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NV-1 Noise Limits 

Land Use 

Any Residential - City of Los Angeles 

Sinale-Familv Residential - Santa Clarita and Lancaster 
Multi-Family Residential - Santa Clar~a and Lancaster 

Noise Limit -
Daytime ' 
J..a (dBA) 

Ambient +5 dBA 

75 2 

80 2 

Noise Limit -
Nighttime 
J..a (dBA) 

Ambient +5 dBA 2 

60 ~l 

64 ~l 

Commercial 85 2 n/a 4 

1 Daytime is defined as follows: 
Los Angeles: 7 am - 9 pm (Mon-Fri), 8 am - 6 pm (Sat) 
Santa Clarita: 7 am - 7 pm (Mon - Fri), 8 am - 6 pm (Sat) 
Lancaster 7 am - 8 pm (Mon - Sat) 

2 LA County Code Limit 
3 Recommended limit if written permission is allowed for work outside of the UDaytime" defined hours 
4 Commercial properties are not typically sensitive at ni~ht. 
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Table 3.4-1: CNDDB Species Occurrences Within One Mile of Capital Improvement Sites 

Scientific Name Common Name 
Taxonomic 

Group 
Federal 
Listing1 

State 
Listing1 

State 
Rank2 

Plant 
Rank3 

CDFW 
Status4 

BALBOA DOUBLE TRACK EXTENSION 

Southern Coast Live Oak 
Riparian Forest 

Southern Coast Live Oak 
Riparian Forest 

Riparian None None S4 
  

Danaus plexippus pop. 1 monarch - California 
overwintering population 

Insects None None S2S3 
  

Calochortus clavatus var. gracilis slender mariposa-lily Monocots None None S2S3 1B.2 
 

Neotoma lepida intermedia San Diego desert woodrat Mammals None None S3S4 
 

SSC 

Malacothamnus davidsonii Davidson's bush-mallow Dicots None None S2 1B.2 
 

Vireo bellii pusillus least Bell's vireo Birds Endangered Endangered S2 
  

CANYON SIDING EXTENSION 

Calochortus palmeri var. palmeri Palmer's mariposa-lily Monocots None None S2 1B.2   

Southern Riparian Scrub Southern Riparian Scrub Riparian None None S3.2     

Harpagonella palmeri Palmer's grapplinghook Dicots None None S3 4.2   

Orcuttia californica California Orcutt grass Monocots Endangered Endangered S1 1B.1   

Dodecahema leptoceras slender-horned spineflower Dicots Endangered Endangered S1 1B.1   

Phrynosoma blainvillii coast horned lizard Reptiles None None S3S4   SSC 

Senecio aphanactis chaparral ragwort Dicots None None S2 2B.2   

Southern Willow Scrub Southern Willow Scrub Riparian None None S2.1     

Arizona elegans occidentalis California glossy snake Reptiles None None S2   SSC 

Anniella sp. California legless lizard Reptiles None None S3S4   SSC 

Calochortus clavatus var. gracilis slender mariposa-lily Monocots None None S2S3 1B.2   

Gasterosteus aculeatus 
williamsoni 

unarmored threespine 
stickleback Fish Endangered Endangered S1   FP 

Gila orcuttii arroyo chub Fish None None S2   SSC 

Accipiter cooperii Cooper's hawk Birds None None S4   WL 

Calochortus plummerae Plummer's mariposa-lily Monocots None None S4 4.2   

Aspidoscelis tigris stejnegeri coastal whiptail Reptiles None None S3   SSC 

Spea hammondii western spadefoot Amphibians None None S3   SSC 
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Scientific Name Common Name 
Taxonomic 

Group 
Federal 
Listing1 

State 
Listing1 

State 
Rank2 

Plant 
Rank3 

CDFW 
Status4 

LANCASTER TERMINAL IMPROVEMENTS 

Athene cunicularia burrowing owl Birds None None S3   SSC 

Xerospermophilus mohavensis Mohave ground squirrel Mammals None Threatened S2S3     

Chorizanthe parryi var. parryi Parry's spineflower Dicots None None S2 1B.1   

Canbya candida white pygmy-poppy Dicots None None S3S4 4.2   

Astragalus preussii var. laxiflorus Lancaster milk-vetch Dicots None None S1 1B.1   

Buteo swainsoni Swainson's hawk Birds None Threatened S3     

Calochortus striatus alkali mariposa-lily Monocots None None S2S3 1B.2   
SOURCE: California Natural Diversity Database, 2020 
1 Endangered: A plant or wildlife species that is in danger of extinction within the foreseeable future throughout all or a significant portion of its range, both federally 

and/or state listed species. 

 Threatened:  A plant or wildlife species that is likely to become an endangered species within the foreseeable future throughout all or a significant portion of its 
range, both federally and/or state listed species. 

2 S1:  Critically imperiled in the state because of extreme rarity or because of some factor(s) such as very steep declines making it especially vulnerable to 
extirpation from the state. 

 S2: Imperiled in the state because of rarity, restricted range, very few populations, steep declines, or other factors making it very vulnerable to extirpation from the 
nation or state. 

 S3: Vulnerable in the state because of a restricted range, relatively few populations, recent or widespread declines, or other factors making it vulnerable to 
extirpation. 

 S4:  Uncommon but not rare; some cause for long-term concern because of declines or other factors. 
 S5: Secure, widespread, and abundant in the state. 
3 1A: Plant species presumed extinct in California and rare/extinct elsewhere. 

 1B.1: Plant species are rare, threatened, or endangered in California and elsewhere; seriously threatened in California. 
 1B.2: Plant species are rare, threatened, or endangered in California and elsewhere; fairly threatened in California. 
 2B.1: Plant species are rare, threatened, or endangered in California, but more common elsewhere; seriously threatened in California. 
 2B.2: Plant species are rare, threatened, or endangered in California, but more common elsewhere; fairly threatened in California.   
 3.1: Plant species needs more information; seriously threatened in California. 
 3.2: Plant species needs more information; fairly threatened in California. 
 3.3: Plants about which we need more information; not very threatened in California. 
 4.1: Plant species of limited distribution; seriously threatened in California. 
 4.2: Plant species of limited distribution; fairly threatened in California. 
 4.3: Plant species of limited distribution; not very threatened in California. 
 4SSC: Species of Special Concern - A species, subspecies, or distinct population of animal native to California that currently satisfies one or more of the following 

criteria: 1) is extirpated from the state or, in the case of birds, is extirpated in its primary season or breeding role; 2) is listed as federally-, but not state-, 
threatened or endangered; meets the state definition of threatened or endangered but has not formally been listed; 3) is experiencing, or formerly 
experienced, serious (noncyclical) population declines or range retractions (not reversed) that, if continued or resumed, could qualify it for state threatened or 
endangered status; or 4) has naturally small populations exhibiting high susceptibility to risk from any factor(s), that if realized, could lead to declines that 
would qualify it for state threatened or endangered status. 

 WL: Watch List - Species that were previously designated as SSC, but no longer merit that status, or which do not yet meet SSC criteria, but for which there is a 
concern and a need to additional information to clarify status. 
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Receiver ID FT

NB-6-001 2 - 

NB-6-002 2 - 

NB-6-003 2 - 

NB-6-007 2 - 

NB-6-008 2 - 

NB-6-009 2 - 

NB-6-010 2 - 

NB-6-011 2 - 

NB-6-012 2 

NB-6-014 2 

NB-6-015 2 

NB-6-017 2 

NB-6-020 2 

NB-6-021 2 

NB-6-022 2 

NB-6-023 2 

NB-6-027 2 

NB-6-029 2 

NB-6-030 2 

NB-6-031 2 

Line Capacity and

TA Category 
(P

residential --1

residential --1

residential --1

residential VA
941

residential 914

residential 914

residential 907

residential --8

- residential --8

- residential --7

- residential --7

- residential 
293
572

- residential 
VA
470

- residential 
VA
470

- residential 
303
335
DR

- residential 
VA
PL

- residential 325

- residential 325

- residential 325

- residential 325

d Service Improve

Table 2: Se

Add
Provided Where A

Count

1514 SOLEDAD C

1433 SOLEDAD C

0002 SOLEDAD C

AC/SOLEDAD CYN 
11 SOLEDAD CANY

42 9316 SOLEDAD

40 9142 SOLEDAD

70 9140 SOLEDAD

235 SOLEDAD CA

235 SOLEDAD CA

433 SOLEDAD CA

433 SOLEDAD CA

303 OLSON RD 
26 SOLEDAD CAN

AC/VIC SOLEDAD C
00 CROWN VALLE

AC/VIC SOLEDAD C
00 CROWN VALLE

380 ARRASTRE C
540 VAC ANGELE

R 

AC/PLATZ RD/VIC 
LATZ RD VIC NETT

580 32557 ALISO C

548 32538 ALISO C

538 32530 ALISO C

530 32570 ALISO C

ements Program 

ensitive Receiv

dress 
Available Through 
ty Data) 

CANYON RD 

CANYON RD 

CANYON RD 

RD/VIC BRIGGS R
YON RD 

D CANYON RD 

D CANYON RD 

D CANYON RD 

ANYON RD 

ANYON RD 

ANYON RD 

ANYON RD 

NYON RD 

CYN RD 
EY RD 

CYN RD 
EY RD 

CANYON RD 
S FOREST HIGHW

NETTIE RD 
TIE RD 

CANYON RD 

CANYON RD 

CANYON RD 

CANYON RD 

vers and Predic

LA 
Distance 
To Near 

Track (Ft) 

141 

273 

709 

RD 569 

920 

832 

661 

101 

107 

161 

167 

182 

339 

209 

WAY 895 

465 

254 

269 

112 

94 

cted Noise Incr

Speed 
(mph) 

(Design 
Speed) 

Ex
N
(

34 

34 

34 

34 

34 

34 

34 

34 

34 

34 

34 

35 

39 

39 

39 

39 

39 

39 

39 

39 

reases 

xisting 
Noise 
(dba) 

Predicte
Noise

Increas
(dba) 

72 0

71 0

70 0

66 0

64 0

66 0

70 0

73 0

73 0

71 0

71 0

71 0

68 0

70 0

60 0

62 0

73 0

73 0

73 0

74 0

2. Corrections an

ed 
e 
se 

Allowable In

Moderate 

0.2 0.8 

0.2 1.0 

0.1 1.0 

0.2 1.4 

0.1 1.6 

0.1 1.4 

0.1 1.1 

0.3 0.6 

0.3 0.6 

0.3 1.0 

0.3 1.0 

0.3 1.0 

0.3 1.2 

0.1 1.1 

0.3 2.2 

0.6 1.7 

0.2 0.6 

0.1 0.6 

0.3 0.6 

0.3 0.6 
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(Significant 
For CEQA) 

2.5 

2.6 

2.8 
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3.6 
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2.6 
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3.2 

2.9 
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2.4 

2.4 

2.4 
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Receiver ID FT

NB-6-033 2 

NB-6-035 2 

NB-6-038 2 

NB-6-039 2 

NB-6-040 2 

NB-6-041 2 

NB-6-042 2 

NB-6-045 2 

NB-6-047 2 

NB-6-051 2 

NB-6-055 2 

SB-6-002 2 

SB-6-003 2 

SB-6-006 2 

SB-6-007 2 

SB-6-011 2 

SB-6-0102 2 

SB-6-0113 2 

SB-6-011 2 

SB-6-012 2 

SB-6-014 2 

Line Capacity and

TA Category 
(P

- residential 
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22

- residential --3

- residential 
VA
82

- residential 82

- residential 809

- residential 756

- residential 74

- residential 892

- residential 790

- residential 172

- residential 353

- residential 
VA
743

- residential --6

- residential 525

- residential 
VA
500

- residential 366

- residential 359

- residential 
405
353

- residential 359

- residential 362

- residential 
316
35

d Service Improve

Add
Provided Where A

Count

463 PETES WY 
15 DOLORES PL 

2828 EL SASTRE 

AC/FORESTON DR
1 FORESTON DR 

1 809 FORESTON

9 761 FORESTON

6 741 FORESTON

1 733 FORESTON

2 888 W CARSON 

0 770 CARSON ME

21 1817 CARSON 

320 35240 SMALL 

AC/VIC SOLEDAD C
35 SOLEDAD CAN

201 SOLEDAD CA

55 5205 SOLEDAD

AC/VIC SOLEDAD C
05 SOLEDAD CAN

61 SOLEDAD CAN

91 SOLEDAD CAN

50 ACTON AVE 
31 SOLEDAD CAN

91 SOLEDAD CAN

20 SOLEDAD CAN

625 2ND ST 
11 SOLEDAD CAN

ements Program 

dress 
Available Through 
ty Data) 

RD 

R(DRT)/VIC RIMSID

 DR 

 DR 

 DR 

 DR 

MESA RD 

ESA RD 

MESA RD 

RD 

CYN RD/PACIFIC 
NYON RD 

ANYON RD 

D CANYON RD 

CYN RD/RAVENNA
NYON RD 

NYON RD 

NYON RD 

NYON RD 

NYON RD 

NYON RD 

NYON RD 

LA 
Distance 
To Near 

Track (Ft) 

627 

230 

DE 
853 

967 

660 

1115 

1253 

829 

631 

881 

813 

307 

207 

620 

A D 
516 

472 

389 

422 

472 

166 

407 

Speed 
(mph) 

(Design 
Speed) 

Ex
N
(

39 

39 

39 

39 

39 

39 

39 

75 

75 

49 

49 

34 

35 

35 

35 

39 

39 

39 

39 

39 

39 

xisting 
Noise 
(dba) 

Predicte
Noise

Increas
(dba) 

73 0

73 0

66 0

65 0

67 0

65 0

64 0

66 0

67 0

59 0

59 0

67 0

70 0

65 0

66 0

65 0

66 0

66 0

65 0

73 0

66 0

2. Corrections an

ed 
e 
se 

Allowable In

Moderate 

0.0 0.6 

0.1 0.6 

0.1 1.4 

0.1 1.4 

0.1 1.2 

0.1 1.5 

0.1 1.5 

0.1 1.3 

0.1 1.2 

0.4 2.4 

0.4 2.4 

0.3 1.3 

0.2 1.1 

0.2 1.4 

0.2 1.3 

0.3 1.5 

0.3 1.3 

0.3 1.3 

0.3 1.5 

0.1 0.6 

0.3 1.3 

 
nd Additions 

Page 2-34 

ncrease (Dba) 

Severe 
(Significant 
For CEQA) 

2.4 

2.4 

3.6 

3.6 

3.2 

3.9 

3.9 

3.4 

3.2 

5.8 

5.8 

3.4 

2.9 

3.6 

3.4 

3.9 

3.4 

3.4 

3.9 

2.4 

3.4 

©Metro 
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Receiver ID FT

SB-6-015 2 

SB-6-016 2 

SB-6-017 2 

SB-6-019 2 

SB-6-021 2 

SB-6-022 2 

SB-6-023 2 

SB-6-024 2 

SB-6-025 2 

SB-6-026 2 

SB-6-027 2 

SB-6-028 2 

SB-6-030 2 

SB-6-032 2 

SB-6-033 2 

SB-6-034 2 

SB-6-035 2 

SB-6-036 2 

SB-6-038 2 

SB-6-039 2 

Line Capacity and

TA Category 
(P

- residential 362

- residential 343

- residential 34

- residential 
34
318

- residential 
318
318

- residential --3

- residential --3

- residential 
VA
CR

- residential 
VA
320

- residential 
VA
CR

- residential 
VA
GIL

- residential 
VA
356

- residential 
324
323

- residential 289

- residential 324

- residential 288

- residential 287

- residential 323

- residential 283

- residential 323

d Service Improve

Add
Provided Where A

Count

20 SOLEDAD CAN

35 3449 SOLEDAD

13 3419 SOLEDAD

13 SOLEDAD CAN
800 3RD ST 

813 CROWN VALL
810 3RD ST 

1812 3RD ST 

1823 CROWN VAL

AC/SMITH AVE/GIL
ROWN VALLEY RD

AC/SMITH AVE/GIL
020 CROWN VALL

AC/SMITH AVE/GIL
ROWN VALLEY RD

AC/SMITH AVE/GIL
LLESPIE AVE 

AC/VIC CROWN VL
60 SYRACUSE AV

451 MICHIGAN AV
314 WISCONSIN S

97 2883 SOLEDAD

451 32443 MICHIG

83 2875 SOLEDAD

75 2851 SOLEDAD

320 32310 MICHIG

35 2910 SOLEDAD

320 MICHIGAN AV

ements Program 

dress 
Available Through 
ty Data) 

NYON RD 

D CANYON RD 

D CANYON RD 

NYON RD 

LEY RD 

LLEY RD 

LLESPIE AVE 3201
D 

LLESPIE AVE 
LEY RD 

LLESPIE AVE 3203
D 

LLESPIE AVE 3542

LY R 
VE 

VE 
ST 

D CANYON RD 

GAN AVE 

D CANYON RD 

D CYN RD 

GAN AVE 

D CANYON RD 

VE 

LA 
Distance 
To Near 

Track (Ft) 

166 

399 

281 

557 

546 

571 

446 

18 
625 

661 

32 
732 

2 
344 

887 

697 

201 

831 

232 

338 

733 

224 

841 

Speed 
(mph) 

(Design 
Speed) 

Ex
N
(

39 

39 

39 

39 

39 

39 

39 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

xisting 
Noise 
(dba) 

Predicte
Noise

Increas
(dba) 

73 0

66 0

74 0

62 0

62 0

62 0

62 0

62 0

62 0

62 0

62 0

57 0

58 0

66 0

57 0

66 0

65 0

57 0

66 0

57 0

2. Corrections an

ed 
e 
se 

Allowable In

Moderate 

0.1 0.6 

0.4 1.3 

0.1 0.6 

0.7 1.9 

0.7 1.9 

0.6 1.9 

0.7 1.7 

0.5 1.9 

0.5 1.9 

0.4 1.9 

0.8 1.7 

0.9 2.6 

0.6 2.4 

0.4 1.4 

0.3 2.6 

0.3 1.4 

0.2 1.4 

0.4 2.6 

0.4 1.4 

0.3 2.9 

 
nd Additions 

Page 2-35 

ncrease (Dba) 

Severe 
(Significant 
For CEQA) 

2.4 

3.4 

2.4 

4.7 

4.7 

4.7 

4.4 

4.7 

4.7 

4.7 

4.4 

6.2 

5.8 

3.6 

6.2 

3.6 

3.6 

6.2 

3.6 

6.6 

--

--

--_ 
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Receiver ID FT

SB-6-040 2 

SB-6-041 2 

SB-6-042 2 

SB-6-044 2 

SB-6-045 2 

SB-6-046 2 

SB-6-047 2 

SB-6-048 2 

SB-6-050 2 

SB-6-051 2 

SB-6-052 2 

SB-6-053 2 

SB-6-054 2 

SB-6-055 2 

SB-6-057 2 

SB-6-059 2 

SB-6-061 2 

SB-6-062 2 

Line Capacity and

TA Category 
(P

323

- residential 29

- residential 
29
280

- residential 322

- residential 
322
279

- residential 
322
28

- residential 
322
322

- residential 
322
277

- residential 322

- residential 322

- residential 322

- residential 
268
325

- residential 
273
325

- residential 
273
325

- residential --3

- residential 26

- residential 
265
257

- residential 
265
256

- residential 257

d Service Improve

Add
Provided Where A

Count

311 OHIO AVE 

10 2880 SACRAME

10 SACRAMENTO
05 SOLEDAD CAN

235 32250 OHIO A

235 OHIO AVE 
95 SOLEDAD CAN

235 OHIO AVE 
10 SACRAMENTO

235 OHIO AVE 
233 INDIANA AVE 

235 OHIO AVE 
71 SOLEDAD CAN

214 32254 INDIAN

214 32256 INDIAN

256 32258 INDIAN

80 KASHMERE CA
515 SADDLE PEA

33 SACRAMENTO
505 SADDLE PEA

33 SACRAMENTO
501 SADDLE PEA

2504 SADDLE PEA

10 2620 KASHMER

55 KASHMERE CA
75 PALOMINO DR

55 KASHMERE CA
65 PALOMINO DR

70 2560 PALAMIN

ements Program 

dress 
Available Through 
ty Data) 

ENTO AVE 

O AVE 
NYON RD 

AVE 

NYON RD 

O AVE 

NYON RD 

NA AVE 

NA AVE 

NA AVE 

ANYON RD 
K CT 

O AVE 
K CT 

O AVE 
K CT 

AK CT 

RE CANYON RD 

ANYON RD 
R 

ANYON RD 
R 

O DR 

LA 
Distance 
To Near 

Track (Ft) 

502 

362 

579 

310 

649 

461 

294 

702 

629 

702 

817 

744 

687 

610 

439 

573 

559 

216 

Speed 
(mph) 

(Design 
Speed) 

Ex
N
(

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

xisting 
Noise 
(dba) 

Predicte
Noise

Increas
(dba) 

65 0

65 0

65 0

65 0

65 0

65 0

65 0

65 0

65 0

65 0

73 0

73 0

73 0

73 0

73 0

73 0

73 0

73 0

2. Corrections an

ed 
e 
se 

Allowable In

Moderate 

0.1 1.4 

0.2 1.4 

0.1 1.4 

0.3 1.4 

0.1 1.4 

0.1 1.4 

0.3 1.4 

0.1 1.4 

0.2 1.4 

0.2 1.4 

0.0 0.6 

0.0 0.6 

0.0 0.6 

0.0 0.6 

0.1 0.6 

0.0 0.6 

0.0 0.6 

0.1 0.6 

 
nd Additions 

Page 2-36 

ncrease (Dba) 

Severe 
(Significant 
For CEQA) 

3.6 

3.6 

3.6 

3.6 

3.6 

3.6 

3.6 

3.6 

3.6 

3.6 

2.4 

2.4 

2.4 

2.4 

2.4 

2.4 

2.4 

2.4 

-

-
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Receiver ID FT

SB-6-063 2 

SB-6-064 2 

SB-6-065 2 

SB-6-066 2 

SB-6-067 2 

SB-6-068 2 

SB-6-069 2 

SB-6-071 2 

SB-6-072 2 

SB-6-073 2 

SB-6-074 2 

SB-6-075 2 

SB-6-076 2 

SB-6-077 2 

SB-6-078 2 

SB-6-081 2 

SB-6-085 2 

SB-6-087 2 

Line Capacity and

TA Category 
(P

- residential 
265
255

- residential 256

- residential 
254
254

- residential 255

- residential 
253
253

- residential -- 2

- residential 
253
250

- residential 
326
245

- residential 
VA
326

- residential 
329
328

- residential 
329
328

- residential 
329
328

- residential 328

- residential 328

- residential 
VA
328

- residential 329

- residential 
329
329

- residential 330

d Service Improve

Add
Provided Where A

Count

55 KASHMERE CA
55 PALOMINO DR

60 2550 PALOMIN

40 BRIDLE PATH 
45 PALOMINO DR

50 2540 PALOMIN

30 BRIDLE PATH 
35 PALOMINO DR

2510 PALOMINO D

31 SOLEDAD CAN
05 BRIDLE PATH 

643 GEM WY 
51 SOLEDAD CAN

AC/SANTIAGO RD/V
616 SANTIAGO RD

940 OLD MINER R
835 CHANTADA A

924 OLD MINER R
815 CHANTADA A

906 OLD MINER R
805 CHANTADA A

835 32846 CHANT

815 32820 CHANT

AC/TINDALL AVE/V
850 TINDALL AVE

915 32838 LISTIE 

920 JOSHUA AVE 
909 HORNDEAN A

017 32905 MALINT

ements Program 

dress 
Available Through 
ty Data) 

