presented by the analysis.  
 

25. General comment regarding queueing:  
 
Results of the queueing analysis show that the queues exceed capacity. In some 
instances, the queueing exceeds storage for two segments of roadway. This is 
impacted by the density of signals, traffic, and frequency of crossing activations. In 
addition, there are existing and proposed conditions that should be discussed relative to 
queuing including: full access driveways between intersections and the crossing, 
substandard medians, lane drops, station movements, and feasibility of queue 
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management techniques. These issues should be discussed and addressed relative to 
the analysis results.  
 

26. Section 2.4.3 Impact of Preemption on Progressive Movements 
 
Four of the intersections adjacent to the crossings have V/C ratios exceeding 0.95 and 
operate at LOS F without considering impacts of preemption. Wolfskill and Truman, 
which operates at LOS D  and V/C 0.878 will exceed 0.95 when adjusted for 
preemption. The document states:  
 
“Thus, for the five crossings, the Policy would regard the impact to progressive traffic 
movements as “Marginal” if “Little or No” quality of cross street progression is required, 
as opposed to “Fail” if “Moderate” or “High” quality progression were expected.” 
 
The “Marginal” designation, according to the Policy, indicates that preemption: 
“results in measurable impact to cross street. Operation with pre-emption subject to 
engineering review of need for traffic progression and impact to LRT if pre-emption not 
provided. Alternative at-grade operation with green band or priority control should be 
feasible provided there are traffic signal phases that are compatible with the LRT 
movement at this location.” 
 
The Policy implies that green band or priority control would be an acceptable alternative 
to at-grade operation. However, green band or priority control is presumed to be 
unacceptable for this particular corridor, because LRT trains would operate at slow 
speeds and be subjected to traffic signal delays along a corridor where the adjacent 
Metrolink and UPRR trains currently proceed with no such controls. Not only would the 
LRT fail to benefit from sharing the same crossing equipment as Metrolink and UPRR, 
but the movements of LRT trains themselves would be preempted with the passage of 
each Metrolink or UPRR train. 
 
The at-grade ESFV should be regarded as “Marginal” in terms of impacts on 
progressive traffic movements at each of the five crossings. The impacts to cross street 
progression would be measurable, but little or no quality of progression would be 
expected or required for the five cross streets across this corridor. For each of the 
potential crossings, a determination of “Marginal” should lead to a grade crossing rather 
than a grade separation. 
 
The analysis concluded that the impact of preemption on progressive traffic movements 
at each of the grade crossings as “Marginal”. This conclusion is arrived at by 
determining that little or no quality of progression would be expected or required for the 
five cross streets across this corridor.  
 
This may be true for Paxton, however the quality of cross street progression required for 
the other four crossings should be “Moderate”.  
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Hubbard is the most compelling example. The intersection at Hubbard/ 1st is located 
140 feet from the crossing. The intersection of Hubbard/ Truman is located 125 feet 
from the crossing. The intersection of Hubbard/ San Fernando Road is located 100 feet 
west of Truman. The San Fernando Road and Truman intersections are controlled by 
one controller. Cross street progression is required to prevent queues between the 
traffic signals and possible gridlock.  
 
This becomes more acute in the future considering the traffic volumes and poor levels 
of service. Additionally, queue management signals such as queue cutters and pre-
signals or hybrid versions will be required between the crossing and Truman on the 
west and 1st Street on the east. The additional traffic signals will require further 
progression on Hubbard. Providing progression on the corridor is necessary to manage 
the traffic signals, traffic, and queues.  
 
The analysis at Wolfskill/ Truman show the pre-emption results in significant adverse 
impact to cross street. The impact of preemption on the cross streets at the other 
crossings will be similarly adverse. As a result, the impact of preemption on progressive 
traffic movement should be regarded as “Fail”. 
 

27. Section 2.4.4 Traffic Operations Check Conclusion 
 
“The three-part traffic operations check leads to the following conclusions: 

• Influence zone queues would extend into the Metro right-of-way at each of the 
five crossings unless the downstream signals are preempted, with the exception 
of the Plaza Pacoima Drive signalized intersection east of the Paxton Street 
crossing. New signals should be installed at adjacent intersections that lack 
them, and all signalized intersections other than those at the Paxton Street-Plaza 
Pacoima Drive intersection, should be preempted as agreed upon by the CPUC, 
the local city, Metro and the two railroad operators. 

