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 Responses to Comment Letter G-21 
Yao Li 

 
Response to Comment G-21 
Your comment in support of Alternative 2 is noted.  
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Responses to Comment Letter G-22 
Jason Zink 

 
Response to Comment G-22 
The routing of the new highway would run directly through the County and the City of Lancaster and the connection to 
SR-14 (SR-138) would require significant improvements to the existing interchanges along the SR-14 (SR-138) 
including Avenue G, H, I.  Standard interchange spacing is 1 mile in urban areas and 2 miles in rural areas for safety 
and operational benefits.  If this traffic was rerouted on an alignment to meet SR-14 (SR-138) as suggested, the 
mainline of SR-14 (SR-138) would require significant upgrades to allow the spacing and the volume of traffic 
anticipated. Avenue I and H would both require significant upgrades to provide this new connection and the City of 
Lancaster and the County land use plans would need to be revised.  Neither agency has plans for a new highway 
through this portion of the City/County.  Another major challenge will be the locations of the new highway corridor 
and access from the existing highway corridor. The alignment would traverse open space areas which contain sensitive 
biological habitat.    
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Responses to Comment Letter G-23 
Hazel Tien 
 
Response to Comment G-23 
Your comment in support of Alternative 2 and opposition to Alternative 1 is noted. 
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Responses to Comment Letter G-24 
Mei Lu 
 
Response to Comment G-24 
Your comment in support of Alternative 2 is noted. 
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Responses to Comment Letter G-25 
Marty Meeden 
 
Response to Comment G-25 
Your comment in support of Alternative 1 - Antelope Acres Loop option and opposition to roundabouts is noted.  
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Responses to Comment Letter G-26 
CW Lowery 
 
Response to Comment G-26 
The need for the project is based on an assessment of the existing and future transportation demand in the project area 
compared to the existing capacity of the facility.  The improvements included in the alternatives were developed based 
on the approved land use plan by Los Angeles County and as defined in the Southern California Association of 
Governments (SCAG) forecast traffic volumes for the 2040 horizon year.  The improvements will not be needed until 
the traffic increases and the traffic increases are based on how quickly the land use buildout occurs.    Local land use 
decisions are at the local level and Caltrans is responsible for implementing and maintaining the state infrastructure 
identified in these plans.  A widening of SR-138 is in this area needs to comply with the local land use decisions and 
the transportation elements identified to allow the growth to occur.  A Draft Freeway Agreement has been prepared that 
will be executed between Caltrans and Los Angeles County for consistency with future access and circulation within 
the region.  As new locations are considered for development, Los Angeles County as the approving agency will need 
to determine future improvements that are required to meet the access locations agreed to with this project.   
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Responses to Comment Letter G-27 
Marty Meeden 

 
Response to Comment G-27 
To maintain the continuity of the bike routes within the western project limits, a bicycle path is proposed along the 
access road between the highway and Quail Lake outside of Caltrans right-of-way.  Also, specific improvements 
include a Class I bike path, which will be established by utilizing the proposed utility corridor and remnant portions of 
the existing SR-138. Other improvements include pedestrian and bike refuge areas, cross-walks, and median 
cutthroughs for bikes." All County identified multimodal facilities, including bike, pedestrians, and equestrian trails are 
enhanced where they cross the existing or proposed highway.  Improvements off the corridor are not included with this 
project. 
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Responses to Comment Letter G-28 
Sammie Brackenbury 
 
Response to Comment G-28 
Accident data is included within the DEIR.  Safety improvements will be implemented as early priority improvements.  
These will include intersection improvements with turning lanes pockets, alignment corrections for vertical and 
horizontal non-standard alignments (such as The Curve at the intersection with the Old Ridge Route), and shoulder 
widening to provide adequate shoulders for distressed or errant vehicles. 
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Responses to Comment Letter G-29 
Claire and Frank 

 
Response to Comment G-29 
Your comment in support of Alternative 2 and opposition to Alternative 1 is noted.  

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Responses to Written Comments from the General Public  

 

NW 138 Corridor Improvement Project Appendix J 157 

 
G-30 

 
 
We are very concerned about the dust/noise/pollution from this project and are requesting at least a 
wall/barrier be put North side of our house.  Also requesting insulated windows for the extra burden of sound.  
Also improving our current ventilation system (swamp cooler) to protect from move dust.  Since you are 
taking our easement and our driveway access to Avenue D, we are requesting complete modifications to our 
current property, since the back will now be the front and the front the back staring at a wall. Seeking full 
compensation for expected stress, interruption of daily function, moving of power poles, utilities, and mail box, 
loss of property, devaluation of property.  If this is not feasible, we request to be bought out, as this will cause 
such distress and house value to plummet. 
 