ANYON RD 
R 

NO DR 

DR 
R 

NO DR  

DR 
R 

DR 

NYON RD 
DR 

NYON RD 

VIC ACCORD PL  
D 

RD 
AVE 

RD 
AVE 

RD 
AVE 

TADA AVE 

TADA AVE 

VIC SOLEDAD CYN
 

AVE 

AVE 

TA AVE 

LA 
Distance 
To Near 

Track (Ft) 

520 

251 

477 

319 

460 

557 

816 

572 

115 

877 

800 

743 

759 

669 

N  
802 

703 

885 

646 

Speed 
(mph) 

(Design 
Speed) 

Ex
N
(

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

xisting 
Noise 
(dba) 

Predicte
Noise

Increas
(dba) 

73 0

73 0

73 0

73 0

73 0

73 0

73 0

73 0

73 0

61 0

61 0

61 0

61 0

61 0

61 0

61 0

61 0

61 0

2. Corrections an

ed 
e 
se 

Allowable In

Moderate 

0.0 0.6 

0.1 0.6 

0.0 0.6 

0.1 0.6 

0.1 0.6 

0.1 0.6 

0.0 0.6 

0.0 0.6 

0.2 0.6 

0.2 1.9 

0.3 1.9 

0.3 1.9 

0.3 1.9 

0.3 1.9 

0.3 1.9 

0.3 1.9 

0.2 1.9 

0.3 1.9 

 
nd Additions 

Page 2-37 

ncrease (Dba) 

Severe 
(Significant 
For CEQA) 

2.4 

2.4 

2.4 

2.4 

2.4 

2.4 

2.4 

2.4 

2.4 

4.7 

4.7 

4.7 

4.7 

4.7 

4.7 

4.7 

4.7 

4.7 
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Receiver ID FT

SB-6-088 2 

SB-6-089 2 

SB-6-091 2 

SB-6-092 2 

SB-6-093 2 

SB-6-094 2 

SB-6-095 2 

SB-6-A 3 -

 

Line Capacity and

TA Category 
(P

- residential 330

- residential 330

- residential 14

- residential 138

- residential 
33
162

- residential 
162
124

- residential 124

- institutional Ch

d Service Improve

Add
Provided Where A

Count

017 33032 MALINT

032 33014 MALINT

14 1380 SOLEDAD

80 1346 SOLEDAD

100 MALINTA AVE
25 TORTUGA ST 

25 TORTUGA ST 
45 SOLEDAD CAN

45 1235 SOLEDAD

hurch School, 3015 

ements Program 

dress 
Available Through 
ty Data) 

TA AVE 

TA AVE 

D CYN RD 

D CANYON RD 

E 

NYON RD 

D CANYON RD 

SACRAMENTO AV

LA 
Distance 
To Near 

Track (Ft) 

1024 

907 

192 

225 

1006 

878 

894 

VE 785 

Speed 
(mph) 

(Design 
Speed) 

Ex
N
(

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

xisting 
Noise 
(dba) 

Predicte
Noise

Increas
(dba) 

73 0

73 0

73 0

73 0

73 0

73 0

73 0

56 0

2. Corrections an

ed 
e 
se 

Allowable In

Moderate 

0.0 0.6 

0.0 0.6 

0.1 0.6 

0.1 0.6 

0.0 0.6 

0.0 0.6 

0.0 0.6 

0.8 6.0 

 
nd Additions 

Page 2-38 

ncrease (Dba) 

Severe 
(Significant 
For CEQA) 

2.4 

2.4 

2.4 

2.4 

2.4 

2.4 

2.4 

10.9 

- __ 

©Metro 
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3. Responses to Comments 

3.1 INTRODUCTION 

Section 15088(a) of the CEQA Guidelines states that the “lead agency shall evaluate comments 
on environmental issues received from persons who reviewed the Draft EIR and shall prepare a 
written response. The Lead Agency shall respond to comments that were received during the 
noticed comment period and any extensions and may respond to late comments.” This section 
of the Final EIR provides a list of persons, organizations, and public agencies that commented 
on the Draft EIR, along with the responses of the Lead Agency to significant environmental 
points raised in the review and consultation process.   

This section of the Final EIR contains comment letters received during the 45-day public review 
period of the Draft EIR, which concluded on September 10, 2021.    

3.2 RESPONSES TO COMMENTS 

In accordance with Section 15088(c) of CEQA, reasoned, factual responses have been 
provided to all comments received during the public review period, with a particular emphasis on 
significant environmental issues. The comments and responses are organized as follows: 
agencies and organizations, individuals, comments received at the Draft EIR public hearing, and 
comments received via social media. All comments and responses to comments are included in 
this Final EIR and will be considered by the Metro Board prior to certification of this EIR and in 
any approval of the Proposed Project.  

Each comment letter has been assigned a number, see Table 3-1. This results in a tiered 
numbering system, whereby the first comment in Comment Letter No. 1 is depicted as 
Comment No. 1-1 and so on. Copies of each comment letter are provided prior to each 
response. Comments that present opinions about the Proposed Project or raise issues not 
directly related to the substance of the environmental analysis in the Draft EIR are noted but, in 
accordance with CEQA, are not required to receive a detailed response. In response to some of 
the comments received, the text of the Draft EIR has been revised. Refer to Chapter 2, 
Corrections and Additions, for a list of these changes. 

3.3 PUBLIC HEARINGS COMMENTS AND RESPONSES 

Oral comments and questions and answers were received during two public hearings held on 
August 18, and August 21, 2021. The transcripts of the two public hearings are included in 
Appendix B. 
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Table 3-1 - List of Commenters on the Draft EIR 

No. Name Organization/Address Date of Letter 

AGENCIES 

1 Erinn Wilson-Olgin 
 

California Department of Fish and Wildlife 
South Coast Region 
3883 Ruffin Road 
San Diego, CA 92123 

September 10, 2021 

2 Miya Edmonson California Department of Transportation 
District 7- Office of Regional Planning 
100 S. Main St., Suite 100 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

August 31, 2021 

3 Jonathan P. Canuela California Department of Water Resources 
 

August 3, 2021 

4 Joseph Saunders California Highway Patrol 
Southern Division 
Staff Services 
411 N. Central Ave., Suite 410 
Glendale, CA 91203 

September 3, 2021 

5 Matthew Cervantes, PE California Public Utilities Commission 
320 W. 4th St., Suite 500 
Los Angeles, CA 90013 

September 10, 2021 

6 Lirissa De La Cruz City of Lancaster 
44933 Fern Ave. 
Lancaster, CA 93534 

September 2, 2021 

7 Joel Bareng City of Santa Clarita 
23920 Valencia Blvd. 
Santa Clarita, CA 91355 

September 9, 2021 

8 Arnold Hackett Metrolink 
Southern California Regional Rail Authority 
900 Wilshire Blvd., Suite 1500 
Los Angeles, CA 90017 

September 10, 2021 

GROUPS/ORGANIZATIONS 

9 Jeremiah Owen Acton Town Council 
P.O. Box 810 
Acton, CA 93510 

September 10, 2021 

10 Brian Yanity Rail Passenger Association of California 
and Nevada (RailPAC) 
Fullerton, California 

August 31, 2021 

11 Arthur V. Sohikian North Los Angeles County Transportation 
Coalition JPA (NCTC) 

September 10, 2021 

12 Peggy Harris Union Pacific Railroad 

1400 Douglas Street, Stop 1120 

Omaha, Nebraska 68179 

October 15, 2021 

INDIVIDUALS 

13 Adam Spieckermann  August 20, 2021 

14 Dylan Giliberto  July 28, 2021 

15 Numan Parada  August 17, 2021 

®Metro 
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No. Name Organization/Address Date of Letter 

16 Robert Frampton  August 22, 2021 

17 Robert Frampton  August 30, 2021 

PUBLIC HEARING AND QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS NO. 1 ON AUGUST 18, 2021 

PH1-1 David Hardy   

PH1-2 Andrew Buenko   

PH1-3 David Hardy   

PH1-4 Andrew Buenko   

PH1-5 Bart Reed   

PH1-6 Anjie Preston   

PH1-7 Michael Bertell   

PH1-8 David Hardy   

PH1-9 Bart Reed   

PH1-10 Anjie Preston   

PH1-11 Jose Ubaldo   

PH1-12 Jacqueline Ayer   

PH1-13 Bart Reed   

PH1-14 Frances Sereseres   

PH1-15 Jacqueline Ayer   

PH1-16 Jacqueline Ayer   

PH1-17 Bart Reed   

PH1-18 Jacqueline Ayer   

PH1-19 Bart Reed   

PH1-20 Jacqueline Ayer   

PH1-21 Jacqueline Ayer   

PH1-22 Marsha McLean   

PH1-23 Bart Reed   

PH1-24 Jacqueline Ayer   

PH1-25 Anjie Preston   

PH1-26 Fred Boehnert   

PUBLIC HEARING AND QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS NO. 2 ON AUGUST 21, 2021 

PH2-1 Perias Pillay   

PH2-2 Ian Pari   

PH2-3 Jacqueline Ayer   

PH2-4 Matthew Pearson   

PH2-5 Jacqueline Ayer   
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3.3 RESPONSES TO PUBLIC AGENCIES 

 

DocuSign Envelope ID: 2F2DF89F-339D-4CB1-AF20-97DGQMIVIENT LETTER 1 

~ 
State of California - Natural Resources Agency 

DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND WILDLIFE 
So ut h Coast Region 

3883 Ruffin Road 
San Diego, CA 92123 
(858) 467-4201 

www. wil di ife.ca .gov 

September 10, 2021 

Brian Balderrama 

GAVIN NEWSOM, Governor 

Governor's Office of Planning & Research 

September 13 2021 

STATE CLEARINGHOUSE 

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
One Gateway Plaza, Mail Stop 99-17-2 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 
AVL@metro.net 

Subject: Draft Environmental Impact Report for the Antelope Valley Line Capacity and 
Service Improvements Program, SCH #2020109001, Los Angeles County 
Metropolitan Transportation Authority, Los Angeles County 

Dear Mr. Balderrama: 

The California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) has reviewed a Draft Environmental 
Impact Report (DEIR) from the Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
(Metro; Lead Agency and Project Applicant) for the Antelope Valley Line Capacity and Service 
Improvements Program (Project). Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments and 
recommendations regarding those activities involved in the Project that may affect California fish 
and wildlife. Likewise , we appreciate the opportunity to provide comments regarding those 
aspects of the Project that CDFW, by law, may be required to carry out or approve through the 
exercise of its own regulatory authority under the Fish and Game Code. 

COFW's Role 

CDFW is California's Trustee Agency for fish and wildlife resources and holds those resources 
in trust by statute for all the people of the State [Fish & G. Code, §§ 711. 7, subdivision (a) & 
1802; Pub. Resources Code, § 21070; California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines, 
§ 15386, subdivision (a)] . CDFW, in its trustee capacity, has jurisdiction over the conservation , 
protection , and management of fish, wildlife, native plants , and habitat necessary for biologically 
sustainable populations of those species (Id., § 1802). Similarly, for purposes of CEQA, CDFW 
is charged by law to provide, as available, biological expertise during public agency 
environmental review efforts, focusing specifically on projects and related activities that have the 
potential to adversely affect State fish and wildlife resources. 

CDFW is also submitting comments as a Responsible Agency under CEQA (Pub. Resources 
Code, § 21069; CEQA Guidelines, § 15381 ). CDFW expects that it may need to exercise 
regulatory authority as provided by the Fish and Game Code, including lake and streambed 
alteration regulatory authority (Fish & G. Code, § 1600 et seq.). Likewise, to the extent 
implementation of the Project as proposed may result in "take", as defined by State law, of any 
species protected under the California Endangered Species Act (CESA) (Fish & G. Code, 
§ 2050 et seq.), or CESA-listed rare plant pursuant to the Native Plant Protection Act (NPPA; 
Fish & G. Code, § 1900 et seq.), CDFW recommends the Project proponent obtain appropriate 
authorization under the Fish and Game Code. 
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DocuSign Envelope ID: 2F2DF89F-339D -4CB1 -A F20-97DCB238CD81 

Brian Balderrama 
Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
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Project Description and Summary 

Objective: The Antelope Valley Line (AVL) is a 76.6-mile-long commuter rail line that serves 
Northern Los Angeles County as part of the Metrolink system. The AVL extends from the Los 
Angeles Union Station in the City of Los Angeles and terminates in the City of Lancaster. 
Stations along the AVL are in the cities and communities of Los Angeles, Glendale, Burbank, 
Sun Valley, Sylmar, San Fernando, Newhall , Santa Clarita, Acton, Palmdale, and Lancaster. To 
meet forecasted ridership demands of up to 17,500 daily riders by 2028, more capacity on the 
AVL corridor will be required to meet the forecasted ridership and to provide riders with more 
regular and frequent peak and off-peak services . 

The proposed Project would expand commuter rail service along the entire AVL corridor and 
involve three capital improvements required to facilitate forecasted service increase. These 
improvements are: 

1) Balboa Double Track Extension: extend the existing double track approximately 6,300 
feet north from Balboa Boulevard to the Sierra Highway. The existing railroad 
right-of-way would accommodate most of the Balboa Double Track Extension. The 
improvement would require realignment of the existing AVL Main Track through portions 
of the site to accommodate the second track and the required clearance to existing 
structures. The proposed double track would be positioned to the east of the existing 
AVL Main Track and would tie-in at the existing Sylmar siding terminus on the south end 
of the site and reconnect with the existing AVL Main Track at the north end just south of 
the Sierra Highway Road bridge. Just north of the 1-5 bridge, an approximately 475-foot 
long retaining wall would be constructed along the west side of the corridor. 

2) Canyon Siding Extension : add approximately 8,400 feet of new double track between 
Soledad Canyon Road to Golden Oak Road . The improvements would provide a second 
station platform at the existing Santa Clarita Metrolink Station. Due to the topography of 
the surrounding area, substantial grading would be required to accommodate the double 
track construction. Hills on the south side of the corridor abut the rail bed along the 
length of most of the proposed Canyon Siding Extension within the construction zone. 
Generally, the areas requiring grading would be located within the existing right-of-way. 
It is anticipated that retaining walls would be used in some areas to avoid 
encroachments outside of the right-of-way. 

3) Lancaster Terminal Improvements: expand existing train layover facilities by adding one 
new 1,000-foot-long and two 500-foot-long train storage tracks in the vicinity of the 
existing Lancaster Terminal Metrolink Station. 

The Project would be constructed almost entirely within existing rail or street right-of-way. Minor 
acquisitions, easements, or temporary construction easements may be necessary at select 
locations, mainly to accommodate construction staging and laydown areas or the required 
grading activities associated with the proposed improvements. Generally, construction activities 
associated with the Project would include site clearing, grading, retaining wall installation, utility 
relocation and installation, track and systems installation, and station platform construction. 
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Location: The Balboa Double Track Extension improvements are located within the City of Los 
Angeles and would extend an existing double track north from Balboa Boulevard to the Sierra 
Highway. The Balboa Double Track Extension improvements would be located between the 
Newhall Metrolink Station (24300 Railroad Avenue, Santa Clarita, CA) and Sylmar/San 
Fernando Metrolink Station (12219 Frank Modugno Dr., Los Angeles, CA). The Canyon Siding 
Extension improvements are located at the Santa Clarita Metrolink Station (22122 Soledad 
Canyon Road , Santa Clarita , CA). The Lancaster Terminal improvements are located at the 
Lancaster Metrolink Station (44812 N. Sierra Highway, Lancaster, CA). 

Comments and Recommendations 

CDFW visited the Balboa Double Track Extension and Canyon Siding Extension improvement 
sites with Metro September 8, 2021 . Based on the documents for review and the site visit, 
CDFW offers the comments and recommendations below to assist Metro in adequately 
identifying, avoiding, and/or mitigating the Project's significant, or potentially significant, direct, 
and indirect impacts on fish and wildlife (biological) resources . Editorial comments or other 
suggestions are also included to improve the environmental document. CDFW recommends the 
measures or revisions below be included in a science-based monitoring program that contains 
adaptive management strategies as part of the Project's CEQA mitigation, monitoring and 
reporting program (Pub. Resources Code, § 21081 .6; CEQA Guidelines, § 15097). 

Specific Comments 

Comment #1: Insufficient Biological Resources Impact Assessment 

Issue: The DEIR is missing information as to the Project's potentially significant impacts on the 
State's biological resources . 

Specific impacts: The Project may impact biological resources not previously known to occur. 
Plants, wildlife, and plant communities could be impacted , either directly or through habitat 
modifications, during Project construction and activities. These impacts could result in injury or 
mortality (trampling , crushing) of plants and wildlife; reduced reproductive capacity; population 
declines; or local extirpation of rare, sensitive , or special status species . Also, loss of foraging, 
breeding , nesting, or nursery habitat supporting wildlife may occur. 

Why impacts would occur: The Biological Resources Technical Report for the Project 
evaluated impacts on 18 species of threatened and endangered species and habitats based on 
the Information for Planning and Consultation report generated from the U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service (USFWS) on line service . The report that was generate is not an exhaustive list of State 
rare, threatened, and endangered species, or species considered to be rare or sensitive by 
CDFW. 

Based on a search of the California Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB), CDFW found 
additional species that should have been evaluated in preparation of the DEIR (CDFW 2021 a). 
These species include: 

®Metro 

• Balboa Double Track Extension - Oat Mountain and San Fernando quadrangles 
o Amphibians: coast range newt (Taricha torosa); western spadefoot (Spea 
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hammondii) 
o Fish: arroyo chub (Gila orcuttii); Santa Ana specked dace (Rhinichthys osculus 

ssp. 8) 
o Insects: Crotch's bumble bee (Bomus crotchi1) 
o Mammals: San Diego desert woodrat (Neotoma lepida intermedia); western 

mastiff bat (Eumops perotis californicus) ; California leaf-nosed bat (Macro/us 
californicus); hoary bat (Lasiurus cinereus); San Diego desert woodrat (Neotoma 
lepida intermedia); Townsend's big-eared bat (Corynorhinus townsendii) 

o Reptiles: California legless lizard (Anniella spp.); coast horned lizard 
(Phrynosoma blainvilli1); coastal whiptail (Aspidocelis tigris stejnegen); two­
striped garter snake (Thamnophis hammondi1) 

o Rare plants: Davidson's bush-mallow (Malacothamnus davidsoni1); Greata's aster 
(Symphyotrichum greatae); Payne's bush lupine (Lupinus payne1); Santa Susana 
tarplant (Deinandra minthornii) ; mesa horkelia (Horke/ia cuneata var. puberula); 
Palmer's grapplinghook (Harpagonella palmeri); Robinson 's pepper-grass 
(Lepidium virginicum var. robinsonii); San Fernando Valley spineflower 
(Chorizanthe parryi var. fernandina) ; Plummer's mariposa-lily (Calochortus 
plummerae); slender mariposa-lily (Calochortus clavatus var. gracilis) 

o Sensitive plant communities1: Southern Mixed Riparian Forest, Southern 
Sycamore Alder Riparian Woodland, Southern Coast Live Oak Riparian Forest, 
Southern Cottonwood Willow Riparian Forest, Southern Cottonwood Willow 
Riparian Forest, Southern Willow Scrub, Riversidian Alluvial Fan Sage Scrub, 
California Walnut Woodland, Valley Oak Woodland 

• Canyon Siding Extension - Newhall and Mint Canyon quadrangles: 
0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Amphibians: western spadefoot (Spea hammondil) 
Fish: arroyo chub (Gila orcuttii) 
Insects: Crotch's bumble bee (Bomus crotchi1) ; qui no checkerspot butterfly 
(Euphydryas editha quino); 
Mammals: pallid bat (Antrozous pal/idus); Townsend's big-eared bat 
(Corynorhinus townsendil) ; spotted bat (Euderma maculatum); San Diego black­
tailed jackrabbit (Lepus californicus bennettil); southern grasshopper mouse 
(Onychomys torridus ramona) ; American badger (Taxidea taxus) 
Reptiles: California legless lizard (Anniella spp.); California glossy snake (Arizona 
elegans occidentalis); coastal whiptail (Aspidocelis tigris stejnegen); western 
pond turtle (Emys marmorata); coast horned lizard (Phrynosoma blainvillil); two­
striped garter snake (Thamnophis hammondi1) 
Rare plants: Peirson's morning-glory (Calystegia peirsonii); San Fernando Valley 
spineflower (Chorizanthe parryi var. fernandina) ; slender-horned spineflower 
(Dodecahema leptoceras); Palmer's grappling hook (Harpagonella palmeri); 
Newhall sunflower (Helianthus inexpectatus); Piute Mountains navarretia 
(Navarretia setiloba); white rabbit-tobacco (Pseudognaphalium leucocephalum); 

1 In 2007, the State Legislature required CDFW to develop and maintain a vegetation mapping standard for the State 
(Fish & Game Code, § 1940). This standard complies with the National Vegetation Classification System, which 
utilizes alliance- and association-based classification of unique vegetation stands. CDFW utilizes vegetation 
descriptions found in the Manual of California Vegetation (MCV), found online at http://vegetation.cnps.org/ . To 
determine the rarity ranking of vegetation co mmunities on the Project site, the MCV alliance/association community 
names should be provid ed as CDFW only tracks rare natural communities using this classification system. 
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chaparral ragwort (Senecio aphanactis); Plummer's mariposa-lily (Calochortus 
plummerae); slender mariposa-lily (Calochortus clavatus var. gracilis); Palmer's 
mariposa-lily (Calochortus palmeri var. pa/men) 

o Sensitive plant communities: Southern Mixed Riparian Forest, Southern 
Sycamore Alder Riparian Woodland, Southern Coast Live Oak Riparian Forest, 
Southern Cottonwood Willow Riparian Forest, Southern Cottonwood Willow 
Riparian Forest, Southern Willow Scrub, Riversidian Alluvial Fan Sage Scrub, 
California Walnut Woodland, Valley Oak Woodland 

• Lancaster Terminal Improvements- Lancaster East and Lancaster West quadrangles: 
o Birds: burrowing owl (Athene cunicularia) ; ferruginous hawk (Buteo regalis); 

loggerhead shrike (Lanius /udovicianus); merlin (Falco columbarius); mountain 
plover (Charadrius man/anus); Swainson's hawk (Buteo swainsoni); tricolored 
blackbird (Agelaius tricolor) 

o Insects: Crotch 's bumble bee (Bomus crotchi1) 
o Mammals: coast horned lizard (Phrynosoma blainvillii); northern California 

legless lizard (Annie/la pulchra) 
o Rare plants: Lancaster milk-vetch (As/raga/us preussii var. laxiflorus); Parry's 

spineflower (Chorizanthe parryi var. parryi); Rosamond eriastrum (Eriastrum 
rosamondense); sagebrush loeflingia (Loeflingia squarrosa var. artemisiarum); 
white pygmy-poppy (Canbya candida); alkali mariposa-lily (Calochortus stria/us) 

The Biological Resources Technical Report did not include a search of the CNDDB. As such , 
the DEIR does not evaluate the Project's potential impacts on those plants, wildlife, and plant 
communities listed above . These species include California Species of Special Concern (SSC); 
endangered , rare, or threatened species under CESA; or species per CEQA Guidelines section 
15380. According to page 2-23 in the DEIR, "generally, construction activities associated with 
each Capital Improvement would include site clearing, grading and retaining wall installation, 
utility relocation and installation, and track and systems installation and station platform 
construction." Project construction and activities could impact plants, wildlife, and plant 
communities, either directly or through habitat modifications. 