• Spillback queues are likely to extend beyond adjacent intersections. Preemption 
controls as agreed upon by the affected agencies should prevent blockage of 
track clearance phases. 

• The ESFV will create a “Marginal” impact upon cross-street progressive traffic 
movements 

 
Result of Traffic Operations Check: PASS.” 
 
Based on review of the analysis:  

• Influence zone queues exceed storage capacity. Preemption alone will not 
address queueing. Back to back preemptions, station movements, traffic 
progression, density of signals, and roadway geometrics should be 
evaluated.  

• Spillback queues exceed capacity and will extend beyond adjacent 
intersections. Preemption alone will not address queueing. Back to back 
preemptions, station movements, traffic progression, density of signals, 
and roadway geometrics should be evaluated. 
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• The ESFV will create a significant adverse impact on cross-street 

progressive traffic movements.  
 

28. Section 2.5, Safety Check 
 
General comments all crossings.  

• Traffic Queueing Criteria, evaluation column – Traffic preemption is not a 
queue prevention solution. Queue prevention solutions are required.  

• Visual Confusion/ Sign or Signal Clutter – Listed as “No” concern for all 
crossings. There is concern at all crossings due to the proximity of closely 
spaced signals, additional pre and hybrid pre-signals, additional warning 
devices (flashers and gates), and additional signage.  

• Accident History – Listed as “No” concern for all crossings. See rail 
collision history from 1975 to 2016, south to north (referenced from LAGC 
Corridor Safety Study). See collision summary table for 5-years from 2014 
through 2018 via CA Transportation Injury Mapping System. Accidents are 
a concern.  

• Gate Drive Around Potential – Listed as “No” concern. Substandard and 
inadequate median locations with drive around potential:  

o Paxton – substandard on both crossing approaches. 
o Jessie/Wolfskill – substandard on both crossing approaches.  
o Brand – East side is substandard.  
o Maclay – substandard on both crossing approaches. 
o Hubbard – East side is substandard. 

 

 

2014-2018 Collision Summary 

Collision Type Total 
In RR 
R/W 

Involved 
Train 

At 
Intersect 

Persons 
Injured 

Persons 
Killed 

Paxton St 
Pedestrians 1 0 0 1 1 0 
Bicycle 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Motor Vehicle or Object 25 1 0 24 38 0 
Total 26 1 0 25 39 0 
Wolfskill St/Jessie St 
Pedestrians 2 0 0 2 4 0 
Bicycle 0 0 0 0 1 0 
Motor Vehicle or Object 6 1 1 5 17 0 
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29. Section 3.0, Recommendations 

 
The report recommendations are listed followed by review notes regarding crossing and 
roadway characteristics and operation.  
 
3.1 Hubbard Avenue 
Rail operations should be able to traverse Hubbard Avenue at-grade safely and 
efficiently with the following treatments: 

1. Relocate gates and warning devices to accommodate three tracks and a 
station ramp within the Metro right-of-way. Add pedestrian gates on the 
sidewalks, and if possible, locate the gates to prevent pedestrians departing 
the station platform from turning into the path of oncoming Metrolink trains. 

2. Modify the traffic signals at Truman Street and 1st Street/Frank Modugno 
Drive to conform to the preemption needs per CPUC and responsible 
agencies. 

3. No potential bottlenecks should be allowed on the far side of a grade 
crossing. Allow no driveways between the far side of the crossing and the 
downstream signalized intersections. 

 
• Substandard median on east side of crossing.  
• Full driveway access to adjacent properties.  
• Single cabinet controls Truman and San Fernando Road intersections (100 feet 

apart).  
• Mission City Trail and San Fernando Road Bike Path treatments.  
• Station stop at Hubbard and longer gate down times.  
• Exit gate systems.  
• Queue management systems.  

 
 

Total 8 1 1 7 22 0 
Brand Blvd 
Pedestrians 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Bicycle 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Motor Vehicle or Object 2 1 0 5 31 0 
Total 2 1 0 5 31 0 
McClay Ave 
Pedestrians 3 0 0 3 3 0 
Bicycle 1 0 0 1 1 0 
Motor Vehicle or Object 12 0 0 12 16 0 
Total 16 0 0 16 20 0 
Hubbard Ave 
Pedestrians 4 1 1 2 3 1 
Bicycle 3 0 0 3 3 0 
Motor Vehicle or Object 16 0 0 16 25 0 
Total 23 1 1 21 31 1 
Total Collisions 73 4 2 74 143 1 
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3.2 Maclay Avenue 
Rail operations should be able to traverse Maclay Avenue at-grade safely and efficiently 
with the following treatments: 

1. Relocate gates and warning devices to accommodate three tracks and a 
station ramp within the Metro right-of-way. Add pedestrian gates on the 
sidewalks, and if possible, locate the gates to prevent pedestrians departing 
the station platform from turning into the path of oncoming Metrolink trains. 