Brenda & Barry Wood 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Responses to Comment Letter G-30 
Brenda and Barry Wood 
 
Response to Comment G-30 
The Caltrans Relocation Assistance Program can provide advisory services to assist individuals and businesses being 
displaced by the project. All project activities will be conducted in accordance with the Uniform Relocation Assistance 
and Real Property Acquisition Policies Act of 1970. In addition, interviews with potential displacees will be 
conducted during the plan, specification and estimate (PS&E) phase and ROW acquisition phase of the project. 
These interviews will provide a greater understanding of household demographics and financial challenges 
facing each respective owner and occupant.  
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Responses to Comment Letter G-31 
Jason Zink 
 
Response to Comment G-31 
The routing of the new highway would run directly through the County and the City of Lancaster and the connection to 
SR-14 (SR-138) would require significant improvements to the existing interchanges along the SR-14 (SR-138) 
including Avenue G, H, I.  Standard interchange spacing is 1 mile in urban areas and 2 miles in rural areas for safety 
and operational benefits.  If this traffic was rerouted on an alignment to meet SR-14 (SR-138) as suggested, the 
mainline of SR-14 (SR-138) would require significant upgrades to allow the spacing and the volume of traffic 
anticipated. Avenue I and H would both require significant upgrades to provide this new connection and the City of 
Lancaster and the County land use plans would need to be revised.  Neither agency has plans for a new highway 
through this portion of the City/County.  Another major challenge will be the locations of the new highway corridor 
and access from the existing highway corridor. The alignment would traverse open space areas which contain sensitive 
biological habitat.    
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Responses to Comment Letter G-32 
Edward Houte 
 
Response to Comment G-32 
Your opposition to Alternative 1 - Antelope Acres Loop option is noted.  
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Responses to Comment Letter G-33 
Gail Kell 
 
Response to Comment G-33 
Your opposition to the Project and roundabouts is noted.  
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Responses to Comment Letter G-34 
Debi Seitz 
 
Response to Comment G-34 
The existing highway and transportation corridor is established and provides access to many current users.  To move 
the corridor to another location results in other impacts that have been studied and included in the Draft ED.  Opening 
up a new transportation corridor in this rural and environmentally sensitive area is not consistent with current LA 
County planning documents and is considered undesirable and will have many similar issues with property owners 
along those proposed alignments.   

 
  



Responses to Written Comments from the General Public  

 

NW 138 Corridor Improvement Project Appendix J 164 

 

Responses to Comment Letter G-35 
Elinore Patterson 

 
Response to Comment G-35 
Your comment in support of Alternative 2, maintaining SR-138’s currently alignment and opposition to Alternative 1 – 
Antelope Acres Loop option is noted.  
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Responses to Comment Letter G-36 
Michael J. Grimes 

 
Response to Comment G-36 
Your comment in support of Alternative 2 and opposition to Alternative 1 – Antelope Acres Loop option is noted.  
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Responses to Comment Letter G-37 
Judith Fuentes 

 
Response to Comment G-37 
Your comment in support of the No Build Alternative and opposition to Alternative 1 – Antelope Acres Loop option is 
noted.  
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Responses to Comment Letter G-38 
Robert A. Lame 

 
Response to Comment G-38 
The implementation of improvements will not occur all at once, the implementation of improvements will need to be 
constructed in phases and thus will not allow full one-way traffic without full buildout of many other improvements.  
The interim one-way traffic patterns will make connections to existing roadways and facilities a major challenge.  
Additional considerations will need to be given to the interim aspects of project partial implementation that will make 
one-way operations very difficult.  The routing of the new highway would run through the County and the connection 
to SR-14 (SR-138) would require significant improvements to the existing interchanges along the SR-14 (SR-138) in 
the area of Avenue B.  Standard interchange spacing is 1 mile in urban areas and 2 miles in rural areas for safety and 
operational benefits.  If this traffic was rerouted on an alignment to meet SR-14 (SR-138) as suggested, the mainline of 
SR-14 (SR-138) would require significant upgrades to allow the spacing and the volume of traffic anticipated. The 
County land use plans would need to be revised.  The County recently adopted the Antelope Valley Area Plan that 
governs land use in the Antelope Valley and does not include plans for a new highway through this portion of the 
County.  Another major challenge will be the locations of the new highway corridor and access from the existing 
highway corridor. The alignment would traverse open space areas which contain sensitive biological habitat.    
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Responses to Comment Letter G-39 
Jason Zink 

 
Response to Comment G-39 
The routing of the new highway would run directly through the County and the City of Lancaster and the connection to 
SR-14 (SR-138) would require significant improvements to the existing interchanges along the SR-14 (SR-138) 
including Avenue G, H, I.  Standard interchange spacing is 1 mile in urban areas and 2 miles in rural areas for safety 
and operational benefits.  If this traffic was rerouted on an alignment to meet SR-14 (SR-138) as suggested, the 
mainline of SR-14 (SR-138 would require significant upgrades to allow the spacing and the volume of traffic 
anticipated. Avenue I and H would both require significant upgrades to provide this new connection and the City of 
Lancaster and the County land use plans would need to be revised.  Neither agency has plans for a new highway 
through this portion of the City/County.  Another major challenge will be the locations of the new highway corridor 
and access from the existing highway corridor. The alignment would traverse open space areas which contain 
biological habitat.    
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Responses to Comment Letter G-40 
Hazel Tien 

 
Response to Comment G-40 
Your comment in support of Alternative 2 and opposition to Alternative 1 is noted. 
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