For example, the western spadefoot is known to occur in the hillslopes at the Canyon Siding 
Extension site (i .e., Whittaker Bermite area). Ground disturbing activities and vegetation 
removal could crush western spadefoot toads, which tends to by a cryptic species hidden under 
structures such as rocks , burrows , or logs. Moreover, substantial grading of the hillside to 
accommodate the double track could result in loss of western spadefoot habitat. The EIR has 
not proposed avoidance, minimization , or mitigation measures to address potential impacts on 
western spadefoot or SSC. As a result, the Project have significant impacts on SSC. 

Evidence impact would be significant: One of the purposes of CEQA to inform governmental 
decision makers and the public about the potentially significant environmental effects of 
proposed activities (CEQA Guidelines, § 15002). CEQA requires an adequate and complete 
effort of full disclosure of significant environmental impacts (CEQA Guidelines, § 15003). An EIR 
should demonstrate that the lead agency has in fact analyzed and considered the ecological 
implications of its actions (CEQA Guidelines, § 15003). 
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The DEIR is missing information as to the Project's effects on the State's biological resources. 
As a result of this missing information, the DEIR may not have completely analyzed and 
considered the Project's effects on biological resources. These biological resources include, but 
are not limited to, the following : 

• Rare, sensitive, and special status plants, wildlife, plant communities; 
• California Species of Special Concern ; 
• California Terrestrial and Vernal Pool Invertebrates of Conservation Priority; 
• Endangered, threatened, or candidate species protected under CESA; and, 
• California Fully Protected Species. 

As a result of the DEIR's shortcomings, the DEIR does not yet provide sufficient information that 
would allow the public and public agencies to review and comment on the Project's potential 
impacts on biological resources. 

Additionally, impacts on those biological resources listed above may require a mandatory 
finding of significance (CEQA Guidelines, § 15065). Inadequate avoidance, minimization, and 
mitigation measures for impacts on the State's biological resources will result in the Project 
continuing to have a substantial adverse direct, indirect, and cumulative effect, either directly or 
through habitat modifications, on a plant or wildlife species, or plant community, identified as a 
candidate, rare, sensitive, or special status by CDFW. 

Recommended Potentially Feasible Mitigation Measure(s): 

Recommendation #1: CDFW recommends Metro provide a biological assessment analyzing 
and discussing the Project 's potential impacts on the State's biological resources . CDFW 
recommends the assessment provide the following information supported by a thorough 
literature review: 

®Metro 

1) A complete, recent, assessment of rare, threatened, and endangered, and other 
sensitive species on site and within the area of potential effect, including California 
Species of Special Concern and California Fully Protected Species (Fish & G. Code, 
§§ 3511 , 4700, 5050, and 5515). Species to be addressed should include all those 
which meet the CEQA definition of endangered, rare, or threatened species (CEQA 
Guidelines, § 15380). Seasonal variations in use of land around the three capital 
improvements should also be addressed . CDFW's California Natural Diversity Database 
in Sacramento should be contacted to obtain current information on any previously 
reported sensitive species and habitat (CDFW 2021a) . At a minimum, CDFW 
recommends searching the following quadrangles: Balboa Double Track Extension (Oak 
Mountain and San Fernando quadrangles); Canyon Siding Extension (Newhall and Mint 
Canyon quadrangles); Lancaster Terminal Improvements (Lancaster East and Lancaster 
West quadrangles). 

2) A thorough , recent, floristic-based assessment of special status plants and natural 
communities following CDFW's Protocols for Surveying and Evaluating Impacts to 
Special Status Native Plant Populations and Sensitive Natural Communities 
(CDFW 2018). Adjoining habitat areas should be included where Project construction 
and activities could lead to direct or indirect impacts off site. 

3) Floristic, alliance- and/or association-based mapping and vegetation impact 
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assessments conducted at the Project site and within the neighboring vicinity. The 
Manual of California Vegetation (MCV), second edition, should be used to inform this 
mapping and assessment (Sawyer et al. 2009). CDFW tracks plant communities and 
rare plant communities using the Manual of California Vegetation classification system 
only . 

4) A rare plant assessment using online databases for rare, threatened, and endangered 
plants, including the California Native Plant Society (CNPS) Online Inventory of Rare 
and Endangered Plants of California (CNPS 2021) as well as the Calflora's Information 
on Wild California Plants database (Calflora 2021a). 

5) A complete assessment of potential impacts on California Terrestrial and Vernal Pool 
Invertebrates of Conservation Priority that may occur on site and within the area of 
potential effect (CDFW 2017). 

Recommendation #2: CDFW recommends Metro recirculate the Project's CEQA document to 
provide more information as to the Project's impacts on the State's biological resources . CDFW 
recommends Metro provide measures to avoid, minimize, and/or mitigate for potentially 
significant effects on biological resources that were not previously identified. Pursuant under 
CEQA Guidelines section 15088.5, "a lead agency is required to recirculate an EIR when 
significant new information is added." Also, an EIR should be recirculated when a new 
significant environmental impact would result from the Project. A decision not to recirculate an 
EIR must be supported by substantial evidence in the administrative record (CEQA Guidelines, 
§ 15088.5). 

Comment #2: Impacts on Least Bell's Vireo 

Issue: Project construction and activities at the Balboa Double Track Extension site could 
impact least Bell 's vireo (Vireo be/Iii pusillus) . The least Bell 's vireo is a CESA and federal 
Endangered Species Act (ESA) -listed species. 

Specific impacts: Project-construction and activities occurring during the nesting season for 
least Bell 's vireo may result in nest abandonment or reproductive suppression . Injury and/or 
mortality of least Bell's vireo nestlings could lead to a population decline of the least Bell's vireo 
in Los Angeles County. Additionally, the Project could result in loss of occupied habitat 
supporting least Bell 's vireo. 

Why impacts would occur: The Balboa Double Track Extension site is less than one mile 
north of the Van Norman Complex. The Van Norman Complex supports one of three remaining 
populations of least Bell's vireo in Los Angeles County. Least Bell's vireo could occur at the 
Balboa Double Track Extension site because the Balboa Double Track Extension site 1) is less 
than one mile from a known population (i .e., source population) and 2) supports suitable riparian 
habitat. The least Bell 's vireo is an obligate riparian breeder. Least Bell's vireo habitat 
requirements include thickets of willow, low shrubs, and water, including dry, intermittent 
streams. The Balboa Double Track Extension site has suitable riparian habitat and water 
sources for least Bell 's vireo The riparian habitat and water sources is found in the features 
mapped as Riverine-2 and Waters of/he State-1 (Weldon Canyon) (see exhibit 30 in Appendix 
C: Technical Memorandum - Jurisdictional Delineation). Within those areas, there is species 
and structurally diverse riparian habitat, consisting of mulefat (Baccharis glutinosa) and willow 
(Salix genus). Also, within those areas, there is a perennial or intermittent water source . 
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Evidence impact would be significant: There are only a few populations and breeding pairs of 
least Bell 's vireo remaining in Los Angeles County. Project construction and activities resulting 
in loss of breeding pairs or nestlings, or riparian habitat supporting least Bell's vireo may result 
in the Project potentially causing a wildlife population to drop below self-sustaining levels; 
threaten to eliminate an animal community; or substantially reduce the number of restrict the 
range of an endangered, rare or threatened species (CEQA Guidelines, § 15065). Accordingly, 
impacts on least Bell 's vireo may require a mandatory finding of significance (CEQA Guidelines, 
§ 15065). 

CDFW considers adverse impacts to a species protected by CESA to be significant without 
mitigation under CEQA. Inadequate avoidance, minimization, and mitigation measures for 
impacts on the least Bell's vireo will result in the Project continuing to have a substantial 
adverse direct, indirect, and cumulative effect, either directly or through habitat modifications, on 
a wildlife species identified as special status by CDFW and USFWS. 

As to CESA, take of any endangered, threatened, candidate species that results from the 
Project is prohibited , except as authorized by State law (Fish & G. Code,§§ 86, 2062, 2067, 
2068, 2080, 2085; Cal. Code Regs., tit. 14, § 786.9). Take under ESA also includes significant 
habitat modification or degradation that could result in death or injury to a listed species by 
interfering with essential behavioral patterns such as breeding, foraging, or nesting. 

Recommended Potentially Feasible Mitigation Measure(s): 

Mitigation Measure #1: Prior to Project construction and activities at the Balboa Double Track 
Extension site, CDFW recommends Metro retain a qualified biologist to conduct protocol 
surveys for least Bell's vireo. Surveys should follow USFWS Least Bell 's Vireo Survey 
Guidelines (USFWS 2001 ). All riparian areas and any other potential least Bell 's vireo habitat 
should be surveyed at least eight times during the period from April 10 to July 31 . Survey 
results, including negative findings, should be submitted to CDFW and USFWs within 45 
calendar days following the completion of protocol-level surveys. 

Mitigation Measure #2: If least Bell's vireo is detected, CDFW recommends Metro fully avoid 
impacts on least Bell 's vireo. No work should occur during the least Bell 's vireo nesting season 
(April 10 to July 31 ). This includes staging , mobilization, and site preparation . 

Mitigation Measure #3: If least Bell 's vireo is detected and Metro must work during the least 
Bell 's vireo nesting season for the duration of the Project, and/or if habitat supporting least Bell 's 
vireo needs to be removed, CDFW recommends Metro seek appropriate take authorization 
under CESA before starting any construction and activities where impacts to least Bell's vireo 
will occur. Metro should have a permit from CDFW prior to starting any Project construction and 
activities. 

Recommendation #1: If the Project would impact least Bell 's vireo, early consultation with 
CDFW is encouraged, as significant modification to a Project and mitigation measures may be 
required to obtain a CESA Permit. Appropriate authorization from CDFW may include an 
Incidental Take Permit or a Consistency Determination in certain circumstances, among other 
options [Fish & G. Code,§§ 2080.1, 2081 , subds. (b) and (c)]. 
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Revisions to the Fish and Game Code, effective January 1998, may require that CDFW issue a 
separate CEQA document for the issuance of an Incidental Take Permit unless the Project 
CEQA document addresses all Project impacts to CESA-listed species and specifies a 
mitigation monitoring and reporting program that will meet the requirements of an Incidental 
Take Permit. For these reasons , biological mitigation monitoring and reporting proposals should 
be of sufficient detail and resolution to satisfy the requirements for a CESA Incidental Take 
Permit. 

Recommendation #2: If the Project cannot avoid impacts on an ESA-listed species , CDFW 
recommends Metro consult with USFWS to comply with ESA well in advance of any 
construction and activities where impacts to an ESA-listed species occur. 

Comment #3: Impacts on Western Joshua Tree 

Issue: The Project could impact a western Joshua tree (Yucca brevifolia) during the 
improvements at the Lancaster Terminal site. The western Joshua tree is a candidate species 
granted protection under CESA. 

Specific impacts: Project construction and activities such as access, staging , and refueling 
could occur adjacent to a western Joshua tree. These activities could impact the western 
Joshua tree's root zone and seedbank. Additionally, the Project could remove the western 
Joshua tree. 

Why impacts would occur: According to the Tree Survey/Impacts Assessment Technical 
Memo provided in the Biological Resources Technical Report, Project construction or access 
could occur where a western Joshua tree is located at Yucca Avenue and West Milling Street. 
Additionally, equipment, materials, and chemical storage could occur adjacent to the western 
Joshua tree. Disturbing the root zone and soils around the western Joshua tree could impact the 
tree's health and seedbank. Lastly, to avoid impacts on the western Joshua tree, the Tree 
Survey/Impacts Assessment Technical Memo recommends moving the western Joshua tree to 
a "state-approved Joshua tree mitigation site." Digging up and relocating the western Joshua 
tree could cause stress , injury, or mortality of the tree. 

Evidence impact would be significant: On September 22, 2020, the California Fish and 
Game Commission determined that listing western Joshua tree as threatened under CESA may 
be warranted (CDFW 2020). As a CESA candidate species , western Joshua tree is granted full 
protection of a threatened species under CESA. Take of western Joshua tree is defined as any 
activity that results in the removal of a western Joshua tree, or any part thereof, or impacts the 
seed bank surrounding one or more western Joshua trees (CDFW 2021 b). CDFW considers 
adverse impacts to a species protected by CESA to be significant without mitigation under 
CEQA. As to CESA, take of any endangered, threatened, candidate species that results from 
the Project is prohibited , except as authorized by State law (Fish & G. Code, §§ 86, 2062, 2067, 
2068, 2080, 2085; Cal. Code Regs ., tit. 14, § 786.9). 

Recommended Potentially Feasible Mitigation Measure(s): 

Mitigation Measure #1: CDFW recommends Metro avoid impacts on western Joshua trees and 
seedbank. CDFW recommends Metro avoid accessing the Lancaster Terminal Improvements 
site from Yucca Ave/IN est Milling Street. CDFW recommends no activities occur within a 290-
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foot radius of the western Joshua tree to avoid impacts to the tree and potential seedbank. This 
should include site access, vehicle parking , staging areas, refueling , and any activities that may 
result in ground disturbance. 

Mitigation Measure #2: If the Project, Project construction, or any Project-related activity for 
the duration of the Project will result in take of the western Joshua tree, CDFW recommends 
Metro seek appropriate take authorization under CESA before starting any construction and 
activities where impacts to western Joshua tree will occur. Early consultation is encouraged, as 
significant modification to a Project and mitigation measures may be required to obtain a CESA 
Permit (See Comment #2, Recommendation #1 ). 

Comment #4: Lake and Streambed Alteration (LSA) 

Issue: The Project could impact streams subject to LSA Notification under Fish and Game 
Code section 1602 et seq. 

Specific impacts: The Project could impact streams and riparian habitat. Page 3.4-14 in the 
DEIR states , "construction of the Proposed Project could temporarily impact riparian vegetation 
in both the Balboa Double Track Extension site and Canyon Siding Extension site." The Project 
could channelize streams or restrict and redirect flow as a result of new rail tracks, fill, and 
retaining walls placed adjacent to streams. Also, the Project could result in temporary or 
permanent loss of riparian habitat. 

Why impacts would occur: 

Balboa Double Track Extension site: According to page 29 in the Biological Resources 
Technical Report, "all waters in the site are non-jurisdictional wetlands and are considered 
waters of the state of California. These include two open channels Waters of the State-1 
[Weldon Canyon], and Waters of the State-2 (Sunshine Canyon]." Exhibit 12 in the Biological 
Resources Technical Report shows two additional riverine features . These features are Riverine 
1 and Riverine 2 along the existing AVL Main Track. These streams could be impacted during 
Project construction and activities . For example, page 45 in the Biological Resources Technical 
Report states, "the placement of fill (approximately 0.2 acres) is proposed for the slopes lining 
the southern open channel ( ... ]Construction activities related to this fill placement may impact 
this channel and a permit may be needed [ ... ]." 

Canyon Siding Extension site: According to page 29 in the Biological Resources Technical 
Report, "for the Canyon Siding Extension site, the only WOTUS [Waters of the United States] 
nearby is Castaic Creek. All other waters in the site are non-jurisdictional wetlands and are 
considered waters of the state ." These streams could be impacted during Project construction 
and activities . Generally, according to page 45 in the Biological Resources Technical Report, 
"the proposed Project could temporarily impact riparian vegetation in both the Balboa Double 
Track Extension and Canyon Siding Extension sites in the event that appropriate mitigation as 
detailed herein is not adhered to, although there are no permanent impacts to riparian habitat at 
a level of significance since the Proposed Project in these areas is limited to double tracking 
existing railroad lines." 

Downstream impacts: Impacts on streams within the Project site could result in downstream 
impacts where there is hydrologic connectivity. According to page 39 in the Biological 
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Resources Technical Report, "there are, however, discharge points identified at both the Balboa 
Double Track Extension and Canyon Siding Extension sites that ultimately flow to other water 
bodies." Modification to streams within the Project site could result in increased erosion. Excess 
sediment could be transported downstream and impair waters and habitat outside of the Project 
site. 

Inadequate mitigation: Impacts on streams and riparian habitat could be significant absent 
appropriate avoidance, minimization, or mitigation measures. Mitigation measures BIO-8, BIO-9, 
and BIO-10 may be insufficient to reduce impacts to streams and riparian habitat. Furthermore, 
those measures could result in unintended environmental consequences that could result in 
additional impacts on biological resources. 

BIO-8: BIO-8 proposes to protect riparian zones by controlling invasive plant and animal 
species . It is unclear what species would be controlled , what methods would be used, frequency 
of control, performance criteria, and success criteria . Additionally, efforts to control invasive 
species could have unintended consequences on the environment. For example, herbicide 
application could impact non-targeted plant species and controlling animal species using 
poisons could injure or kill native species. If a mitigation measure would cause one or more 
significant effects, the effects of the mitigation measure shall be discussed [in the EIR] but in 
less detail than the significant effects of the project as proposed (CEQA Guidelines, § 15126.4 ). 

BIO-9: BIO-9 proposes to enlist a qualified biologist to determine if disturbance in upland areas 
would create runoff that could affect riparian areas below upland features . Pursuant to CEQA 
Guidelines section 15126.4, mitigation measures "shall not be deferred until some future time" 
and "adopts specific performance standards the mitigation will achieve and identifies type(s) of 
potential action(s) that can feasibly achieve that performance standard that will be considered, 
analyzed, and potentially incorporated in the mitigation measure." Potential impacts should be 
disclosed in the DEIR to provide the public and public agencies an opportunity to understand 
what those impacts could be, recommend measures to avoid or minimize those impacts, and 
comment on the adequacy of mitigation measures to reduce impacts on riparian areas. Also, 
BIO-9 does not identify specific actions Metro would take if a qualified biologist determined that 
impacts would occur. 

BIO-1 0: BIO-1 0 proposes to reintroduce native biota into riparian areas impacted by Project 
construction or operations . The impacts that BIO-10 seeks to mitigate for are not disclosed in 
the DEIR. Also, BIO-10 does not include information as to what Metro considers to be native 
biota, what plants and/or wildlife species would be introduced, where plants would be sourced, 
where native biota would be introduced, performance criteria, and success criteria. Introducing 
any biota into an environment could result in unintended consequences on the environment. For 
example, introducing biota could introduce pests, pathogens and diseases to a system not 
previously exposed to those stressors . Pests, pathogens, and diseases could result in injury or 
mortality of plants and wildlife. Furthermore, introduced biota could compete against existing 
biota for resources such as habitat and food . lnterspecific and intraspecific competition could 
result in injury or mortality of wildlife and could result in wildlife displacement or exclusion from 
previously occupied habitat. 

Lastly, it is unclear if any of the mitigation measures, BIO-8, BIO-9, or BIO-10 would mitigate for 
loss of sensitive natural communities . Without sufficient mitigation, the Project could result in net 
loss of a sensitive natural community. 
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Evidence impacts would be significant: The Project could impact streams. CDFW exercises 
its regulatory authority as provided by Fish and Game Code section 1600 et seq. to conserve 
fish and wildlife resources which includes rivers, streams, or lakes and associated plant 
communities . Fish and Game Code section 1602 requires any person, state or local 
governmental agency, or public utility to notify CDFW prior to beginning any activity that may do 
one or more of the following: 

• Divert or obstruct the natural flow of any river, stream, or lake2; 

• Change the bed, channel, or bank of any river, stream, or lake; 
• Use material from any river, stream, or lake; or, 
• Deposit or dispose of material into any river, stream, or lake. 

Although the DEIR acknowledges that impacts on streams and riparian habitat could occur, the 
DEIR is unclear as to what the impacts would be . For instance, it is unclear as to where 
specifically impacts would occur; linear feet of streams that would be impacted; what types of 
plant communities would be impacted; and for each plant community, the total area that would 
be impacted. The Project could impact a sensitive natural community. Many riparian plant 
communities in the State have a State Rarity rank of S1 , S2, or S3. This is a result of the 
significant reduction in quantity and quality of riparian and wetland habitat remaining in the 
State. CDFW considers plant communities with ranks of S1 , S2, or S3 to be sensitive natural 
communities (CDFW 2021c). Impacts to sensitive natural communities should be addressed in 
CEQA (CDFW 2021c). Sensitive natural communities with an additional ranking of 0.1 or 0.2 is 
a natural community that is very threatened or threatened , respectively, within the State. 

Recommended Potentially Feasible Mitigation Measure(s): 

Mitigation Measure #1: CDFW concurs with the Project's proposed Mitigation Measure BIO-12 
which would require Metro to notify CDFW pursuant to Fish and Game Code section 1600 et 
seq. Based on this notification and other information, CDFW determines whether an LSA 
Agreement with Metro is required prior to conducting Project activities. Please visit CDFW's 
Lake and Streambed Alteration Program webpage for information about LSA Notification and 
online submittal through the Environmental Permit Information Management System (EPIMS) 
Permitting Portal (CDFW 2021d). 

Mitigation Measure #2: CDFW recommends the LSA Notification include the following 
information and analyses: 

1) Quantification of the linear feet of streams and area of associated riparian vegetation 
that would be impacted. Plant community names should be provided based on 
vegetation association and/or alliance per the Manual of California Vegetation , second 
edition (Sawyer et al. 2009); 

2) An analysis providing information on whether impacts to streams within the immediate 
project area could cause impacts downstream where there is hydrologic connectivity; 

3) A hydrological evaluation of the 100, 50, 25, 10, 5, and 2-year frequency storm event for 
existing and proposed conditions to provide information on how water and sediment is 
conveyed through the Project site; 

4) A scour analysis demonstrating that stream banks, bed, and channel would not erode 

2 "Any river, stream , or lake" includes those that are dry for periods of time as we ll as those that flow year-round. 
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and be impaired (e.g. , aggrade, incised) as a result of Project activities; 
5) An analysis demonstrating that the Project would not impact stream underflow 

supporting riparian vegetation; 
6) Identification, analysis, and discussion of potential impacts on streams and associated 

vegetation as a result of upland Project construction and activities (as alluded to in the 
Project's BIO-9 proposed in the DEIR); 

7) Specific activities and actions Metro proposes to take to mitigate for impacts on streams 
and riparian vegetation, specifically, actions to control invasive plants and animals (as 
alluded to in BIO-8 in the DEIR) and reintroducing native biota (as alluded to in BIO-10 in 
the DEIR); and, 

8) A complete description of routine maintenance activities that may be required for the life 
of the Project. If applicable, the LSA Notification include measures to avoid impacts on 
streams and riparian vegetation during routine maintenance activities occurring for the 
life of the Project. 

Mitigation Measure #3: CDFW recommends Metro mitigate for impacts on streams and 
associated riparian plant community at no less than 2:1. Metro should provide additional 
mitigation for impacts on riparian plant communities that have a State Rarity Ranking of S1 and 
S2, and an additional ranking of0.1 and 0.2. 

Mitigation Measure #4: Prior to LSA Notification, CDFW recommends Metro retain a qualified 
biologist(s) to perform species specific surveys (see Comment #2, Mitigation Measure #1 and 
Comment #5, Mitigation Measure #1 and #2) and provide survey results , including negative 
findings , as part of the LSA Notification. Survey reports should also include information on 
habitat within the Project site and whether the Project would impact habitat supporting those 
species. 