2. Modify the traffic signals at Truman Street and 1st Street to conform to the 
preemption needs per CPUC and responsible agencies. 

3. No potential bottlenecks should be allowed on the far side of a grade 
crossing. Allow no driveways between the far side of the crossing and the 
downstream signalized intersections. Close the Maclay Avenue driveway 
serving the existing shopping center on the northeast corner of Truman 
Street. Remove the curbside trolley bus stop that could potentially impeded 
eastbound traffic departing from the track area. If necessary, reduce the 
number of eastbound lanes approaching the crossing from two lanes down to 
one lane to avoid a potential bottleneck. 

 
• Substandard median on east and west side of crossing.   
• Full driveway access to adjacent properties.  
• Eastbound lane-drop across crossing into trap lane at 1st.  
• Mission City Trail treatments.  
• Station stop at Maclay and longer gate down times.  
• San Fernando Road traffic signal 190ft west of Truman.  
• Exit gate systems.  
• Queue management systems.  

 
3.3 Brand Boulevard 
Rail operations should be able to traverse Brand Boulevard at-grade safely and 
efficiently with the following treatments: 

1. Relocate gates and warning devices to accommodate three tracks and a 
station ramp within the Metro right-of-way. Add pedestrian gates on the 
sidewalks, and if possible, locate the gates to prevent pedestrians departing 
the station platform from turning into the path of oncoming Metrolink trains. 

2. Modify the traffic signals at Truman Street to conform to the preemption 
needs per CPUC and responsible agencies. Signalize and preempt the 
intersection of Brand Boulevard and 1st Street to control pedestrian activity at 
that intersection. 

3. No potential bottlenecks should be allowed on the far side of a grade 
crossing. Ensure that eastbound traffic destined for the San Fernando Middle 
School loading zone does not create queues that could extend back across 
the crossing and has an exit route when the gates descend, which could be 
provided by the existing left turn lane and Number One through lane. If 
necessary, reduce the number of eastbound lanes approaching the crossing 
from two lanes down to one lane to avoid a potential bottleneck. The school 
loading zone could also be relocated. 
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• Substandard median on east side of crossing.   
• Full driveway access to adjacent properties.  
• Police line and driveway access.  
• Mission City Trail treatments. Existing warning flashers for bike path crossing.  
• Station stop at Brand and longer gate down times.  
• Consider Brand/ 1st signal vs. one-way stop control.  
• School crossing and pick-up/ drop-off operation.  
• San Fernando Road traffic signal 190ft west of Truman.  
• Exit gate systems.  
• Queue management systems.  

 
3.4 Wolfskill Street/Jessie Street 
Rail operations should be able to traverse Wolfskill Street and Jessie Street at-grade 
safely and efficiently with the following treatments: 

1. Relocate gates and warning devices to accommodate three tracks within the 
Metro right-of-way. Add pedestrian gates on the sidewalks. 

2. Modify the traffic signals at Truman Street to conform to the preemption 
needs per CPUC and responsible agencies. Signalize and preempt the 
intersection of Jessie Street and 1st Street (Robert F. Kennedy Drive) to 
control pedestrian activity at that intersection. 

3. No potential bottlenecks should be allowed on the far side of a grade 
crossing. Allow no driveways between the far side of the crossing and the 
downstream signalized intersections. Close the Wolfskill Street driveway 
serving the existing tire shop west of Truman Street. 

 
• Substandard median on west and east side of crossing.   
• Full driveway access to adjacent properties.  
• Mission City Trail treatments.  
• Consider Jessie/ Robert F Kennedy Drive signal vs. one-way stop control.  
• School crossing and pick-up/ drop-off operation.  
• San Fernando Road traffic signal 190ft west of Truman.  
• Exit gate systems.  
• Queue management systems.  