Recommendation #1: CDFW's issuance of an LSA Agreement for a project that is subject to 
CEQA will require CEQA compliance actions by CDFW as a Responsible Agency. As a 
Responsible Agency, CDFW may consider the CEQA document from Metro for the Project. To 
minimize additional requirements by CDFW pursuant to Fish and Game Code section 1600 et 
seq . and/or under CEQA, the CEQA document should fully identify the potential impacts to the 
stream or riparian resources and provide adequate avoidance, mitigation , monitoring, and 
reporting commitments for issuance of the LSA Agreement. As such, CDFW recommends Metro 
consider CDFW's comments and revise the DEIR by incorporating the mitigation measures and 
revisions recommended in this letter into the Project's final environmental document. 

To compensate for any on- and off-site impacts to aquatic and riparian resources, additional 
mitigation conditioned in any LSA Agreement may include the following: erosion and pollution 
control measures, avoidance of resources , protective measures for downstream resources, on­
and/or off-site habitat creation, enhancement or restoration, and/or protection, and management 
of mitigation lands in perpetuity. 

Recommendation #2: If the Project would require routine maintenance of the new rail line 
adjacent to streams and riparian vegetation at the Balboa Double Track Extension and Canyon 
Siding Extension sites, CDFW recommends Metro revise the DEIR to provide details of those 
routine maintenance activities . The DEIR should discuss potential impacts on biological 
resources during those routine maintenance activities and provide measures to mitigate those 
impacts . 
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Recommendation #3: CDFW recommends Metro revise BIO-8, BIO-9, and BIO-10 to provide 
more clarification on specific actions and success criteria that each measure would implement 
and seek to achieve. As to BIO-8, at a minimum, Metro should state what invasive plant and 
animal species would be controlled, using what means, and where those species would be 
controlled . As to BIO-9, at a minimum, Metro should state what specific actions would occur if a 
qualified biologists determined that disturbance in upland areas would impact riparian areas and 
wetlands. Finally, as to BIO-10, Metro should state what native biota would be reintroduced, 
using what means, where plants would be sourced, and where those species would be 
reintroduced . Following recommended revisions to those measures, CDFW recommends Metro 
recirculate the CEQA document for public review and commenting (see Comment #1 , 
Recommendation #2). 

Comment #5: Impacts on Fish - Santa Ana Sucker and Unarmored Threespine 
Stickleback 

Issue: The Project could impact fish, including Santa Ana sucker (Catostomus santaane) and 
unarmored threespine stickleback (Gasterosteus acu/eatus williamsoni). Unarmored threespine 
stickback is listed under both CESA and ESA. Also, the unarmored threespine stickleback is a 
California Fully Protected Species. The Santa Ana sucker is listed under ESA. 

Specific impacts: Project construction and activities cause fish injury or mortality. Also , the 
Project could temporary or permanently impact habitat necessary to fish for spawning, breeding , 
feeding, or growth to maturity. This can lead to reduced reproductive capacity or population 
declines of fish species . Furthermore, Project construction and activities could impact fish and 
habitat supporting fish downstream of the Project site. 

Why impacts would occur: Project construction and activities could impact fish and habitat 
supporting fish. According to page 18 in the Biological Resources Technical Report, Santa Ana 
sucker could occur at the Balboa Double Track Extension site and unarmored threespine 
stickleback could occur at the Canyon Siding Extension site. According to page 33 in the 
Biological Resources Technical Report, "restrictions and ROW [right-of-way] constraints made it 
difficult for our field biologists to gather all the information required, so they only did visual 
studies to determine if there was fish present. At the time of the site reconnaissance, March 9, 
2021, no fish were located, but some habitats looked to be prime locations for fish [ . .. ] A few of 
the T&E [threatened and endangered] species habitats are only located downstream of this 
project, and any disturbance to their habitats need to be documented." 

Additionally, the mainstem, including Soledad Canyon of the Santa Clara River is occupied by 
unarmored threes pine stickleback. Tributaries hydrologically connected to mainstem of the 
Santa Clara River could support also unarmored threespine stickleback. This may include 
tributaries located in the canyons and drainages on the hillside the Project proposes to cut into 
for the Canyon Siding Extension portion of the Project. 

Work occurring in or adjacent to waterbodies supporting fish could impact fish . For example, 
crews working in streams may cause stream bank erosion, potentially resulting in crushing, 
burying , smothering, or displacing fish, fish fry, nesting burrows, and eggs, or microscopic flora 
and fauna food sources for fish and fry. Additionally, excessive sedimentation may degrade 
substrate and water conditions needed for reproduction , potentially causing reduced 
reproductive capacity and success. The Project may require vegetation removal within or 
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adjacent to waterbodies. This can potentially result in additional stream bank erosion . Flow 
regime changes or changes to streambed composition may affect the viability and reproductive 
capacity of fish . 

Evidence impacts would be significant: The DEIR states that the Project could impact fish 
and fish habitat both within the Project site and downstream of the Project site. The DEIR, 
however, does not provide specific mitigation measures to address potential impacts on fish. 
The Project could impact fish that are listed under CESA and ESA. The Project may impact a 
California Fully Protected species. Finally, the Project could impact fish that are Species of 
Special Concern that have yet to be evaluated (see Comment #1 ). 

Species of Special Concern : A California Species of Special Concern is a species, subspecies, 
or distinct population of an animal native to California that currently satisfies one or more of the 
following (not necessarily mutually exclusive) criteria: 

• is extirpated from the State or, in the case of birds, is extirpated in its primary season or 
breeding role; 

• is listed as ESA-, but not CESA-, threatened, or endangered; meets the State definition 
of threatened or endangered but has not formally been listed; 

• is experiencing , or formerly experienced , serious (noncyclical) population declines or 
range retractions (not reversed) that, if continued or resumed , could qualify it for State 
threatened or endangered status ; and/or, 

• has naturally small populations exhibiting high susceptibility to risk from any factor(s), 
that if realized , could lead to declines that would qualify it for CESA threatened or 
endangered status (CDFW 2021 e). 

CEQA provides protection not only for CESA-listed species, but for any species including but 
not limited to SSC which can be shown to meet the criteria for State listing. These SSC meet 
the CEQA definition of rare, threatened, or endangered species (CEQA Guidelines,§ 15380). 
Therefore, take of SSC could require a mandatory finding of significance (CEQA Guidelines , 
§ 15065). 

CESA-listed Species and ESA-listed Species: CDFW considers adverse impacts to a species 
protected by CESA to be significant without mitigation under CEQA. As to CESA, take of any 
endangered , threatened, candidate species that results from the Project is prohibited, except as 
authorized by State law (Fish & G. Code, §§ 86, 2062, 2067, 2068, 2080, 2085; Cal . Code 
Regs., tit. 14, § 786.9) . Take under ESA also includes significant habitat modification or 
degradation that could result in death or injury to a listed species by interfering with essential 
behavioral patterns such as breeding, foraging, or nesting. 

California Fully Protected Species: Take of any species designated as California Fully Protected 
under the Fish and Game Code is prohibited. CDFW cannot authorize the take of any California 
Fully Protected species as defined by State law. California Fully Protected species may not be 
taken or possessed at any time . No licenses or permits may be issued for take, except for 
collecting those species for necessary scientific research and relocation of the bird species for 
protection of livestock (Fish & G. Code , § 3511). 
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Impacts to any sensitive or special status species should be considered significant under CEQA 
unless they are clearly mitigated below a level of significance. Inadequate avoidance, 
minimization, and mitigation measures for impacts to sensitive or special status species will 
result in the Project continuing to have a substantial adverse direct, indirect, and cumulative 
effect, either directly or through habitat modifications, on any species identified as a candidate , 
sensitive, or special-status species by CDFW or USFWS. Take under ESA is more broadly 
defined than CESA. Take under ESA also includes significant habitat modification or 
degradation that could result in death or injury to a listed species by interfering with essential 
behavioral patterns such as breeding, foraging, or nesting . 

Recommended Potentially Feasible Mitigation Measure(s): 

Mitigation Measure #1: At least one year prior to starting any Project construction and 
activities , CDFW recommends Metro retain a qualified biologist to conduct season appropriate 
pre-Project presence/absence fish surveys and habitat at the Balboa Double Track Extension 
site. The survey should include areas downstream of the project site that could be impacted. 
Surveys should be performed by a qualified biologists with appropriate Scientific Collecting 
Permit. Also, surveys should be performed in consultation and coordination with CDFW. 

Mitigation Measure #2: At least one year prior to starting any Project construction and 
activities , CDFW recommends Metro retain a CDFW-approved biologist to conduct focused 
surveys for unarmored threespine stickleback where there is potential habitat at the Canyon 
Siding Extension site and any locations within the Canyon Siding Extension site that is 
hydrologically connected to the Santa Clara River. Surveys should be performed by a qualified 
biologists with appropriate Scientific Collecting Permit. Also, surveys should be performed in 
consultation and coordination with CDFW. Survey results, including negative findings, should be 
provided to CDFW. 

Mitigation Measure #3: CDFW recommends Metro coordinate with CDFW if unarmored 
threespine stickleback is found. If unarmored threespine stickleback is found , Metro should fully 
avoid all impacts to unarmored threespine stickleback and habitat supporting this California 
Fully Protected species. No work should be performed when water is present in tributaries 
supporting unarmored threespine stickleback. Also, no dewatering of tributaries should be 
performed at any time as draining water and reducing water levels could strand , injure, or cause 
mortality of unarmored threespine stickleback. 

Mitigation Measure #4: If a CESA and/or ESA-listed fish species is detected and impacts on 
those fish and habitat cannot be avoided, Metro should consult with CDFW and/or USFWS to 
obtain necessary permits for take of CESA and/or ESA-listed fish species. Metro should have a 
permit from CDFW prior to starting any Project construction and activities (See Comment #2, 
Recommendation #1 and #2). 

Mitigation Measure #5: If a Species of Special Concern is detected and impacts on those fish 
and habitat cannot be avoided, Project construction and activities may only occur after fish are 
relocated in accordance with a CDFW-approved Fish Species Relocation Plan. Metro, in 
consultation with a qualified biologist should prepare a species-specific list (or plan) of proper 
handling and relocation protocols and a map of suitable and safe relocation areas. Wildlife 
should be protected, allowed to move away on its own (non-invasive, passive relocation), or 
relocated to adjacent appropriate habitat within the open space on site or in suitable habitat 
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adjacent to the Project site (either way, at least 200 feet from the work area). Special status 
wildlife should be captured only by a qualified biologist with proper handling permits (see 
Additional Comments: Scientific Collection Permit). 

Recommendation: If the Project cannot avoid impacts on ESA-listed fish species, CDFW 
recommends Metro consult with USFWS to comply with ESA well in advance of any 
construction and activities where impacts to an ESA-listed species occur. 

Comment #6: Impacts on Coastal California Gnatcatcher 

Impacts: The Project could impact habitat supporting the California coastal gnatcatcher 
(Polioptila cafifomica califomica), which is an ESA-listed species and a California Species of 
Special Concern . 

Specific impacts: The Project could result in the clearing of habitat supporting California 
coastal gnatcatcher. 

Why impacts would occur: According to page 3.4-4 in the DEIR, critical habitat for the coastal 
California gnatcatcher is located adjacent to the Balboa Double Track Extension site and 
Canyon Siding Extension site . Coastal sage scrub may be cleared to accommodate the Project 
at the Balboa Double Track Extension site and Canyon Siding Extension site. 

Metro has proposed mitigation measure BIO-7 to address impacts on California coastal 
gnatcatcher. BIO-7 states, "All native vegetation in California gnatcatcher habitat (coastal sage 
scrub) that must be cleared for project construction must be cleared outside of breeding season 
(February 15 to August 31 ). If construction activities must take place in gnatcatcher breeding 
season , a pre-construction survey will be conducted for active nests within 500 feet of the 
construction footprint. Surveys will continue weekly throughout the breeding season. If a nest is 
found within 250 feet of ongoing project activities, Proposed Project work will cease within those 
250 feet until the nest has failed or fledged ." 

As it is currently proposed, BIO-7 does not propose to replace habitat that may be cleared . 
Habitat loss and fragmentation driven by development and agriculture continues to be a 
significant threat to the species. The temporary exclusion of Project activities within nesting 
buffers during nesting season does not constitute effective mitigation for the purposes of 
offsetting Project impacts associated with habitat loss. California coastal gnatcatchers are 
residents in coastal sage scrub habitat. Therefore, removal of habitat would result in loss of 
nesting , breeding , and foraging habitat as well as cover for California coastal gnatcatchers. 

Evidence impacts would be significant: 

A California Species of Special Concern is a species, subspecies , or distinct population of an 
animal native to California that currently satisfies one or more of the following (not necessarily 
mutually exclusive) criteria: 

®Metro 
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of threatened or endangered but has not formally been listed; 
• is experiencing , or formerly experienced, serious (noncyclical) population declines or 

range retractions (not reversed) that, if continued or resumed , could qualify it for State 
threatened or endangered status; and/or, 

• has naturally small populations exhibiting high susceptibility to risk from any factor(s), 
that if realized, could lead to declines that would qualify it for CESA threatened or 
endangered status (CDFW 2021 e). 

CEQA provides protection not only for CESA-listed species, but for any species including but 
not limited to SSC which can be shown to meet the criteria for State listing. These SSC meet 
the CEQA definition of rare, threatened, or endangered species (CEQA Guidelines, § 15380). 
Therefore, take of SSC could require a mandatory finding of significance (CEQA Guidelines, 
§ 15065). 

Additionally, CDFW considers adverse impacts to a species protected by ESA to be significant 
without mitigation under CEQA. Take under ESA also includes significant habitat modification or 
degradation that could result in death or injury to a listed species by interfering with essential 
behavioral patterns such as breeding , foraging, or nesting . 

Impacts to any sensitive or special status species should be considered significant under CEQA 
unless they are clearly mitigated below a level of significance. 

Inadequate avoidance, minimization, and mitigation measures for impacts to sensitive or special 
status species will result in the Project continuing to have a substantial adverse direct, indirect, 
and cumulative effect, either directly or through habitat modifications, on any species identified 
as a candidate, sensitive, or special-status species by CDFW or USFWS. 

Recommended Potentially Feasible Mitigation Measure(s): 

Mitigation Measure #1: CDFW recommends Metro retain a qualified biologist with a 
gnatcatcher survey permit. The qualified biologist should survey the Project site and adjacent 
areas to determine presence/absence of gnatcatcher. The qualified biologist should conduct 
surveys according to USFWS Coastal California Gnatcatcher (Polioptila califomica califomica) 
Presence/Absence Survey Guidelines (USFWS 1997). The survey protocol requires a minimum 
of six surveys conducted at least one week apart from March 15 through June 30 and a 
minimum of nine surveys at least two weeks apart from July 1 through March 14. The protocol 
should be followed for all surveys unless otherwise authorized by the USFWS in writing 
(USFWS 1997). CDFW recommends gnatcatcher surveys be conducted and USFWS notified 
(per protocol guidance) prior to staring any Project construction and activities within and 
adjacent to California coastal gnatcatcher habitat. 

Mitigation Measure #2: Where Project construction and activities would occur within and/or 
adjacent California coastal gnatcatcher habitat, CDFW recommends Metro avoid work from 
February 15 through August 31 . 

Mitigation Measure #3: CDFW recommends Metro avoid clearing, removing , or cutting any 
California coastal gnatcatcher habitat. 
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Mitigation Measure #4: If Metro removes California coastal gnatcatcher habitat, CDFW 
recommends Metro mitigate for impacts at no less than 2:1 so that there is no net loss of habitat 
supporting an SSC and ESA-listed species . Mitigation lands should occur within the same 
watershed, and support California coastal gnatcatcher habitat of similar vegetation composition, 
density, coverage, and species richness and abundance. 

Recommendation: If the Project cannot avoid impacts on ESA-listed species per Mitigation 
Measures #2 and #3, CDFW recommends Metro consult with USFWS to comply with ESA well 
in advance of any construction and activities where impacts to an ESA-listed species occur. 

Comment #7: Impacts on Sensitive Plant Communities 

Issue: The Project could impact sensitive plant communities. 
Specific impacts: The Project could remove Southern California black walnut trees (Jug/ans 
californica) and California walnut groves (Jug/ans californica Forest and Woodland Alliance). 
The Project could also remove coast live oak trees (Quercus agrifolia) and coast live oak 
woodlands (Quercus agrifolia Woodland Alliance) (Sawyer et al. 2009) . 

Why impacts would occur: The Balboa Double Track Extension site has southern California 
black walnut trees and coast live oak trees. The Canyon Siding Extension site has coast live 
oak trees. Project construction and activities such as tree removal , grading; digging and 
trenching to install underground infrastructure (e.g., fiber optic cables); and construction of 
retaining walls could result in injury, mortality, and loss of individual trees as well as result in the 
loss of acres of a sensitive plant community. According to the Tree Survey/Impacts Assessment 
Technical Memo, "the improvements at the Balboa Double Track Extension and the Canyon 
Siding Extension sites include steep and undulating terrain within chapparal ecosystems. This 
could result in impacts to protected trees including Coast Live Oak and California Black Walnut." 
Also, these trees [at the Balboa Double Track Extension site] in particular (Coast Live Oaks and 
Southern California Black Walnut) exist on steep slopes that may be subject to grading in 
proposed construction activities ." Lastly, "the greatest number of trees that could be impacted 
by the proposed railway improvements, are at the Canyon Siding Extension site (Appendix C), 
including Coast Live Oak saplings that were observed east of the Santa Clarita station platform." 

The Project has provided mitigation measure BIO-13 to address impacts on native trees. BIO-
13, as it is currently proposed, does not provide mitigation for impacts on sensitive plant 
communities . Furthermore, through the Project's BIO-16, native trees, which may include 
southern California black walnut trees and coast live oak trees, could be replaced with "native 
drought tolerant trees of comparable size to the impact trees." The Project could result in net 
loss of native trees and sensitive plant communities by not mitigating for impacts on sensitive 
plant communities and potentially replacing southern California black walnut trees and coast live 
oak trees with a different species of tree. 

Evidence impacts would be significant: The southern California black walnut has a California 
Rare Plant Rank (CRPR) of 4.2 (Calflora 2021 b). The southern California black walnut is a 
species of local significance; a species of limited distribution; and a species that is moderately 
threatened in California (CNPS 2021 ). CDFW considers California walnut groves to be a 
Sensitive Natural Communities with a State Rarity Ranking of S3 (CDFW 2021c; Sawyer et 
al . 2009) . Southern California black walnut and California walnut groves meet the definition of 
endangered, rare, or threatened Species under CEQA (CEQA Guidelines, § 15380). 
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Accordingly, impacts on southern California black walnut trees and California walnut groves 
could be significant under CEQA [CEQA Guidelines, §§ 15002(g), 15065, 153820]. 
CDFW considers coast live oak woodlands to be a sensitive plant community. Oak woodlands 
serve several important ecological functions such as protecting soils from erosion and land 
sliding ; regulating water flow in watersheds; and maintaining water quality in streams and rivers . 
Oak woodlands also have higher levels of biodiversity than any other terrestrial ecosystem in 
California (Block et al. 1990). Oak trees provide nesting and perching habitat for approximately 
170 species of birds (Griffin and Muick 1990). For these reasons, CDFW recommends that 
impacts on oak woodlands be mitigated. Moreover, oak trees and woodlands are protected by 
the Oak Woodlands Conservation Act (pursuant under Fish and Game Code sections 1360-
1372) and Public Resources Code section 21083.4 due to the historic and on-going loss of 
these resources. 
Inadequate avoidance, minimization, and mitigation measures for impacts on southern 
California black walnut, California walnut groves, and coast live oak woodlands may result in the 
Project continuing to have a substantial adverse direct, indirect, and cumulative effect, either 
directly or through habitat modifications, on any species identified as a candidate , sensitive, or 
special status species in local or regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by CDFW. 

Recommended Potentially Feasible Mitigation Measure(s): 

Mitigation Measure #1: CDFW recommends Metro replace no less than three trees for every 
one southern California black walnut and coast live oak tree that is removed. Mitigation at 3:1 
would account for loss of large, heritage-sized trees, rare and sensitive tree species, and trees 
that are known to provide habitat value for wildlife . 

Mitigation Measure #2: CDFW recommends Metro create or restore no less than one acre for 
every one acre of impact on a sensitive plant community. Metro should create or restore no less 
than two acres for impacts on a sensitive plant community that consists of heritage-sized trees, 
vigorous trees, or seedlings/saplings , the latter indicating a healthy, self-recruiting 
population/plant community. Mitigation should be provided on lands within the same watershed 
as the area impacted. The density of trees at the mitigation site should be at least the same as 
the density of trees in the habitat that was impacted. The mitigation site should also provide the 
same understory species as found in the impacted area. 

Mitigation Measure #3: CDFW recommends Metro modify BIO-16 by including the underlined 
language and removing the language with strikethrough: "Replace impacted trees that cannot 
be saved with trees of nati1,o cfrought tolerant trees of somparablo size to tho impastod trees the 
same genus, species, and variety (if applicable) as the tree that is removed. Replacement trees 
shall be locally sourced from within the same watershed and not from a supplier. Replacement 
trees shall come from a local native plant nursery that implements Phytophthora/Clean Nursery 
Stock protocols." 

Mitigation Measure #4: CDFW recommends that all tree material, especially tree material 
infected with pests, pathogens, and diseases, is left on site, chipping the material for use as 
ground cover or mulch. 
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Additional Recommendations 

Scientific Collecting Permit. The Project may require capture, handling, and relocation of wildlife. 
Pursuant to the California Code of Regulations, title 14, section 650. Accordingly, 
Metro/qualified biologist must obtain appropriate handling permits to capture, temporarily 
possess , and relocate wildlife to avoid harm or mortality in connection with Project construction 
and activities. Please visit CDFW's Scientific Collecting Permit webpage for information 
(CDFW 2021f) . An LSA Agreement may provide similar take or possession of species as 
described in the conditions of the Agreement (see Comment #4: Lake or Streambed Alteration). 

CDFW has the authority to issue permits for the take or possession of wildlife, including 
mammals; birds, nests, and eggs; reptiles, amphibians, fish , plants; and invertebrates (Fish & G. 
Code, §§ 1002, 1002.5, 1003). Effective October 1, 2018, a Scientific Collecting Permit is 
required to monitor project impacts on wildlife resources , as required by environmental 
documents , permits, or other legal authorizations; and, to capture, temporarily possess, and 
relocate wildlife to avoid harm or mortality in connection with otherwise lawful activities (Cal. 
Code Regs., tit. 14, § 650) . 

Data. CEQA requires that information developed in environmental impact reports and negative 
declarations be incorporated into a database [i.e., California Natural Diversity Database] which 
may be used to make subsequent or supplemental environmental determinations [Pub. 
Resources Code,§ 21003, subd. (e)]. Accordingly, please report any special status species 
detected by completing and submitting CNDDB Field Survey Forms (CDFW 2021g). Metro 
should ensure the data has been properly submitted, with all data fields applicable filled out, 
prior to finalizing/adopting the environmental document. The data entry should also list pending 
development as a threat and then update this occurrence after impacts have occurred . Metro 
should provide CDFW with confirmation of data submittal. 

Mitigation and Monitoring Reporting Plan. CDFW recommends Metro update the Project's 
proposed Biological Resources Mitigation Measures and condition the environmental document 
to include mitigation measures recommended in this letter. CDFW provides comments to assist 
Metro in developing mitigation measures that are specific, detailed (i.e., responsible party, 
timing, specific actions, location), and clear for a measure to be fully enforceable and 
implemented successfully via a mitigation monitoring and/or reporting program (CEQA 
Guidelines, § 15097; Pub. Resources Code,§ 21081.6). Metro is welcome to coordinate with 
CDFW to further review and refine the Project's mitigation measures. Per Public Resources 
Code section 21081 .6(a)(1 ), CDFW has provided Metro with a summary of our suggested 
mitigation measures and recommendations in the form of an attached Draft Mitigation and 
Monitoring Reporting Plan (MMRP; Attachment A). 

Filing Fees 

The Project, as proposed, would have an impact on fish and/or wildlife, and assessment of filing 
fees is necessary. Fees are payable upon filing of the Notice of Determination by the Los 
Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority and serve to help defray the cost of 
environmental review by CDFW. Payment of the fee is required for the underlying Project 
approval to be operative, vested , and final (Cal. Code Regs ., tit. 14, § 753.5; Fish & G. Code, 
§ 711.4; Pub. Resources Code, § 21089). 
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Conclusion 

We appreciate the opportunity to comment on the Project to assist the Los Angeles County 
Metropolitan Transportation Authority in adequately analyzing and minimizing/mitigating impacts 
to biological resources. CDFW requests an opportunity to review and comment on any response 
that the Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority has to our comments and to 
receive notification of any forthcoming hearing date(s) for the Project [CEQA Guidelines, 
§ 15073(e)]. If you have any questions or comments regarding this letter, please contact Ruby 
Kwan-Davis, Senior Environmental Scientist (Specialist), at Ruby.Kwan-Davis@wildlife .ca.gov 
or (562) 619-2230. 

Sincerely, 

GDocuSignied by: 

g..,,,.,,,,,,, U'.:t.o-&i,.:.. 
66E58CFE24724F5 ... 

Erinn Wilson-Olgin 
Environmental Program Manager I 
South Coast Region 

ec: CDFW 
Erinn Wilson-Olgin , Los Alamitos - Erinn.Wison-Olgin@wildlife.ca.gov 
Victoria Tang, Los Alamitos - Victoria.Tang@wildlife.ca.gov 
Ruby Kwan-Davis, Los Alamitos - Ruby. Kwan-Davis@wildlife.ca.gov 
Felicia Silva, Los Alamitos - Felicia.Silva@wildlife.ca.gov 
Julisa Portugal , Los Alamitos - Julisa.Portugal@wildlife.ca.gov 
Frederic Rieman, Los Alamitos - Frederic.Rieman@wildlife.ca .gov 
Emily Galli , Los Alamitos - Emily.Galli@wildlife.ca.gov 
Susan Howell , San Diego - Susan.Howell@wildlife.ca.gov 
CEQA Program Coordinator, Sacramento - CEQACommentLetters@wildlife.ca.gov 

State Clearinghouse, Office of Planning and Research - State.Clearinghouse@opr.ca.gov 
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Attachment A: Draft Mitigation and Monitoring Reporting Plan 

Biological Resources (BIO) 

Mitigation Measure (MM) or Recommendation (REC) 

Prior to Project construction and activities at the Balboa Double 
Track Extension site, a qualified biologist shall conduct protocol 

MM-8I0-1 surveys for least Bell's vireo. All riparian areas and any other 
Impacts on potential least Bell's vireo habitat shall be surveyed at least eight 
Least Bell's times during the period from April 10 to July 31. Survey results, 
Vireo-Surveys including negative findings, shall be submitted to CDFW and 

USFWs within 45 calendar days following the completion of 
protocol-level survevs. 

MM-8I0-2 
Impacts on If least Bell's vireo is detected no work shall occur during the least 
Least Bell's Bell's vireo nesting season (April 10 to July 31 ). This shall include 
Vireo- staging , mobilization, and site preparation . 
Avoidance 
MM-8I0-3 
Impacts on 
Least Bell's No habitat supporting least Bell's vireo shall be removed. 
Vireo-
Avoidance 

MM-8I0-4 If least Bell's vireo is detected and work must occur during the 

Impacts on least Bell's vireo nesting season for the duration of the Project, 

Least Bell's and/or if habitat supporting least Bell's vireo needs to be removed , 

Vireo-Incidental Metro shall seek appropriate take authorization under CESA. 

Take Permit Metro shall have a permit from CDFW prior to starting any Project 
construction and activities. 

Timing Responsible Party 

Prior to 
Project Los Angeles 
construction 
and activities County 

at the Balboa 
Metropolitan 

Double Track Transportation 

Extension 
Authority (Metro) 

site 

Before/ 
During 
construction 

Metro 

and activities 

Before/ 
During 
construction Metro 

and activities 

Prior to 
starting any 
Project Metro 
construction 
and 
activities. 
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There shall be no impacts on western Joshua trees and seedbank. 
MM-B10-5- No access will be allowed from Yucca Ave/West Milling Street. No 
Impacts on activities shall occur within a 290-foot radius of the western Joshua 
Western Joshua tree to avid impacts to the tree and potential seedbank. This shall 
Tree-Avoidance include no site access, vehicle parking, staging areas, refueling, 

and any activities that may result in ground disturbance_ 

MM-B10-6-
Impacts on 
Western Joshua If necessary, Metro shall seek appropriate take authorization under 

Tree-CESA CESA before starting any construction and activities where 

Incidental Take 
impacts to the western Joshua tree and seedbank will occur. 

Permit 

MM-B10-7-
Impacts on Metro shall notify CDFW pursuant to Fish and Game Code section 
Streams and 1600 et seq. Metro shall obtain an LSA Agreement before starting 
Riparian any Project construction and activities where impacts on streams 
habitat-LSA may occur. 
Notification 

The LSA Notification shall include the following information and 
analyses: 

MM-B10-8- 1) Quantification of the linear feet of streams and area of 
Impacts on associated riparian vegetation that would be impacted. P 
Streams and 2) An analysis providing information on whether impacts to 
Riparian streams within the immediate project area could cause impacts 
habitat-LSA downstream where there is hydrologic connectivity; 
Notification 3) A hydrological evaluation of the 100, 50 , 25, 10, 5, and 2-year 

frequency storm event for existing and proposed conditions to 
orovide information on how water and sediment is conveved 

Before/ 
During Metro 
construction 
and activities 

Before 
starting any 
construction 
and activities 
where Metro 
impacts to 
western 
Joshua tree 
will occur 
Prior to 
starting any 
Project 
construction 
and activities Metro 
where 
impacts on 
streams may 
occur 

Prior to 
starting any 
Project 
construction 
and activities Metro 
where 
impacts on 
streams may 
occur 
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through the Project site; 
4) A scour analysis demonstrating that stream banks, bed, and 

channel would not erode and be impaired (e.g. , aggrade, 
incised) as a result of Project activities; 

5) An analysis demonstrating that the Project would not impact 
stream underflow supporting riparian vegetation; 

6) Identification, analysis , and discussion of potential impacts on 
streams and associated vegetation as a result of upland 
Project construction and activities; 

7) Specific activities and actions Metro proposes to take to 
mitigate for impacts on streams and riparian vegetation, 
specifically, actions to control invasive plants and animals and 
reintroducing native biota; and, 

8) A complete description of routine maintenance activities that 
may be required for the life of the Project including measures 
to avoid impacts on streams and riparian vegetation during 
routine maintenance activities occurring for the life of the 
Project. 

MM-BIO-9-
Impacts on Metro shall provide no less than 2:1 for impacts on streams and 
Streams and associated riparian plant community. Metro shall provide additional 
Riparian mitigation for impacts on riparian plant communities that have a 
habitat- State Rarity Ranking of S1 and S2 and an additional ranking of 0.1 
Compensatory and 0.2. 
mitiaation 

MM-BIO-10-
Metro shall retain a qualified biologist(s) to perform species 

Impacts on 
specific surveys as described under Mitigation Measure #1, 

Streams and 
Mitigation Measure #11 and Mitigation Measure #12 and 

Riparian provide survey results, including negative findings, as part of the 

habitat-Species LSA Notification . Survey reports shall include information on 
habitat within the Project site and whether the Project would impact 

surveys 
habitat supporting those species . 

During 
Project Metro 
construction 
and activities 

Prior to LSA 
Notification 

Prior to 
starting any Metro 
Project 
construction 
and activities 
where 
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At least one year prior to starting any Project construction and 
activities, qualified biologist shall conduct season appropriate pre-

MM-BI0-11- Project presence/absence fish surveys and habitat at the Balboa 
Impacts on Double Track Extension site_ Surveys shall be performed by a 
Fish-Surveys qualified biologists with appropriate Scientific Collecting Permit. 

Also, surveys shall be performed in consultation and coordination 
with CDFW. 

At least one year prior to starting any Project construction and 
activities, a CDFW-approved biologist shall conduct focused 

MM-BI0-12- surveys for unarmored threespine stickleback where there is 
Impacts on potential habitat at the Canyon Siding Extension site and any 
Fish-Surveys- locations within the Canyon Siding Extension site that is 
unarmored hydrologically connected to the Santa Clara River. Surveys shall 
threespine be performed by a qualified biologists with appropriate Scientific 
stickleback Collecting Permit. Also, surveys shall be performed in consultation 

and coordination with CDFW. Survey results, including negative 
findinas, shall be provided to CDFW. 
Metro shall coordinate with CDFW if unarmored threespine 

MM-BI0-13- stickleback is found. If unarmored threespine stickleback is found, 

Impacts on Metro shall fully avoid all impacts to unarmored threespine 

Fish- stickleback and habitat supporting this California Fully Protected 

unarmored species. No work shall be performed when water is present in 

threespine 
tributaries supporting unarmored threespine stickleback. Also, no 

stickleback 
dewatering of tributaries shall be performed at any time as draining 
water and reducing water levels could strand , injure, or cause 
mortality of unarmored threespine stickleback. 

MM-BI0-14- If a CESA and/or ESA-listed fish species is detected and impacts 
Impacts on on those fish and habitat cannot be avoided, Metro shall consult 
Fish-CESA and with CDFW and/or USFWS to obtain necessary permits for take of 

impacts on 
streams may 
occur 
Prior to LSA 
Notification 

At least one 
year prior to Metro 
starting any 
Project 
construction 
and activities 

Prior to LSA 
Notification 

At least one 
year prior to Metro 
starting any 
Project 
construction 
and activities 

Prior 
to/During 
Project Metro 
construction 
and activities 

Prior to 
starting any Metro 
Project 
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ESA-listed CESA and/or ESA-listed fish species. Metro shall have a permit 
species from CDFW and/or USFWS prior to starting any Project 

construction and activities. 

If a Species of Special Concern is detected and impacts on those 
fish and habitat cannot be avoided, Project construction and 
activities shall only occur after fish are relocated in accordance 
with a CDFW-approved Fish Species Relocation Plan. Metro, in 

MM-BI0-15-
consultation with a qualified biologist shall prepare a species-

Impacts on specific list (or plan} of proper handling and relocation protocols 

Fish-Species of and a map of suitable and safe relocation areas. Wildlife shall be 

Special Concern protected, allowed to move away on its own (non-invasive, passive 
relocation}, or relocated to adjacent appropriate habitat within the 
open space on site or in suitable habitat adjacent to the Project site 
(either way, at least 200 feet from the work area}. Special status 
wildlife shall be captured only by a qualified biologist with proper 
handlinq permits. 
Metro shall retain a qualified biologist with a gnatcatcher survey 
permit. The qualified biologist shall survey the Project site and 

MM-BI0-16- adjacent areas to determine presence/absence of gnatcatcher. 
Impacts on The qualified biologist shall conduct surveys according to USFWS 
California Coastal California Gnatcatcher (Polioptila californica californica) 
coastal Presence/Absence Survey Guidelines. The protocol shall be 
gnatcatcher- followed for all surveys unless otherwise authorized by the USFWS 
Protocol in writing_ Gnatcatcher surveys shall be conducted and USFWS 
Surveys notified (per protocol guidance) prior to staring any Project 

construction and activities within and adjacent to California coastal 
q natcatcher habitat. 

construction 
and activities 
if a permit 
from CDFW 
and/or 
USFWS is 
needed 

Prior to 
starting any 
Project 
construction 
and activities 

Metro 
After CDFW 
approval of a 
Fish Species 
Relocation 
Plan 

Prior to 
staring any 
Project 
construction 
and activities 
within and Metro 
adjacent to 
California 
coastal 
gnatcatcher 
habitat. 



A
ntelope V

alley Line C
apacity and S

ervice Im
provem

ents P
rogram

 
 

F
inal E

IR
  

3. R
esponses to C

om
m

ents 

P
age 3-32  

  

e 
3:: 
('I) 
..+ ., 
o. 

DocuSign Envelope ID: 2F2DF89F-339D-4CB1 -AF20-97DCB238CD81 

Brian Balderrama 
Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
September 10, 2021 
Page 29 of 34 

MM-BIO-17-
Impacts on 

Where Project construction and activities would occur within and/or 
California 

adjacent California coastal gnatcatcher habitat, no work shall occur 
coastal 
gnatcatcher- work from February 15 through August 31 . 

Avoidance 
MM-BIO-18-
Impacts on There shall be no clearing , removing, or cutting any California 
California 

coastal gnatcatcher habitat. 
coastal 
gnatcatcher-
Habitat 
MM-BIO-19-
Impacts on Metro shall mitigate for loss of any California coastal gnatcatcher 
California habitat. at no less than 2:1 so that there is no net loss of habitat 
coastal supporting an SSC and ESA-listed species. Mitigation lands shall 
gnatcatcher- occur within the same watershed, and support California coastal 
Compensatory gnatcatcher habitat of similar vegetation composition, density, 
mitiaation coveraae, and species richness and abundance. 
MM-BIO-20-
Impacts on 
Sensitive Plant Metro shall replace no less than three trees for every one southern 
Communities- California black walnut and coast live oak tree that is removed. 
Tree 
replacement 

Metro shall create or restore no less than one acre for every one 
acre of impact on a sensitive plant community. Metro shall create 

MM-BIO-21- or restore no less than two acres for impacts on a sensitive plant 
Impacts on community that consists of that consists of heritage-sized trees, 
Sensitive Plant vigorous trees, or seedlings/saplings. Mitigation shall be provided 
Communities on lands within the same watershed as the area impacted. The 

density of trees at the mitigation site shall be at least the same as 
the density of trees in the habitat that was impacted. The mitiqation 
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and activities 

During 
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During 
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construction 
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site shall also provide the same understory species as found in the 
impacted area. 

Replace impacted trees that cannot be saved with trees of the 
MM-BI0-22- same genus, species, and variety (if applicable) as the tree that is 
Impacts on removed. Replacement trees shall be locally sourced from within 
Sensitive Plant the same watershed and not from a supplier. Replacement trees 
Communities shall come from a local native plant nursery that implements 

Phvtophthora/Clean Nursery Stock protocols. 

MM-BI0-23-
All tree material , especially tree material infected with pests, 

Impacts on 
pathogens, and diseases, shall be left on site, chipping the Sensitive Plant 

Communities 
material for use as ground cover or mulch . 

Metro should provide a biological assessment analyzing and 
discussing the Project's potential impacts on the State's biological 
resources. The assessment should provide the following 
information supported by a thorough literature review: 

1) A complete, recent , assessment of rare, threatened, and 
endangered, and other sensitive species on site and within 
the area of potential effect, including California Species of 
Special Concern and California Fully Protected Species. 

REC-1 - Species to be addressed should include all those which 
Biological meet the CEQA definition of endangered, rare, or 
Assessment threatened species . Seasonal variations in use of land 

around the three capital improvements should also be 
addressed. CDFW's California Natural Diversity Database 
in Sacramento should be contacted to obtain current 
information on any previously reported sensitive species 
and habitat. At a minimum, CDFW recommends searching 
the following quadrangles: Balboa Double Track Extension 
(Oak Mountain and San Fernando quadrangles); Canyon 
Sidina Extension (Newhall and Mint Canvon auadrangles\; 
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Lancaster Terminal Improvements (Lancaster East and 
Lancaster West quadrangles). 

2) A thorough , recent, floristic-based assessment of special 
status plants and natural communities following COFW's 
Protocols for Surveying and Evaluating lm12acts to S12ecial 
Status Native Plant PoQulations and Sensitive Natural 
Communities . Adjoining habitat areas should be included 
where Project construction and activities could lead to 
direct or indirect impacts off site . 

3) Floristic, alliance- and/or association-based mapping and 
vegetation impact assessments conducted at the Project 
site and within the neighboring vicinity. The Manual of 
California Vegetation , second edition, should also be used 
to inform this mapping and assessment. CDFW tracks plant 
communities and rare plant communities using the Manual 
of California Vegetation classification system only. 
Adjoining habitat areas should be included in this 
assessment where site activities could lead to direct or 
indirect impacts offsite. 

4) A rare plant assessment using online databases for rare, 
threatened , and endangered plants, including the California 
Native Plant Society Online Inventory of Rare and 
Endangered Plants of California as well as the Calflora's 
Information on Wild California Plants database. 

5) A complete assessment of potential impacts on California 
Terrestrial and Vernal Pool Invertebrates of Conservation 
Priority that may occur on site and within the area of 
potential effect. 

Metro should recirculate the Project's CEQA document after 
REC-2- revising the CEQA document to provide more information as to the 
Recirculate Project's impacts on the State's biological resources _ Metro should 
CEQA provide measures to avoid, minimize, and/or mitigate for potentially 
document significant effects on biological resources that were not previously 

identified. 

Prior to 
finalizing 
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document 



A
ntelope V

alley Line C
apacity and S

ervice Im
provem

ents P
rogram

 
 

F
inal E

IR
  

3. R
esponses to C

om
m

ents 

P
age 3-35  

  

e 
3:: 
('I) 
..+ ., 
o. 

DocuSign Envelope ID: 2F2DF89F-339D-4CB1 -AF20-97DCB238CD81 

Brian Balderrama 
Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
September 10, 2021 
Page 32 of 34 

If the Project would impact least Bell's vireo, early consultation with 
CDFW is encouraged, as significant modification to a Project and 
mitigation measures may be required to obtain a CESA Permit. 
Appropriate authorization from CDFW may include an Incidental 
Take Permit or a Consistency Determination in certain 
circumstances, among other options [Fish & G. Code, §§ 2080.1 , 
2081, subds. (b) and (c)]. 

REC-3-lmpacts 
on Least Bell's Revisions to the Fish and Game Code, effective January 1998, 
Vireo may require that CDFW issue a separate CEQA document for the 

issuance of an Incidental Take Permit unless the Project CEQA 
document addresses all Project impacts to CESA-listed species 
and specifies a mitigation monitoring and reporting program that 
will meet the requirements of an Incidental Take Permit. For these 
reasons, biological mitigation monitoring and reporting proposals 
should be of sufficient detail and resolution to satisfy the 
requirements for a CESA Incidental Take Permit. 
CDFW's issuance of an LSA Agreement for a project that is 
subject to CEQA will require CEQA compliance actions by CDFW 
as a Responsible Agency_ As a Responsible Agency, CDFW may 
consider the CEQA document from Metro for the Project. To 

REC-4-LSA minimize additional requirements by CDFW pursuant to Fish and 

Notification- Game Code section 1600 et seq. and/or under CEQA, the CEQA 

Revise CEQA document should fully identify the potential impacts to the stream 

document or riparian resources and provide adequate avoidance, mitigation, 
monitoring, and reporting commitments for issuance of the LSA 
Agreement. As such, Metro should consider CDFW's comments 
and revise the DEIR by incorporating the mitigation measures 
recommended in this letter into the Project's final environmental 
document. 

REC-5-Routine If the Project would require routine maintenance of the new rail line 
maintenance- adjacent to streams and riparian vegetation at the Balboa Double 
Revise CEQA Track Extension and Canyon Siding Extension sites, Metro should 
document revise the DEIR to provide details of those routine maintenance 
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activities . The DEIR should discuss potential impacts on biological 
resources during those routine maintenance activities and provide 
measures to mitiqate those impacts. 
Metro should revise BIO-8, BIO-9, and BIO-10 to provide more 
clarification on specific actions and success criteria that each 
measure would implement and seek to achieve. As to BIO-8, at a 
minimum, Metro should state what invasive plant and animal 
species would be controlled , using what means, and where those 

REC-6-Revise 
species would be controlled . As to BIO-9, at a minimum, Metro 

CEQA should state what specific actions would occur if a qualified 

document biologists determined that disturbance in upland areas would 
impact riparian areas and wetlands_ Finally, as to BIO-10, Metro 
should state what native biota would be reintroduced , using what 
means, where plants would be sourced, and where those species 
would be reintroduced_ Following recommended revisions to BIO-
8, BIO-9, and BIO-10, CDFW recommends Metro recirculate the 
CEQA document for public review and commentinq. 

REC-7-lmpacts 
If the Project cannot avoid impacts on ESA-listed fish species , 

on Endangered 
Species Act- Metro should consult with USFWS to comply with ESA well in 

listed species-
advance of any construction and activities where impacts to an 

fish ESA-listed species occur. 

REC-8-lmpacts 
on Endangered 

If the Project cannot avoid impacts on California coastal Species Act-
listed species-

gnatcatcher, Metro should consult with USFWS to comply with 

California ESA well in advance of any construction and activities where 

coastal impacts to an ESA-listed species occur. 

gnatcatcher 
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REC-9-Scientific Metro shall retain a qualified biologist with appropriate handling 

Collecting permits, or shall obtain appropriate handling permits to capture, 
temporarily possess, and relocate wildlife to avoid harm or 

Permit 
mortality in connection with Project construction and activities. 

Metro should ensure sensitive and special status species data has 

REC-10-Data been properly submitted to the California Natural Diversity 
Database with all data fields applicable filled out. Mero should 
provide CDFW with confirmation of data submittal. 

REC-11-
Metro should update the Project's proposed Biological Resources Mitigation and 

Monitoring Mitigation Measures and condition the environmental document to 

Reporting Plan 
include mitigation measures recommended in this letter_ 

species 
occur 
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starting any 
construction 
and activities Metro 
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Letter No. 1 

Erinn Wilson-Olgin 
California Department of Fish & Wildlife 
South Coast Region 
3883 Ruffin Road 
San Diego, CA 92123 

1-1. The comment provides an introduction to the letter, establishes California 
Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) regulatory authority and role as a 
Responsible Agency, and provides a summary of the Proposed Project. Metro 
appreciates CDFW’s input on the Proposed Project and assistance in developing the 
mitigation measures necessary to protect the State’s biological resources.  

1-2 The comment establishes that CDFW attended a site visit with Metro staff on 
September 8, 2021 and offers its comments and recommendations based on a 
review of the Draft EIR, supporting technical studies, and the September 8, 2021 site 
visit. The intent of the comments contained in the letter is to assist Metro in 
adequately identifying, avoiding, and/or mitigating the Proposed Project’s significant, 
or potentially significant, direct, and indirect impacts on biological resources. Metro 
acknowledges CDFW’s efforts to provide detailed comment on the Proposed 
Project’s potential impacts on biological resources and recommended mitigation 
measures to address such impacts. 