 
3.5 Paxton Street 
Rail operations should be able to traverse Paxton Street at-grade safely and efficiently 
with the following treatments: 

1. Relocate gates, including the existing pedestrian gates, and warning devices 
to accommodate three tracks and a station ramp within the Metro right-of-
way. 

2. Modify the traffic signals at San Fernando Road as needed to conform to the 
preemption needs per CPUC and responsible agencies. 

 
• Substandard median at crossing.   
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• Full driveway access on west side of intersection.  
• Station stop at Paxton and longer gate down times.  
• Exit gate systems.  
• Queue management systems.  

 
30. LA County Grade Crossing and Corridor Safety Final Report  

 
110 at-grade crossings in LA County were reviewed for hazards and scored according 
to risk. The following is a summary of ESFV crossings rankings.  
 

 Improvement 
Locations 

Pedestrian 
Improvement 

Grade 
Separation 

Hubbard 19 4 16 
Maclay 2 - 9 
Brand 13 - 13 
Jessie/Wolfskill 8 - - 
Paxton 47 - 11 

 
Four of the ESFV crossings rank in the top 20 high ranking candidates in LA County for 
grade separation.  
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OR CONTACT 

Department of 
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Empowerment linked 
through our website under 

"Resources" 

October 11, 2017 

Re: East Valley Corridor DEIR 

Walter Davis, Project Manager 
Metro 
One Gateway Plaza M/S 99-22-3 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

Dear Mr. Davis: 
The Van Nuys Neighborhood Council General Board (VNNC) met on October 11, 2017 (http://vnnc.org/wp-
content/uploads/2017/10/10-11-2017_VNNC_GenBoard_Agenda_D.pdf) and voted to approve the following 
comments on the East Valley Rapid Transit Corridor Draft Environmental Impact Report by a vote of 19 in 
favor, with no opposition and 1 abstention: 

(II. The VNNC to discuss and take possible action on the East Valley Rapid Transit Corridor so as to meet the 
comment period closing October 30, 2017      (https://www.metro.net/projects/east-sfv/ )     (30 
Minutes) 

Motion: The VNNC to submit the following as a formal letter to Metro Regarding the East Valley Rapid Transit 
Corridor Project: 

1. The VNNC Strongly Supports "Alternative 4" (High Floor Light Rail Train with 14 Stops), as it will be
of maximum long-term benefit to Van Nuys and its neighboring communities along Van Nuys Blvd.
The VNNC has been carefully studying other Light Rail Projects both completed, and in the process of
completion in Los Angeles County and in Southern California and strongly recommends the following
be studied.

a. That the route be Grade-Separated (above and/or below the surface of the street) for no less than
50% of its length (like the Crenshaw Line) and that above-grade sections be built with the
smallest structural footprint possible, to preserve the maximum amount of space for ground-
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based mobility and minimize the negative impacts of having trains and cars sharing the same 
space.

b. The Platforms should be built to accommodate Six (6)-Car Trains. The Expo Line has shown the
perils of thinking too small and we see the eventual SFV to LAX Line Carrying Red-Line Levels
of riders once phases 2 and 3 are completed.

c. Make sure that the "Sepulveda Pass" project is of the same corridor and technology as the East
Valley Rapid Transit Corridor to allow single seat rides between the SFV and the Westside and
eventually LAX.

2. The VNNC Understands that if rail is chosen a Maintenance and Storage Facility (MSF) will need to be
built and:

a. .The VNNC strongly Opposes MSF Option A (straddling the Orange Line between Kester
Avenue and Vesper Avenue). This is a thriving Industrial and artisanal area that if chosen would
displace approximately 200 small businesses and hundreds of workers that add tremendous value
to the area and the community.

b. The VNNC strongly suggests Metro pursue MSF Option B (south of the Metrolink tracks on the
west side of Van Nuys Boulevard) or Option C (north of the Metrolink tracks on the west side of
Van Nuys Boulevard) either site would benefit Metro as it would be roughly in the center of the
route for Phase 1which minimizes the distance cars would have to travel to the southern or
northern terminus.

c. The VNNC further recommends that Metro consider acquiring 7600 Tyrone Ave from LADWP,
which is and has for years been vacant and would be a far more suitable third option than ‘MSF
Option A.’

We look forward to your thoughtful response, and hope our proposals will be considered.

Jeffrey Lynn
President, Van Nuys Neighborhood Council

Jason Ackerman
Vice-President, Van Nuys Neighborhood Council
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