1-3 The comment states that the Draft EIR is missing information as the Proposed 
Project’s potentially significant impacts on biological resources.  The comment goes 
on to list animal and plant species that may be present in the project area identified 
through review of the California Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB) and states that 
the Draft EIR did not consider potential impacts to these species. The comment 
specifies various aspects of the Proposed Project’s construction activities that could 
affect sensitive biological resources and identifies western spadefoot as a species 
known to occur in the hillside slopes along the Canyon Siding Extension site and 
identifies proposed grading activities as a potential cause for impacts to the species. 
Metro has conducted a review of the CNDDB and included the results of such review 
in the Final EIR. Further additional analysis to address CDFW concerns related to 
the information in the Draft EIR has been provided in the Final EIR, including 
description of potential impacts to a variety of species listed in the CNDDB review.  
Finally, while Metro acknowledges CDFW’s concerns and has incorporated CDFW’s 
various recommended mitigation measures into the Final EIR, the analysis contained 
in the Draft EIR determined that impacts on special status species were potentially 
significant and expressed that impacts on any state-listed endangered, threatened, 
rare, or candidate species, would require a permit from CDFW before the Proposed 
Project could proceed.  Chapter 2.0, Corrections and Additions, of this Final EIR 
provides discussion of the CNDDB review, additional impact analysis, revisions to 
mitigation measures in the Draft EIR, as well as additional mitigation measures 
recommended in CDFW’s comment letter.  

®Metro 



Antelope Valley Line Capacity and Service Improvements Program  
Final EIR  3. Responses to Comments 

Page 3-39 

1-4 The comment recommends that a biological assessment be completed with a 
description of the recommended contents of such an assessment. As discussed 
during the September 8 field visit and the comment, site access restrictions made a 
biological assessment difficult to perform, namely on-site species presence surveys 
or on-site floristic assessments. However, Metro has included Mitigation Measure 
BIO-12, as described in Chapter 2.0, Corrections and Additions and incorporated 
into Chapter 4.0, Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program, of this Final EIR, to 
ensure that a qualified biologist with access to the rail right-of-way (ROW) conducts a 
field assessment for the presence/absence of biological resources in the next phase 
of project planning. With Mitigation Measure BIO-12, in concert with additional 
mitigation measures recommended by CDFW, Metro believes the potential impacts 
to biological resources would be adequately mitigated or avoided.  

1-5 The comment recommends that the Draft EIR be recirculated pursuant to 
Section 15088.5 of the CEQA Guidelines. As discussed in Chapter 1.0, Introduction, of 
the Draft EIR, the Proposed Project is exempt from the requirements of CEQA under 
Section 21080 (b)(10) of the California Public Resources Code (PRC) and this EIR 
has been prepared voluntarily by Metro. Metro intends to ensure that all Project-
related impacts are adequately mitigated and has thus incorporated the other 
recommendations provided in CDFW’s comment letter. As described previously, the 
Draft EIR did identify potentially significant impacts to biological resources under 
Impacts 3.4-1, 3.4-2, 3.4-3, 3.4-4, and 3.4-5 and identified mitigation measures to 
address said impacts.  With the mitigation measures recommended by CDFW 
incorporated, Metro believes that that all potential impacts to biological resources 
would be adequately addressed.  

1-6 The comment identifies the least Bell’s vireo as a California Endangered Species Act 
(CESA) and federal Endangered Species Act (ESA) -listed species that could be 
potentially impacted by the Proposed Project.  The comment goes on to describe 
known occurrence of the species in the vicinity of the Balboa Double Track site and 
describes aspects of the Proposed Project that may result in significant impacts to 
the species. Metro agrees that given the known occurrence of the least Bell’s vireo in 
the vicinity of the Balboa Double Track site that there is potential for Project 
construction activities to result in significant impacts to the species or its habitat. 
Additional analysis describing these potential impacts has been added to the Final 
EIR and is included in Chapter 2.0, Corrections and Additions, of this Final EIR. 

1-7 The comment recommends three mitigation measures to address potential impacts 
to least Bell’s vireo. Metro has incorporated CDFW’s recommended mitigation 
measures into Mitigation Measure BIO-8 in this Final EIR and is included in 
Chapter 2.0, Corrections and Additions and incorporated into Chapter 4.0, Mitigation 
Monitoring and Reporting Program.  

1-8 The comment recommends that Metro consult with USFWS to comply with the ESA 
in advance of any construction activities proposed for the Project. Metro agrees that 
early consultation with USFWS would be required if impacts to any ESA-listed 
species would result from the Proposed Project and such consultation would take 
place following implementation of Mitigation Measure BIO-8 or any other mitigation 
identified in the Final EIR that results in identification of ESA species. 
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1-9 The comment states that the Proposed Project could impact the western Joshua tree 
identified at the Canyon Siding Extension site and lists potential construction 
activities that could result in such impacts. Current design does not indicate that any 
construction activities, including site access would occur in the vicinity of the 
identified western Joshua tree and the Final EIR has included additional discussion 
to this effect. See Chapter 2.0, Corrections and Additions for an updated discussion 
of the identified western Joshua tree 

1-10 The comment recommends mitigation measures to ensure avoidance of the 
identified western Joshua tree near the Canyon Siding Extension site.  To ensure 
that impacts to the identified western Joshua tree are avoided, Metro has 
incorporated CDFW’s recommended mitigation measures into the Final EIR as 
Mitigation Measure BIO-9. See Chapter 2.0, Corrections and Additions for updated 
discussion of the identified western Joshua tree, including description of Mitigation 
Measures BIO-9. 

1-11 The comment states that impacts to streams would be subject to a Lake and 
Streambed Alteration (LSA) agreement notification under Fish and Game Code 
Section 1602 et seq. The comment goes on to describe various potential impacts to 
streams identified in the Draft EIR and discusses how Draft EIR Mitigation Measures 
BIO-8, BIO-9, and BIO-10 would be inadequate to address potential impacts to 
streams and riparian habitat. Metro agrees that diversion, obstruction, fill, or changes 
to the coarse, bed, or banks of a stream would require LSA notification. Mitigation 
Measure BIO-12 (now BIO-19 in the Final EIR) was proposed in the Draft EIR to 
ensure compliance with this requirement. Additionally, Mitigation Measures BIO-8 
(now BIO-15 in the Final EIR) and BIO-9 (now BIO-16 in the Final EIR) have been 
revised to address CDFW’s concerns with the specificity of these mitigation 
measures. Additional analysis to address impacts to riparian vegetation and habitat 
has also been added to the Final EIR. Metro also agrees with CDFW’s concerns 
related to Mitigation Measure BIO-10 and this mitigation has been removed from the 
Final EIR with the intended purpose of restoring riparian habitat covered by CDFW 
recommended 2:1 mitigation for impacts on streams and riparian habitat described 
as Mitigation Measure BIO-15 in this Final EIR. See Chapter 2.0, Corrections and 
Additions for revised analysis of impacts to riparian habitat and sensitive plant 
communities.   

1-12 The comment provides recommended mitigation measures to address LSA 
notification and impacts to riparian communities including concurrence with Draft EIR 
Mitigation Measure BIO-12, additional description of LSA notification documentation, 
recommended mitigation ratio for impacts to riparian habitat and streams, and 
recommended additional biological surveys consistent with other comments CDFW’s 
comment letter. Metro agrees with the comment’s recommendations and has 
updated Draft EIR Mitigation Measure BIO-12 (now BIO-18 in the Final EIR) with 
additional LSA notification details. See Response 1-11 for a description of inclusion 
of CDFW’s recommended mitigation ratio for impacted streams and riparian habitat.  

1-13 The comment states that the LSA agreement may rely upon the EIR for the 
Proposed Project and encourages incorporation of the other mitigation 
recommendations contained in CDFW’s comment letter while also acknowledging 
that additional mitigation may be conditioned in an LSA agreement. Metro intends to 
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incorporate CDFW’s recommended mitigations to avoid impacts to biological 
resources and ensure LSA notification meets CDFW’s requirements.  

1-14 The comment states that routine maintenance activities proposed as part of the 
Proposed Project should be described and the impacts on biological resources 
posed by such activities should be disclosed in the EIR.  The Draft EIR discusses 
operation of the Proposed Project, including routine maintenance throughout 
Chapter 3.4.  As discussed, project operations, including routine maintenance would 
take place within the existing ROW in areas that are already disturbed and inhabited 
by the AVL track.  Accordingly, operation of the Proposed Project would be similar to 
existing operations and impacts would be less than significant.   

1-15 The comment recommends that Draft EIR Mitigation Measures BIO-8, BIO-9, and 
BIO-10 be revised to provide greater specificity and clarification. Please see 
Response to Comment 1-11 for discussion of revisions to Draft EIR Mitigation 
Measures BIO-8, BIO-9, and BIO-10. 

1-16 The comment states that the Proposed Project could impact fish, including CESA 
and ESA listed Santa Ana sucker and fully protected unarmored threespine 
stickleback. In addition, the comment references portions of the Biological Resources 
Technical Report that refers to the range of the Santa Ana sucker and unarmored 
threespine stickleback. Metro notes that the portions of the Biological Resources 
Technical Report referenced in the comment identifies the range of the Santa Ana 
sucker and the unarmored threespine stickleback and does not state that these 
species have potential to be located within any of the three capital improvement 
sites, nor are impacts to streams that support fish anticipated. However, in 
recognition that site access restrictions limited Metro biologist’s ability to survey the 
capital improvement sites for potential fish habitat, Metro agrees that additional 
mitigation is required to determine if any fish species are present in or around the 
Balboa Double Track Extension and the Canyon Siding Extension sites. Additional 
analysis has been provided in this Final EIR related to presence of fish at the capital 
improvement sites. Please see Chapter 2.0, Corrections and Additions for updated 
analysis related to fish and CDFW identified special status species.  

1-17 The comment recommends several mitigation measures including presence/absence 
fish surveys, focused surveys for Santa Ana sucker and unarmored threespine 
stickleback, avoidance in the event that special status fish species are detected, and 
special status fish species relocation.  Metro has incorporated CDFW recommended 
mitigation measures into the Final EIR as Mitigation Measure BIO-10. The added 
Mitigation Measures is also described in Chapter 2.0 Corrections and Additions and 
incorporated into Chapter 4.0 Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program.  

1-18 The comment recommends that Metro coordinate early with USFW in the event that 
impacts on ESA-listed fish species cannot be avoided.  Metro agrees that early 
consultation with USFWS would be required if impacts to any ESA-listed species 
would result from the Proposed Project and such consultation would take place 
following implementation of Mitigation Measure BIO-10 or any other mitigation 
identified in the Final EIR that results in identification of ESA species. 
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1-19 The comment states that impacts to the coastal California gnatcatcher may occur 
and that Draft EIR Mitigation Measure BIO-7 does not address potential impacts 
resulting from removal of coastal California gnatcatcher habitat.  Additional analysis 
related to potential impacts on coastal California gnatcatcher has been added to the 
Final EIR.  The analysis includes discussion of potential habitat removal due to 
proposed grading activities.  See Chapter 2.0, Corrections and Additions for 
additional discussion of potential impacts to coastal California gnatcatcher.  

1-20 The comment recommends several mitigation measures to address potential impacts 
to coastal California gnatcatcher, including presence/absence surveys for coastal 
California gnatcatcher, restrictions on construction activities within or adjacent to 
identified coastal California gnatcatcher habitat during breeding season, restrictions 
on clearing vegetation within identified coastal California gnatcatcher habitat, and 
providing 2:1 ratio habitat replacement for any habitat removed.  Metro has 
incorporated CDFW recommended mitigation measures into the Final EIR by 
updating Mitigation Measure BIO-7. The revised Mitigation Measure is also 
described in Chapter 2.0, Corrections and Additions and incorporated into Chapter 
4.0, Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program.  

1-21 The comment recommends that Metro coordinate early with USFW in the event that 
impacts on ESA-listed species cannot be avoided.  Metro agrees that early 
consultation with USFWS would be required if impacts to any ESA-listed species 
would result from the Proposed Project and such consultation would take place 
following implementation of Mitigation Measure BIO-7 or any other mitigation 
identified in the Final EIR that results in identification of ESA species. 

1-22 The comment states that the Proposed Project may remove southern California 
black walnut trees and groves and coast live oak trees and woodlands. The Balboa 
Double Track Extension site contains both southern California black walnut trees and 
coast live oak trees while the Canyon Siding Extension site contains coast live oak 
trees. The comment goes on to state that Draft EIR Mitigation Measure BIO-13 and 
BIO-16 do not adequately mitigate impacts on sensitive plant communities. The 
analysis of impacts to sensitive plant communities has been updated in the Final EIR 
to provide clarification and specificity on the potential impacts to individual trees as 
well as sensitive plant communities. See Chapter 2.0, Corrections and Additions for 
additional discussion of potential impacts to southern California black walnut trees, 
coast live oak trees, and associated sensitive plant communities. 

1-23 The comment recommends several mitigation measures to address potential impacts 
to sensitive plant communities, including replacement of removed black walnut trees 
and coast live oak trees at a 3:1 ratio, restoration of impacted sensitive plant 
communities with prescribed acreage ratios, reuse of plant material as mulch, and 
recommended text edits to Draft EIR Mitigation Measure BIO-16. Metro has 
incorporated CDFW recommended mitigation measures into the Final EIR as 
Mitigation Measures BIO-16 and BIO-17. Recommended edits to Draft EIR 
Mitigation Measure BIO-16 (now BIO-23 in the Final EIR) have also been made as 
requested. The added and revised Mitigation Measures are also described in 
Chapter 2.0, Corrections and Additions and incorporated into Chapter 4.0, Mitigation 
Monitoring and Reporting Program. 
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1-24 The comment states that any required capture, handling, or relocation of wildlife 
would require qualified biologists to obtain appropriate handling permits prior to 
engaging in such activities.  The comment also states that a Scientific Collecting Permit 
is required to monitor project impacts on wildlife resources. Metro understands the permit 
requirements associated with the monitoring, capture, handling, and/or relocation of 
wildlife and has included requirements for such permits in added/revised mitigation 
measures, as recommended by CDFW, as well as in Chapter 4.0, Mitigation Monitoring 
and Reporting Program.  

1-25 The comment states that information developed in support of environmental 
documentation be incorporated into the CNDDB by reporting any special status species 
detected.  Metro agrees and intends to provide any information gathered as part of the 
Proposed Project’s mitigation program to CDFW for incorporation into the CNDDB. 

1-26 The comment recommends that Metro update the Project’s proposed Biological 
Resource mitigation measures and incorporate CDFW’s recommendations into the 
Project’s Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program. Metro has incorporated all 
recommended mitigation measures into the Final EIR as described in Chapter 2.0, 
Corrections and Additions. These mitigation measures have also been incorporated into 
Chapter 4.0, Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program. 

1-27 The comment states that since the Proposed Project will result in potential impacts to fish 
and/or wildlife, filing fees are required for the CDFW staff assessment.  Metro 
understands the required filing fees and will pay said fees when filing the Notice of 
Determination for the Project.  

1-28 The comment provides a conclusion to CDFW’s comment letter and expresses 
appreciation for the opportunity to comment.  No further response to this comment is 
required.  
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COMMENT LETTER 2 
STATE OF CALIFORNIA-CALIFORNIA STATE TRANSPORTATION AGENCY 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
DISTRICT 7- OFFICE OF REGIONAL PLANNING 
100 S MAIN STREET, SUITE 100 
LOS ANGELES, CA 90012 
PHONE (213) 266-3574 
FAX (213) 897-1337 
TTY 711 
www.dot.ca.gov 

August 31, 2021 

Brian Balderrama, Senior Director 

Governor's Office of Planning & Research 

September 01 2021 

STATE CLEARINGHOUSE 

Making Conservation 
a California Way of Life. 

LA County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
One Gateway Plaza, Mail Stop 99-17-2 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

RE: Antelope Valley Line Capacity and Service 
Improvement Program - Draft 
Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) 
SCH# 2020109001 
GTS# 07-LA-2020-03668 
Vic. LA-5 PM R44.907 

Dear Brian Balderrama: 

Thank you for including the California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) in the 
environmental review process for the above referenced project. The Proposed Project is intended 
to enable improved service along the Antelope Valley Line (AVL) by constructing three capital 
improvements at three locations strategically selected along the AVL corridor to provide the most 
operational flexibility possible for the level of investment available. These three capital 
improvements are the Balboa Double Track Extension in the City of Los Angeles , the Canyon 
Siding Extension in the City of Santa Clarita, and the Lancaster Terminal Improvements in the 
City of Lancaster. 

The nearest State facility to the proposed project is Interstate 5. After reviewing the DEIR, Caltrans 
has the following comments: 

®Metro 

• Balboa Double Track Extension: As stated in the DEIR, track realignments at this 
location will require encroachment upon Caltrans ROW. Extensive collaboration will be 
required with the Caltrans District 7's Office of Permits for all project work at this location 
and all concerns must be adequately addressed. 

• Canyon Siding Extension. Based on the preliminary details provided, the Island Platform 
with Platform to Parking Lot Pedestrian Undercrossing Design Option would be the 
preferred design alternative. This design option provides more direct access for people 
walking and biking, and a single platform can also make navigation easier for first-time 
users. In addition to the more direct access to the platform, this design option also narrows 
Commuter Way, which results in fewer conflict points between pedestrians and cars when 

"Provide a safe and reliable transportation network that serves all people and respects the environment" 

2-1 
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Brian Balderrama 
August 31 , 2021 
Page 2 

accessing the station. This design also maximizes the use of the existing roadway and 
parking lot, limiting potential impacts from expanding into the existing hillside to the south . 

• Lancaster Terminal Improvements. Based on the preliminary details provided, the 
Island Platform with Pedestrian At-Grade Crossing Design Option would be the preferred 
design option. This design option provides easy single-platform navigation with the 
greatest level of simplicity and accessibility. 

If you have any questions, please contact project coordinator Anthony Higgins, at 
anthony.higgins@dot.ca.gov and refer to GTS# 07-LA-2020-03668. 

Sincerely, 

~c~;t,4.Q;t, 
Ml~A EDMONSON 
IGR/CEQA Branch Chief 
cc: State Clearinghouse 

"Provide a safe and reliable transpo,1ation network that serves all people and respects the environment" 

®Metro 
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Letter No. 2 

Miya Edmonson 
California Department of Transportation 
District 7 – Office of Regional Planning 
100 South Main Street, Suite 100 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

2-1. The comment identifies Interstate 5 as the nearest Caltrans facility to the Proposed 
Project and provides the following input on the three capital improvements: 

 Balboa Double Track Extension – Track realignment in the vicinity of I-5 will require 
extensive collaboration with the Caltrans District 7 Office of Permits. 

 Canyon Siding Extension – Caltrans states a preference for the Island Platform with 
Platform to Parking Lot Pedestrian Undercrossing Design Option as it would provide 
the most direct access for patrons and would result in improved circulation on 
Commuter Way.   

 Lancaster Terminal Improvements – Caltrans states a preference for the Island 
Platform with Pedestrian At-Grade Crossing Design Option as it provides easy 
single-platform navigation. 

 Metro has noted this comment and these comments will be forwarded to Metrolink to 
consider in the Final Design of the Proposed Project as well as the continued 
coordination with Caltrans District 7 Office of Permits on the anticipated 
encroachment permit required for the Balboa Double Track Extension work. Caltrans’ 
preferences for station platform layouts will also be forwarded to Metrolink for 
consideration in the Final Design of the Project.  
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COMMENT LETTER 3 

From: Canuela, Jonathan@DWR <Jonathan.Canuela@water.ca.gov> 
Sent: Tuesday, August 3, 20211:23 AM 
To: AVL <AVL@metro.net> 
Cc: Cruz, Joseph@DWR <Joseph.Cruz@water.ca.gov> 
Subject: Milepost 65.24 CA-Aqueduct Crossing 

Mr. Balderrama, 

The existing rail line crossing over the California Aqueduct at Milepost 65.24 (Page 3.1 of DEIR State Clearinghouse No. 
2020109001) has no indication of improvement or modification as part of the proposed program. 

Please confirm, or if you have detailed information about the California Aqueduct crossing please let me know. 

Thank you . 

Jonathan P. Canuela 
Water Resources Engineering Associate (Spec.) 
SWP Right-of-Way Management Section, Room 631 
Division of Operations and Maintenance-HQ 
Jonathan.canuela@water .ca.gov 

(916) 653-5095 

®Metro 
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Letter No. 3 

Jonathan P. Canuela 
California Department of Water Services 
P.O. Box 942836 
Sacramento, CA 94236-0001 

3-1. The comment asks for clarification as to whether the Proposed Project would provide 
any improvements or modifications to the California Aqueduct crossing at Milepost 
65.24. Metro, in partnership with Metrolink, is considering key capital improvements 
along the existing Antelope Valley Line (AVL) corridor in order to enable incremental 
levels of commuter rail service up to 30 minutes bi-directional to Santa Clarita and 
hourly to Lancaster. Enhanced capital improvements at the Aqueduct crossing are 
not required for this proposed level of service for the Proposed Project and no 
modifications or other improvements are proposed at this location.  
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COMMENT LETTER 4 

---------------Origin al Mes sage ---------------

From: Saunders, Joseph@CHP Ocsaunders@chp.ca.gov] 
Sent: 9/3/2021, 1: 33 PM 
To: avl@metro.net 

Cc: j onunez@chp.ca. gov; state. cl earinghouse@opr.ca.gov; blanca . enciso@chp.ca. gov 
Subject: 063 - BE- Environmental Document Review- SCH #2020109001 - Due to Lead Agency by 09/10/2021 -
Southern Division Response 

Good Afternoon, 

N o impact to any Southern Division Area local operations and/or public safety by SCH# 2020109001 was 14-1 
identified. 

Thank you, 

Joseph Saunders, Sergeant 

Southern Division 

Staff Services 

411 N. Central Avenue, suite 410 

Glendale, CA 91203 

(818) 240-8200 

(818) 240-1496 (fax) 

Em ail : 1 csaunders@chp. ca.gov 
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From: CHP-EI R < El R@chp.ca. gov> 

Sent: Tuesday, August 24, 2 021 2: 5 O PM 

To: Nunez, Jo se@CHP <JONunez@chp.ca.gov> 
Cc: Enciso, Bl anca@CHP <Blanca.Enciso@chp.ca.go v> 

Subject: 063 - BE- Environmental Document Review - SCH #2020109001- Due to Lead Agency by 09/10/2021 

Good afternoon, 

Special Projecis Section (SPS) recentiy received the referenced Notice of Environmental 
Impact document from the State Clearinghouse (SCH) outiined in the following Web site: 

httC§: /le egonet. opr.c a.gov /202010900 l /3 

Due to the project's geographical proximity to Southern Division, please use the attached 
checklist to assess iis potential impact to loc al Area/Section operations and public safety. If 
impact is determined, responses should be e-mailed directly to Los Angeles County 
Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Lead Agency) with cc to SC H, respective Division, and 
myself. 

Please feel free to e-mail me if you hove any questions. 

Thank you! 

Kind regards, 

Blanca Enciso 

Special Projects Section- 063 

Transportation Planning Unit 

California Highway Patrol 

Office: (916) 843-3365 

IP 

®Metro 
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Letter No. 4 

Joseph Saunders 
California Highway Patrol 
Southern Division 
Staff Services 
411 North Central Avenue, Suite 410 
Glendale, CA 91203 

4-1. The comment states that no impacts to any California Highway Patrol Southern 
Division Area operations or public safety were identified. Metro notes the comment 
and no further response is required. 
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COMMENT LETTER 5 
STAIB OF CALIFORNIA Gatlin Newsom, Got)emor 

PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
320W4thStreet,Suite500 

Los Ange!~s, CA 90013 

September 10, 2021 

Brian Balderrama 
Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
Deputy Executive Officer 
One Gateway Plaza, M/ S 99-17-2 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

Sent via email: A VL@metro.net 

Re: Antelope Valley Line Capacity and Service Improvements Program 
SCH 2020109001- Drafr Environmental Impact R ep ort 

Dear Mr. Balderrama: 

CORS 2021090001 

The California Public Utilities Commission (Commission/ CPUC) has jurisdiction over rail crossings 
(crossings) in California. CPUC ensures that crossings are safely designed, constructed, and maintained. 
The Commission's Rail Crossings Engineering Branch (RCEB) is in receipt of the Draft Environmental 
Impact Report (DEIR) for the proposed Antelope Valley Line Capacity and Service Improvements Program 
(Project). Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro) is the lead agency. The 
Project is statutorily exempt from the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) under Section 
21080 (b )(10) of the California Public Resources Code (PRC); the DEIR has been provided as an 
informational document to identify potential impacts that may result from the Project. 

The Antelope Valley Line (AVL) right-of-way (ROW) is owned by Metro. Southern California Regional 
Rail Authority (SCRRA) operates Metrolink commuter rail service between Los Angeles Union Station 
and Lancaster and Union Pacific Railroad (UPRR) operates Oass 1 freight se1vice along the corridor. 
The route is Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) Track Oass 4, with a maximum speed of 79 miles 
per hour (mph). There are up to 30 Metrolink commuter trains and on average five UPRR freight trains 
per day on the A VL. 

The Project involves the construction of three capital improvements which would provide the capacity 
required to allow commuter rail service to increase along the A VL to 30-minute bi-directional headways 
between Los Angeles Union Station (LAUS) and the Santa Oarita Valley and up to 60-minute bi­
directional headways between the Santa Clarita Valley and the Lancaster Terminal by the year 2028. The 
three capital improvements, described in D E IR Section 2.3, include the Balboa Double Track Extension 
located in the City of Los Angeles, the Canyon Siding Extension located in the City of Santa Oarita, and 
the Lancaster Terminal Improvements located in the City of Lancaster. 

CPUC General Order (G.O.) 88-B establishes criteria for altering existing crossings, including (but not 
limited to) addition of one track within the existing railroad right-of-way, reconstruction of grade­
separated structures, and changes in the type or addition of automatic signaling devices at crossings. 
Metro will be required to sub1nit a G.O. 88-B request for alteration of each existing crossing included in 

®Metro 
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Brian Balderrama 
SCH 2020109001 
Sep tern ber I 0, 2021 

the Proiect. Requests to alter existing crossings may be approved by RCEB staff, provided completion 
of request as outlined in G .O . 88-B, Section 5 and consensus among parties . 

G.O. 88-B also establishes cases for which the Authority must apply to the Commiss10n for 
authorization, mcluding construction of new highway-rail or rail-rail crossmgs. Refer to the CPUC Rules 
of Practice and Procedure (www.cpuc .ca.gov/qip /) , Rules 3. 7- 3.11 for new cross mg application 
requirements. You may consult with RCEB staff to determine the need for authorization by G .O . 88-B 
or by app lication at each proposed crossing on the corridor. 

Minimum vertical and horizontal clearance requirements are outlined in CPUC General Order (G.O.) 
26-D, Section 2, Section 3, and Section 4. Clearance between parallel tracks is governed by G .O . 26-D , 
Section 5. Public roads, highways, and streets crossing under tracks and over tracks are subject to G.O. 
26-D, Section 12 and Section 13, respectively. 

A diagnostic meeting is required for each crossmg alteration or construction. The diagnostic team 
consists of representatives from the railroads, roadway agencies, local government agencies, CPUC, and 
pnvate stakeholders. You may contact RCEB staff to schedule diagnostic meetings, and to discuss 
preliminary designs of grade-separated structures. 

Metro has initiated coordination meetings with CPUC RCEB and presented an overview of the three 
capital improvements within the Project. RCEB provides the fo llowing comments for each capital 
improvement. 

Balboa Double Track 
The Balboa Double Track Extension is proposed to begin at the existing Sylmar Siding at the Balboa 
Boulevard overpass and extend approximately 1.1 miles north to the Sierra Highway overpass, and 
mcludes three existing grade-separated. CPUC G.O. 26-D establishes mmimum vertical and horizontal 
clearance requirements , though railroads standards may exceed these clearances. 

Canyon Siding Extension 
The proposed Canyon Siding Extension would add approximately 8,400 feet of new track between 
Bouquet Canyon and Golden Oak Road. The improvement includes proposed new cross ings at Santa 
Clarita station and modification o f the Golden Oak Road grade crossing. 

New pedestnan grade crossings are proposed at Santa Clarita Station. The Commission's policy is to 
reduce the number of at-grade crossings, per G.O. 75-D . As such, CPUC recommends that Metro move 
forward with the undercrossmg design alternatives. New public crossings require an app lication to the 
Commission; refer to the CPUC Rules of Practice and Procedure for details. 

The proposed modification of the Golden Oak Road grade cross mg will require CPUC authorization. 
This may be accomplished by G .0. 88-B reques t. Please contact CPUC to schedule a field diagnostic 
meeting with all stakeholders at the crossmg. 

Lancaster Terminal Improvements 
The proposed Lancaster Terminal Improvements includes expansion of the existing layover fac ilities 
north of Lancaster Station and the Lancaster Boulevard crossmg, with three additional storage tracks. 
CPUC supports the respective pedestrian undercrossing and pedestrian overcrossing design alternatives 
at Lancaster Station. The proposed modification of the Lancaster Boulevard grade cross mg will requlfe 
CPUC authorization. 

®Metro 
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Brian Balderrama 
SCH 2020109001 
Sep tern ber I 0, 2021 

Please continue to keep RCEB mforrned of the project's development. If you have any questions or 
require clarification on CPUC's ro le in rail cross mgs projects, you may contact Matthew Cervantes at 
matthew.cervantes@q;mc.ca.gov. 

Sincerely, 

Jfr/cl-
Matthew Cervantes, PE 
Senior Utilities Engineer 
Rail Crossmgs and Engmeenng Branch 
Rail Safety Division 

CC: State Cleannghouse, state.clearinghouse@opr.ca.gov 
Don Filippi, SCRRA, FilippiD@scrra.net 
Peggy Y gbuhay, UPRR. pygbuhay@up.com 
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Letter No. 5 

Matthew Cervantes, PE 
California Public Utilities Commission 
320 West 4th Street, Suite 500 
Los Angeles, CA 90013 

5-1. The comment summarizes the Proposed Project and rail operating conditions along 
the AVL. No further comment is provided and no response is required. 

5-2 The comment establishes the requirements under CPUC General Order (G.O.) 88-B 
for the alteration of at-grade rail crossings and provides useful information related to 
CPUC Rules of Practice and Procedure and G.O. 26D which establishes vertical and 
horizontal clearances. Metro is aware of CPUC requirements for any alterations to 
grade crossings and intends to continue coordination with the CPUC on these 
requirements. 

5-3 The comment identifies the requirement for a diagnostic meeting for each grade 
crossing alteration and establishes that Metro has initiated coordination meetings 
with CPUC staff.  Metro is aware of CPUC requirements for any alterations to grade 
crossings and intends to continue coordination with the CPUC on these 
requirements. 

5-4 The comment states that CPUC G.O. 26-D establishes minimum vertical and 
horizontal clearance requirements applicable to the Balboa Double Track 
Extension which crosses under three existing grade-separated crossings.  Metro 
is aware of CPUC requirements for any alterations to grade crossings and intends to 
continue coordination with the CPUC on these requirements. 

5-5 The comment summarizes the Canyon Siding Extension and states that the 
Commission’s policy is to reduce the number of at-grade crossings with a 
recommendation that one of the undercrossing design options at the Santa Clarita 
Station be advanced consistent with G.O. 75-D. The comment also states that 
alterations to the Golden Oak Road at-grade crossing will require CPUC 
authorization. Metro is aware of CPUC requirements and intends to continue 
coordination with the CPUC on these requirements. Final decision on the design of 
the Santa Clarita Station will be determined through coordination with Metrolink, 
CPUC, and the City of Santa Clarita subject to funding agreements. 

5-6 The comment states that alterations to the Lancaster Boulevard at-grade crossing is 
subject to CPUC authorization. Metro is aware of CPUC requirements and intends to 
continue coordination with the CPUC on these requirements. 
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COMMENT LETTER 6 

R. REX PARRIS 
MAYOR 

MARVIN CRIST 
VICE MAYOR 

DARRELL DORRIS 
COUNCIL MEMBER 

September 2, 2021 

RAJ MAHLI 
COUNCIL MEMBER 

KEN MANN 
COUNCIL MEMBER 

JASON CAUDLE 
CITY MANAGER 

Brian Balderrama, Director Senior 
Metro One Gateway Plaza, M/S 99-17-2 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

44933 Fem Avenue 
Lan caster, CA 935534 
RR1 7 ?1 Rnnn 

RE: Comments on the DEIR for the AVL Capacity and Service 
Improvements Program- City of Lancaster 

Dear Mr. Balderrama: 

On behalf of the City of Lancaster, we would like to thank you for the 
opportunity to review and comment on the Draft Environmental Impact 
Report (DEIR) for the Antelope Valley Line Capacity and Service 
Improvements Program. 

We are fully supportive of this project and have the following comments on 
the DEIR: 

1. The City of Lancaster is supportive of the proposed improvements 
within the city limits. 

2. If funding becomes available for Island Platforms, the City would 
recommend the at-grade crossing design option, or ability to review 
and provide comments on any alternate designs and/or location. 

3. The city would require that the proposed maintenance facility be 
designed to com ply with the City's Design Guidelines and be 
submitted to the City for review and approval. 

4. Grading and Encroachment Permit will be required for all work in the I 
public right of way and within the City's jurisdiction. 

5. The City would require that all agreements and property acquisition 
documentation related to the sites within the city limits, be obtained 
prior to the start of construction. 

6-1 

6-2 

6-3 

6-4 

6-5 
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R. REX PARRIS 
MAYOR 

MARVIN CRIST 
VICE MAYOR 

DARRELL DORRIS 
COUNCIL MEMBER 

RAJ MAHLI 
COUNCIL MEMBER 

KEN MANN 
COUNCIL MEMBER 

JASON CAUDLE 
CITY MANAGER 

44933 Fern Avenue 
Lan caster, CA 935534 
661 .723 .6000 
cityoflancasterca.org 

Again, we thank you for the opportunity to review these documents. If you 
have any questions regarding the items above, please feel free to contact me 
at ldelacruz@cityoflancasterca.org or at (661 ) 723-6179. 

Sincerely, 

tt 
Larissa De La Cruz 
Community Development Senior Manager 

Cc: Trolis Niebla, Assistant City Manager 
Matt Simons, Senior Engineer 
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Letter No. 6 

Larissa De La Cruz 
City of Lancaster 
44933 Fern Avenue 
Lancaster, CA 93534 

6-1. The comment states that the City of Lancaster is supportive of the Proposed Project, 
specifically the Lancaster Terminal improvements. Metro notes the City's support 
and no further response is required.  

6-2 The comment states that the City prefers the Island Platform with At-Grade 
Pedestrian Crossing Design Option and further requests opportunity to review and 
provide comments on any alternate designs and/or location. Metro has noted the 
City's requirements and these comments will be forwarded to Metrolink to consider in 
the Final Design of the Proposed Project.  No further response is required.  

6-3 The comment states that the City requires that the proposed layover facility be 
designed to comply with the City’s Design Guidelines and be submitted to the City for 
review and approval. Metro has noted the City's requirements and these comments 
will be forwarded to Metrolink to consider in the Final Design of the Proposed 
Project. 

6-4 The comment states that Grading and Encroachment Permits will be required for all 
work in the public ROW and within the City’s jurisdiction. Metro has noted the City's 
requirements and these comments will be forwarded to Metrolink to consider in the 
Final Design of the Proposed Project and for the project permitting process. 

6-5 The comment states that the City requires that all agreements and property 
acquisition documentation related to the sites within the city limits, be obtained prior 
to the start of construction. Metro has noted the City's requirements and these 
comments will be forwarded to Metrolink to consider in the Final Design of the 
Proposed Project and permitting process. 
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September 9, 2021 

COMMENT LETTER 7 

City of 

SANTA CLARITA 
23920 Valencia Boulevard• Santa Clarita , Californ ia 91355-2 196 

Phone: (661) 259-2489 • FAX (661) 259-8 125 

www.santa-clarita.com 

Mr. Brian Balderrama, Senior Director 
Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
One Gateway Plaza, Mail Stop 99-17-2 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

Dear Mr. Balderrama: 

Subject: Public Review and Comment for Draft Environmental Impact Report for Antelope 
Valley Line Capacity and Service Improvements Program 

The City of Santa Clarita (City) is supportive of this valued project as it services three Metrolink 
stations with a fourth station at Vista Canyon soon to open_ As a stakeholder in the Antelope 
Valley Line Capacity and Service Improvements Program, the City agrees that more frequent 
Metrolink service would be beneficial in achieving multiple regional and local transportation 
service goals. With projected growth in traffic and congestion along Interstate 5 and State Route 
14, the Antelope Valley Line is an increasingly important link between North Los Angeles 
County and the rest of Los Angeles. 

As a follow-up to our previous Notice of Preparation comments submitted on 
November 12, 2020, the City respectfully submits the following for consideration as part of this 
project' s Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR). 

• Traffic Congestion and Traffic Signal Coordination -

Local public polling consistently rates traffic congestion as a high priority issue to be 
addressed in the City. On page ES-13, vehicle delays beyond at-grade crossings should be 
noted in the Final EIR as there will be impacts and potential long-term traffic delays along all 
major roadways. Train frequencies disrupt traffic signal coordination especially for a non­
grid network with limited or no alternate routes. The approximate doubling ofMetrolink trips 
will result in increased ridership and corresponding vehicle trips to the City' s anticipated four 
stations. The Final EIR should identify these local impacts and propose mitigation by 
identifying potential future non-motorized/ ATP facilities and/or roadways and widenings that 
could accommodate these additional trips or alternate routes, independent of funding status 
for such mitigation. 

®Metro 
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The Final EIR should include a delay analysis for key at-grade crossing locations, 
considering the impact over the morning and evening peak hours, not just each individual 
pre-emption. Further, the City requests the Final EIR acknowledge potential funding to re­
evaluate traffic signal timing and re-timing of traffic signals due to the traffic impacts of this 
project. 

On page 3.1-14, the Roadway Network should also include the major corridors (such as 
Soledad Canyon Road, Bouquet Canyon Road, Newhall Avenue, Via Princessa, etc.) along 
the AVL as most of these local roads are part of the National Highway System. 

The at-grade railroad crossing at Soledad Canyon Road and Golden Oak Road is limited to 
90 feet between the adjacent signalized intersection and stop-controlled intersection. 
Currently, there are existing safety issues of gridlock occurrences at signalized intersections 
adjacent to the railroad crossings. Double-tracking will reduce vehicle storage for queuing 
between the intersections and increase unsafe gridlock occurrences at the adjacent 
intersections. The traffic study in the Final EIR should address these concerns. On page 2-9, 
the Final EIR should note that new striping and widening throughout the intersection will 
result in one additional northbound shared through/left and one additional southbound 
incoming lane. 

• Safety- The Final EIR shall evaluate all railroad crossings in the City for potential safety 
enhancements due to additional train service increasing the potential for conflicts with 
pedestrians, similar to the evaluation for the crossing at Soledad Canyon Road and Golden 
Oak Road, already included in the Draft EIR. 

The Final EIR should also review future safety enhancements as appropriate mitigation at the 
midblock crossing on Canyon Park Boulevard as well as the intersection of Railroad Avenue 
and Drayton Street. The Canyon Park Boulevard location is proximate to a number of 
multifamily housing developments and is scheduled to include a Class III bike route. The 
crossing there is approximately 4,000 feet from Via Princessa Metrolink station and 7,700 
feet from Vista Canyon station. The crossing time is likely to be longer here where trains are 
in the process of accelerating or decelerating. The Drayton Street crossing is adjacent to a 
homeless shelter currently under development with Drayton Street being the sole access to 
the property. 

On pages ES-40, 41 the Final EIR should evaluate traffic safety during construction as a 
potential impact with associated proposed mitigations. 

• Editorial Comments 

On page 2-11, the western crosswalk leg has since been removed. 

Page 83 mentions no change to weekend service for operational characteristics but on page 
84 table 2-1 mentions the proposed project would increase Saturday round trips from 6 to 14. 

®Metro 
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Clarification on what statement is true as this could further impact traffic/signal 
synchronization on Saturdays. 

Thank you in advance for your commitment to see that the Final EIR reviews these issues 
appropriately. 

Sincerely, 

Joel Bi:: £. £.~ 
Assistant City Engineer 

JB:JS:as 
T:\Division\Transporation Planning\A VL\Correspondences\DEIR Comment Sept 202 1 

cc: Robert Newman, Director of Public Works 
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Letter No. 7 

Joel Bareng 
City of Santa Clarita 
23920 Valencia Boulevard 
Santa Clarita, CA 91355 

7-1. The comment serves as an introduction to the City of Santa Clarita’s comment letter 
and states the City’s support for the Proposed Project and associated service 
improvements. Metro appreciates the City’s support and no further response is 
required. 

7-2 The comment states that traffic congestion is a concern to the City and its residents 
noting that increased train frequency disrupts traffic signal coordination and that 
additional ridership generated by the Proposed Project will result in increased activity 
at the City’s four Metrolink Stations. The 2020 CEQA Guidelines do not require traffic 
congestion analyses. Metro is not required to consider traffic congestion in the CEQA 
process. Although, it may be considered by the Board of Directors during the 
decision-making process. Metro will provide the comments to Metrolink for 
consideration in the Final Design process and assist with the facilitation of ongoing 
coordination with the City on traffic signal timing and other non-motorized/ATP 
improvements that could be incorporated into the Proposed Project or separately.  

 The comment goes on to identify several corridors within the City that should be 
included in the discussion of the Roadway Network in Section 3.1 of the Draft EIR.  
See Chapter 2.0, Corrections and Additions for added text. 

 Finally, the comment states that the Golden Oak Road rail crossing has existing 
safety issues associated with gridlock and queuing and that the EIR should address 
concerns associated with additional queuing at the intersection. Page 3.1-28 of the 
Draft EIR addresses safety design considerations at the Golden Oak Road rail 
crossing. As discussed, safety associated with the crossing would be improved by 
the Proposed Project. The comment’s recommended text additions have been 
included in Chapter 2.0, Corrections and Additions.  

7-3 The comment states that the EIR should evaluate all at-grade crossings within the 
City of Santa Clarita for potential safety enhancements given the increase in train 
frequency. The comment also lists several “midblock” crossings that the City 
requests be reviewed for safety enhancements. Safety improvements afforded to the 
Golden Oak Road rail crossing are the result of physical alternations to the crossing 
proposed as part of the Proposed Project. No other physical alterations at any other 
rail crossings within the City of Santa Clarita are proposed. Increased train activity 
along the AVL poses no increased safety concerns as Metrolink operators are 
required to adhere to FRA and CPUC requirements governing operating speed, horn 
soundings, and general rail safety. Likewise, at-grade rail crossings are governed by 
the CPUC and all existing crossings have been designed in accordance with 
SCRRA’s engineering standards as well as FHWA’s Crossing Handbook. Any 
concerns about safety at any particular rail crossing should be directed to CPUC’s 
Rail Safety Division. 
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7-4 The comment provides two editorial comments seeking clarification and/or revision to 
the Draft EIR. Regarding the western crosswalk leg, depicted in Figure 2-5, of the 
Draft EIR, there is no available aerial imagery that shows the change in conditions 
expressed by the commenter. See Chapter 2.0, Corrections and Additions which 
includes a note for Figure 2-5. Regarding discussion of weekend service, the 
Proposed Project would not enable additional weekend trips as there is already 
adequate capacity to provide additional weekend trips. Metrolink, through its service 
planning, may increase the number of weekend trips along the AVL to meet service 
demand and provide improved service.   
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COMMENT LETTER 8 

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA REGIONAL RAIL AUTHORITY 

900 Wilshire Blvd . Suite 1500 Los Angeles, CA 90017 metrolinktrains.com 

......... ..... ....... ..... ......... ------------------------

September 10, 2021 

Mr. Brian Balderrama 
Senior Director 
Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
One Gateway Plaza, Mail Stop: 99-17-2 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

RE: Comments on Antelope Valley Line Capacity and Service Improvements 
Program - Draft EIR 

Dear Mr. Brian Balderrama: 

The Southern California Regional Rail Authority (SCRRA) has received and reviewed 
the Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the Antelope Valley Line Capacity and 
Service Improvements Program . We appreciate the opportunity to share the issues of 
concern to SCRRA that will need to be considered in the Final EIR. SCRRA will 
continue to work collaboratively with Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation 
Authority to ensure our areas of concern are adequately addressed for this and all 
subsequent EIR documents. 

The Metrolink currently operates passenger service and maintains the Antelope Valley 
Line between Los Angeles Union Station and Lancaster Terminal. The Draft EIR 
specifically addresses three projects along the AVL: Balboa Double Track Extension, 
Canyon Siding Extension, and Lancaster Terminal Improvements. 

As a project partner in the AVL Capacity and Service Improvements program , SCRRA 
requests that Metro address the comments provided from our previous review of the 
plans during the development of the Final EIR and associated design packages. 

Thank you again for providing us with the opportunity to comment on the Draft EIR. We 
look forward to our continued participation with Los Angeles County Metropolitan 
Transportation Authority on this important transportation project that will provide many 
regional benefits. 
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Antelope Valley Line Capacity and Service Improvements - Draft EIR 
Page 2 

. .. . . ... . .... . .. . .. .. .. . .. . .. . .. . .. ------------------------

Should you have any questions, please feel free to contact me at (213) 452-0345 or via 
e-mail at HackettA@scrra.net or Roderick Diaz at (213) 452-0455 or via e-mail at 
DiazR@scrra.net. 

Sincerely, 

Arnold Hackett 
Interim Chief Strategy Officer 
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Letter No. 8 

Arnold Hackett 
Metrolink 
Southern California Regional Rail Authority 
900 Wilshire Boulevard, Suite 1500 
Los Angeles, CA 90017 

8-1. The comment states that Metrolink is committed to partnering with Metro on the 
design and development of the Proposed Project and requests that Metro address 
internal comments provided to Metro outside of the CEQA process. Metro 
appreciates Metrolink’s ongoing support and assistance with the development of the 
Proposed Project. Metro anticipates that all comments submitted by Metrolink will be 
addressed and resolved prior to approval of the Proposed Project.   
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3.4 RESPONSES TO GROUPS/ORGANIZATION 

 

COMMENT LETTER 9 

ACTON 
TOWN C0UNCIL 
P.0 . Box 810 , Acton CA 93510 

September 10, 2021 

Brian Balderrama, Senior Director 
Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
One Gateway Plaza, Mail Stop: 99-17-2 

Los Angeles, CA 90012 

Electronic Transmission of fourteen (14) pages to: 
AVL@metro.net 

Subject: Comments on the Antelope Valley Line Project Submitted by the Acton 
Town Council. 

Reference: Notice of Completion and Availability of a Draft Environmental Impact 
Report Issued July 28, 2021. 

Dear Mr. Balderrama; 

The Acton Town Council ("ATC") appreciates the opportunity to review the Draft 
Environmental Impact Report (''DEIR") prepared by the Los Angeles County 
Metropolitan Transportation Authority ("METRO") pursuant to the California 
Environmental Quality Act ("CEQA") for the "Antelope Valley Line Project" ("AVL 
Project"), and we respectfully offer the following comments pursuant thereto. 

INTRODUCTION 
The ATC has taken every opportunity to comment on the AVL Project because it will 
significantly affect the residents of Acton. Specifically, the AVL Project will increase the 
number of train trips through our community from approximately 20 per day to more 
than 40 per day, which means that it will also increase the number of exceedingly loud 
train "pass by" horn events that occur in our community to more than 40 per day. This 
is no small thing; noise data provided in the DEIR demonstrates that the residents of 
Acton are already exposed to frequent and earsplitting train "passby" horn events 
exceeding 95 decibels ("dBA") which occur throughout the night and the day and 
substantially interfere with sleeping and living patterns. These are not theoretical noise 
levels or hypothetical noise calculations; they are actual noise exposure events 
measured in actual residential areas of Acton at all hours (including 3 o'clock in the 

"Our lives begin to end the day we become silent about things that matter" Martin Luther King, Jr. 
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morning1). Because the AVL Project will substantially increase the number and 
frequency of these already excessive "pass by" horn events in Acton, it will create a direct 
physical change to Acton's eAisting noise environment and result in significant adverse 
effects on Acton residents. Nonetheless, the DEIR concludes that AVL Project 
operations will not create any significant noise impacts. 

The DEIR draws this seemingly implausible conclusion based on a calculation 
methodology developed by the Federal Transit Administration ("FTA") which "averages" 
all noise events over a specified period of time (usually 24 hours) and thereby reduces 
their magnitude by "spreading them out" over a long interval of time. With this 
methodology, the DEIR nimbly converts all of the frequent 95+ dBA noise events that 
AVL Project operations will bring to Acton into a negligibly small 0.3 dBA "average" 
noise increase that is dismissed as insignificant. It is based on this ingenious 
"averaging" methodology that the DEIR concludes that AVL Project operations will not 
result in any significant noise impacts in Acton. However, and as discussed in detail 
below, the ATC has noted several deficiencies in the noise impact assessment presented 
in the DEIR which render it insufficient for the purposes of CEQA. The ATC has also 
noted other problems and inconsistencies in the DEIR, including the manner in which 
METRO allocates the construction of "Quiet Zone" infrastructure along the AVL Project 
Route; these and other concerns are presented in the following sections. 

THE DEIR IMPROPERLY ALLOCATES "QUIET ZONE" INFRASTRUCTURE 
ALONG THE A VL PROJECT 

The ATC and Acton residents have expended considerable time and effort to 
demonstrate to METRO that AVL Project operations will create significant adverse noise 
impacts in the Community of Acton because it will increase the number of trains (and 
the number of train "passby" horn events) in our community from approximately 20 to 
more than 40; this will substantially increase sleep disruption and learning 
interruptions in the Community and add considerably to residents' general stress and 
anxiety levels. To mitigate these adverse impacts, the ATC and numerous Acton 
residents requested that METRO construct "Quiet Zone" infrastructure at the public "at­
grade" crossings in Acton as part of the AVL Project2 and thereby facilitate the 
designation of a "Quiet Zone" overlay for our community. Once the "Quiet Zone" 

1 According to page 146 of the "Noise Technical Report" provided in Appendix I of the DEIR, 
noise measurement data for site LT-20 (located adjacent to the residence at 3511 Soledad 
Canyon Road in Acton) demonstrate that train "pass by" horn events can exceed 95 dBA and they 
occur at all hours, including after midnight and 3 AM. 

2 See public comments offered by the ATC and residents of Acton that re summarized in the 
A VL Project Scoping Report provided in an Appendix of the DEIR. 

2 
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overlay is established, commuter and freight trains will traverse Acton without 
deploying their horns. According to the AVL Project Scoping Report, only the 
Community of Acton and the City of Santa Clarita requested "Quiet Zone" 
infrastructure; nonetheless, the DEIR establishes that only the City of Santa Clarita and 
the City of Lancaster will receive "Quiet Zone" infrastructure; Acton will not. 

The DEIR does not explain why the City of Lancaster will receive "Quiet Zone" 
infrastructure as part of the AVL Project (though no such infrastructure was requested 
by the Lancaster community) or why Acton will not receive "Quiet Zone" infrastructure 
(though it was requested by the Acton community). In fact, the DEIR does not discuss 
or explain the "Quiet Zone" infrastructure at all. Notably, trains do not arrive at, or 
depart from, Lancaster without also passing through Acton; this means that Lancaster 
and Acton will experience the same increase in train trips and horn noise events as a 
result of AVL Project operations. Accordingly, if A VL Project operations warrant the 
construction of "Quiet Zone" facilities in Lancaster, then they also warrant the 
construction of "Quiet Zone" facilities in Acton. Because there is nothing special or 
unique about the needs of Lancaster residents compared to Acton residents, there is no 
justification for the AVL Project to provide "Quiet Zone" facilities in the City of 
Lancaster but not in the Community of Acton. 

What is particularly noteworthy about the "at-grade" crossing locations in Lancaster and 
Santa Clarita where the AVL Project includes construction of "Quiet Zone" facilities is 
that existing sound levels measured in the vicinity of these locations are actually less 
than existing sound levels measured in the vicinity of at-grade crossings in Acton3. In 
other words, noise data provided by the DEIR conclusively show that there is a greater 
need for "Quiet Zones" in Acton than in either of the locations proposed for "Quiet 
Zone" facilities in Santa Clarita and Lancaster; yet, the AVL Project will not provide 
"Quiet Zone" facilities in Acton. The inexplicable conclusion that AVL Project 
operations warrant the construction of "Quiet Zone" facilities in Lancaster and Santa 
Clarita but not in Acton defies logic and is completely unsupported by substantial 
evidence. This error must be corrected in the Final EIR by clarifying that the AVL 
Project will include construction of "Quiet Zone" facilities in Lancaster, Santa Clarita, 
and Acton. 

3 According to the DEIR, the measured 1-hour average (L.q) sound levels at location LT-27in 
Santa Clarita and at location ST-26 in Lancaster (near the locations of proposed "Quiet Zone" 
infrastructure that will be constructed as part of the A VL Project) were 69 dBA and 71 dBA, 
respectively. Both of these measured noise levels are less than the 72 dBA 1-hour L,q 
measurement taken at location LT-20 in Acton near the "Crown Valley" at-grade crossing. 
These data indicate that "Quiet Zone" facilities are even more warranted in Acton than they are 
in Lancaster and Santa Clarita; yet, and contrary to the evidence provided in the DEIR, METRO 
does not propose to construct any "Quiet Zone" infrastructure in Acton. 

3 
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THE NOISE IMPACT ANALYSIS PRESENTED IN THE AVL PROJECT DEIR 
IS DEFICIENT AND DOES NOT COMPLY WITH CEQA. 

The DEIR provides an extensive "Noise Technical Report" in Appendix I (referred to 
hereafter as "the Report"), however it fails to address the "direct" noise effects of AVL 
Project operations in a manner that complies with CEQA; it also fails to address noise 
impacts on many "sensitive receptors" within the Community of Acton. The Report also 
ignores all noise reduction goals and policies adopted by the Los Angeles County 
General Plan which, when taken into account, demonstrate that AVL Project operations 
will have significant adverse noise impacts on the Community of Acton. Additionally, 
the Report does not properly apply the "Noise Impact Criteria" established by the 
Federal Transit Administration's "Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment 
Manual"(referred to hereafter as "the Manual"); when the FTA criteria are correctly 
applied, the only conclusion that can be drawn is that AVL Project operations will create 
significant adverse noise impacts on the Community of Acton. All of these material 
conclusions are supported by substantial evidence as demonstrated in the following 
paragraphs. 

The DEIR Does not Properly Address "Direct" Noise Effects of A VL Project 
Operations. 

CEQA requires that a Lead Agency assess the "environmental effects" of a project, and 
Section 15358 of the CEQA Guidelines establishes that "effects" include both "direct" 
effects ( defined as those primary effects caused by the project which occur at the same 
time and place) and "indirect" effects (defined as secondary effects that occur later in 
time and are "foreseeable" because they are induced by the project). In other words, 
CEQA requires that both the "direct" effects and foreseeable "indirect" effects of a 
project be evaluated. 

As indicated previously, the DEIR assesses noise impacts of AVL Project operations 
based on a "time-weighted average" methodology recommended by the FT A. With this 
methodology, noise effects are quantified by "blending" together primary noise effects 
that are directly caused by the project (and thus occur "at the same time and place" as 
the Project) with non-project noise events that occur at a different time. These 
"blended" results are typically reported for 1-hour and 24-hour time frames. And, 
because FT A's "blended" noise assessment methodology incorporates noise events that 
occur at a different "time and place" than the project, it does not properly represent the 
"primary" noise effects of a project. Accordingly, METRO cannot rely upon the FTA 
methodology to satisfy CEQA's requirement that METRO assess the "direct" noise 
effects of AVL Project operations (though it could perhaps be utilized to assess the 
"indirect" noise effects of AVL Project operations). 

4 
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Unfortunately, the only noise impact assessment of AVL Project operations that is 
provided by the DEIR for the Community of Acton relies on the FrA methodology; this 
means that the DEIR is deficient because it analyzes only "indirect" noise effects of AVL 
Project operations on the Community of Acton and fails to address "direct" noise effects 
as required by CEQA. 

Fortunately, this deficiency is easily overcome; there is sufficient measurement data 
provided by the DEIR to properly assess "direct" noise effects of AVL Project operations 
on the Community of Acton. Specifically, the data presented in Figure LT-EH on page 
150 of the Report reveals that existing train "passby" horn events occur more than 20 

times per day in Acton and generate noise exposure levels that typically exceed 95 dBA 
(and at 3 AM, they can actually exceed 105 dBA). These measurements were taken 
approximately 100 feet from the centerline of the rail right-of-way ("ROW"), and they 
provide actual noise levels recorded at the time and location of train "pass by" horn 
events in Acton. Therefore, the values reported in Figure LT-EH provide an accurate 
basis for the following "direct" noise impact assessment of the 20 additional train 
"passby" horn events that AVL Project operations will permanently add to the Acton 
environment: 

1. According to Figure LT-EH, train "passby" horn events in Acton result in noise 
levels exceeding 100 dBA at 100 feet from the rail ROW; this is consistent with 
data provided by the Fr A manual showing that the reference sound exposure 
level for commuter rails horns at 50 feet from the rail ROW is 110 dBA (see page 
40). 

2. Reconciling the 100+ dBA sound exposure level at 100 feet from the train ROW 
presented in Figure LT-EH of the Report with the "farposure v Distance" data 
provided in Figure 4-6 and equation 4-19 of the FrA Manual provides the "direct" 
noise effects (in dBA) at specific distances from the tracks that is caused by the 
additional train "passby" horn events in Acton resulting from AVL Project 
operations. This methodology yields very conservative results because Figure 4-6 
and Equation 4-19 in the FrA Manual assume "acoustically soft" ground beyond 
a distance of 50 feet (meaning that they implicitly presume significant sound 
attenuation); since the Community of Acton is not an "acoustically soft" area (it is 
characterized by little vegetation cover, hard-packed natural surfaces and low­
density development patterns), calculating "direct" noise effects based on the 
Figure 4-6 and Equation 4-19 will provide conservative (and thus reliable) 
results. 

By applying this two-step methodology, the ATC projects the following "Direct" noise 
effects will occur within the Community of Acton as a result of AVL Project operations: 

5 
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• Every residence in Acton that is located within 200 feet of a "passby" horn event will 
directly and permanently experience at least twenty additional 95+ dBA noise insults 
per day; this is louder than a pile driver operated 50 feet away4. Data provided by 
the DEIR demonstrates that this ATC projection of "direct" noise effects of A VL 
Project operations is accurate: for instance, page 146 of the Report provides noise 
measurement data collected at an Acton residence located approximately 260 feet 
from the rail ROW (a location LT-20) and shows that "passby" horn events at this 
distance from the track causes noise exposure levels of 95 dBA or more. 

• Every residence in Acton that is located within 400 feet of a "pass by" horn event will 
directly and permanently experience at least twenty more 91 + dBA noise insults per 
day; this is louder than a rail saw operated 50 feet aways. 

• Every residence in Acton that is located within 800 feet of a "pass by" horn event will 
directly and permanently experience at least twenty more 87+ dBA noise insults per 
day; this is equivalent to a jack hammer operated 50 feet away6• 

• Every residence in Acton that is located within 1600 feet of a "pass by" horn event 
will directly and permanently experience at least twenty more 82+ dBA noise insults 
per day; this is louder than an air compressor operated 50 feet away7. 

Significant train "pass by" horn events already happen in Acton more than 20 times per 
day; they occur throughout the night and the day and interrupt sleep patterns, disrupt 
learning in school, and contribute to general stress and anxiety. With the AVL Project, 
these significantly adverse "passby" horn noise events will permanently double in 
frequency; this is prima facia evidence that AVL Project operations will create new and 
significantly adverse "direct" noise effects on the Community of Acton. Accordingly, the 
DEIR materially and legally errs in concluding that AVL Project operations pose "less 
than significant" noise impacts. To rectify this error, the DEIR must be revised to 
include a legitimate analysis of "direct" noise effects of AVL Project operations similar to 
that presented above and thereby conclude that AVL Project operations will result in 
significantly adverse noise effects on the Community of Acton. 

The ATC further points out that CEQA compels lead agencies to implement feasible 
mitigation measures to substantially lessen the significant environmental effects of a 
project [CEQA Statute §21002]. Because AVL Project operations will result in direct, 

4 FrA "Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment Manual" issued September, 2018. (Table 7-1). 

s Ibid. 

6 Ibid. 

Ibid. 
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permanent, and significantly adverse noise effects on the Community of Acton (as 
shown above), noise impact mitigation measures are required. An important noise 
mitigation measure that METRO has construction authority over within the Community 
of Acton involves the installation of infrastructure that will facilitate future "Quiet Zone" 
designations for the public grade-crossings in the community; once a "Quiet Zone" 
overlay is established by the Federal Department of Transportation, trains will no longer 
deploy their horns and future "passby" horn events will be eliminated. The most critical 
"first step" in securing "Quiet Zones" in Acton to mitigate AVL Project noise impacts is 
for METRO to construct "Quiet Zone" infrastructure at the public "at-grade" crossings in 
Acton. There is no question that the construction of "Quiet Zone" facilities is "feasible" 
as that term is contemplated in CEQA because METRO already intends to construct 
such facilities in Lancaster and Santa Clarita as part of the AVL Project. Accordingly, 
the Final EIR issued for the AVL Project must identify the construction of "Quiet Zone" 
infrastructure within the Community of Acton as a feasible means to mitigate the 
significant direct noise impacts that AVL Project operations will create. 

The DEIR Does Not Properly Implement FTA Noise Impact Criteria. 

As discussed above, the DEIR assesses noise impacts of AVL Project operations based 
on an "averaging" methodology established by the FTA and set forth in the "Transit 
Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment Manual" released in 2018. Specifically, the FTA 
methodology estimates 1- hour and 24-hour "time-weighted average" noise levels under 
existing conditions at specific "receptor locations" and then compares these values to 1-
hour and 24-hour estimated "time weighted average" noise levels that are projected to 
occur when the AVL Project is fully operational. The DEIR refers to these "time 
weighted average" noise levels as 11 1-hour Leq" (or "Leq") and "24-hour Lan" (or "Lc1n") 
measurements. The Manual also precisely defines "noise impact criteria" that are used 
to determine whether railway projects have "no noise impact", "moderate noise impact", 
or "severe noise impact". The thresholds for these criteria are set forth in Figure 4-2, 
and for residential "receptors", the criteria are based on the 24-hour average Lan value. 
The ATC considers the criteria thresholds established by Figure 4-2 to be reasonable to 
the extent that they can be relied upon to assess "indirect" noise impacts of the AVL 
Project. 

Although the AVL Project traverses more than 10 miles in the Community of Acton, the 
DEIR only identifies 36 residential "receptors" in the Community8 . The DEIR also 
reports that, under existing conditions (without the AVL Project), nearly half of the 
residential receptors identified in Acton currently experience 24-hour Lc1n noise levels of 
70 dBA or more. Reconciling these existing Lan noise exposure levels with the "noise 

8 Appendix I at 236-237. 
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Impact criteria" presented in Figure 4-2 of the FfA Manual reveals that any increase in 
Ldn which occurs at these receptor locations as a result of AVL Project operations must 
be deemed a "severe noise impact". Notably, the DEIR does report that AVL Project 
operations will increase Lc1n levels at the receptor locations in Acton (see pages 236-237); 
therefore, and in accordance with the FfA Manual, the DEIR should conclude that AVL 
Project operations will result in significantly adverse noise impacts on the Community 
of Acton. Nonetheless, the DEIR draws a contrary conclusion by stating on page 3.10-
28 that AVL Project operations will pose "less than significant" noise impacts. To 
resolve these completely contradictory conclusions, the ATC conducted a close 
inspection of how the DEIR applied the Ff A's "noise impact criteria"; the results of this 
inspection reveal that the DEIR does not properly implement the Ff A's methodologies 
(as explained in detail below). 

According to the Ff A Manual, the "Noise Impact Criteria" established by Figure 4-2 are 
applicable "for evaluating existing noise independently to project noise" [page 26]; these 
are precisely the circumstances presented by AVL Project operations because existing 
noise levels can be (and have already been) fully evaluated and clearly established 
independently of the project noise that will result from the addition of 20 more train 
"passby" horn events when the AVL Project is fully operational. Yet, and despite the 
clear direction provided by the FfA Manual, the DEIR does not rely on the "Noise 
Impact Criteria" established by Figure 4-2 and instead applies substantially higher 
"Cumulative Noise Impact Criteria" which (according to FfA Manual directives) are 
wholly inappropriate. Specifically, page 29 of the FfA Manual establishes that 
"Cumulative Noise Impact Criteria" are only applicable in circumstances where "it is not 
possible to define project noise separately from existing noise"; such circumstances 
include process changes (such as replacing diesel locomotives with electric trains), 
modification of track alignments, and facility changes [see page 28]. None of these 
circumstances are presented by AVL Project operations; to the contrary, there is a 
"bright line" distinction between the existing noise profile (which has been evaluated 
and characterized by the DEIR) and the independently determined new noise profile 
that will result from A VL Project operations. 

Accordingly, the DEIR materially errs in applying the "Cumulative Noise Impact 
Criteria" to assess noise impacts of AVL Project operations on the Community of Acton. 
This error will not withstand judicial review, thus the Final EIR must be revised to 
correctly apply the "Noise Impact Criteria" presented in Figure 4-2 as required by the 
FfA Manual. When this and the other corrections noted above are made, the Final EIR 
will assert that AVL Project operations will result in significantly adverse "direct" and 
"indirect" noise impacts in the Community of Acton. 
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The DEIR Ignores adopted "Local" Noise Standards, Goals, and Policies. 

To assess whether a project will result in significantly adverse noise impacts, Lead 
Agencies are required to determine if the project will result in the generation of a 
substantial temporary or permanent increase in ambient noise levels that are in excess 
of standards established in the local general plan. The only "local" standards that are 
considered in the DEIR noise analysis of AVL Project operations are those set forth by 
the City of Los Angeles (referred to as "L.A. CEQA Criteria"). The DEIR applies these 
"L.A. CEQA Criteria" to the entire 76-mile route (including the 10+ mile section located 
in Acton) even though most of the AVL Project is not even located in the City of Los 
Angeles. Odder still, the DEIR completely ignores other "local" noise standards and 
policies (including those set forth in the Los Angeles County General Plan). Evaluating 
AVL Project operations through the lens of these more applicable "local" noise 
standards and policies reveal that A VL Project operations are indeed inconsistent with 
local noise policies and within the Community of Acton, AVL Project operations will 
result in ambient noise levels in excess of General Plan standards. Therefore, AVL 
Project operations will result in significantly adverse noise impacts in the Community of 
Acton. These standards are discussed in more detail below, and the DEIR's failure to 
consider them renders the DEIR materially deficient and thus inadequate for the 
purposes ofCEQA compliance. 

The DEIR does not address any of the noise policies expressed in the Noise Element of 
the adopted Los Angeles County General Plan (County Plan); it also does not 
demonstrate that AVL Project operations are consistent with the noise standards, goals 
and policies that are established by the County Plan. Specifically, the County Plan Noise 
Element affirms that transportation systems (including rail networks) are the major 
source of noise concerns in unincorporated areas like Acton9; it also establishes that 
"coordinated transportation and land use planning plays a critical role in the prevention 
and mitigation of excessive noise impacts" and that local governments (i.e., METRO) 
can address these noise problems through "noise abatement measures"10• The plain 
language of the County Plan demonstrates just how detrimental rail noises are to 
unincorporated communities like Acton, thus is it inexcusable for the DEIR to simply 
ignore the entire County General Plan Noise Element while it contemporaneously 
considers the operation of a new rail project that doubles rail traffic through the 
community. Yet, and incredibly, that is precisely what the DEIR does. To address this 
horrendous error and fill this inexcusable "gap" in the DEIR, the ATC offers the 
following assessment of AVL Project operations and the e:>rtent to which they conflict 
with the standards, goals and policies of the County Plan Noise Element: 

9 Los Angeles County General Plan at 190. 

0 Id. at 196. 
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The County Plan Noise Standard: The maximum noise standard established by the 
County Plan for residential land use areas "at any time" is 65 dBA between the hours of 
10 PM and 7 AM and 70 dBA between the hours of 7 AM to 10 PM (see Table 11.2). 

Based on the noise measurements provided in the DEIR and using the "exposure v 
distance" curve from the FfA Manual (discussed above), the ATC has determined that 
every residence within 3,000 feet of a train "pass by" horn event resulting from AVL 
Project operations will experience noise levels exceeding 78 dBA; and residents as far 
away as two miles away will experience noise levels of at least 70 dBA. Because the AVL 
project will double the number of train trips (and the number of "passby" horn events) 
through Acton, it will subject Acton residents living within two miles of the tracks to 
new noise insults that exceed the County General Plan noise standard. This is no small 
effect; in fact, all of downtown Acton is located within 3,000 feet of the Crown Valley 
grade crossing which means that A VL Project operations will expose all the residents in 
that area to significantly more noise events that substantially exceed General Plan noise 
standards. By definition, this means that AVL Project operations pose significant noise 
impacts on the Community of Acton. 

Goal N 1 "The reduction of excessive noise impacts". The AVL Project conflicts with this 
adopted County Plan Goal because AVL Project operations increase excessive noise 
impacts by increasing the number of "passby" horn events in the Community of Acton. 
The AVL Project does not include any measures to achieve "reductions" in the "excessive 
noise impacts" that it will create. Because the AVL Project conflicts with this adopted 
County Plan Goal, it poses significantly adverse noise impacts to the Community of 
Acton. 

Policy N 1.1: "Utilize land uses to buffer noise-sensitive uses from sources of adverse 
noise impacts". The AVL Project conflicts with this adopted County Plan Policy because 
it omits infrastructure to buffer noise-sensitive uses from the increase in adverse 
"passby" horn noise events that will result from AVL Project operations. METRO is 
aware that the construction of "Quiet Zone" infrastructure at public "at-grade" crossings 
in Acton will facilitate implementation of "Quiet Zone" operation within the community 
and thereby fully mitigate all the noise impacts created by "passby" horn events. As 
discussed above, the construction of "Quiet Zone" infrastructure is certainly a 
technically "feasible" measure because the AVL Project incorporates such infrastructure 
at various locations along the project route. Installing "Quiet Zone" infrastructure is 
also a fiscally "feasible" mitigation measure because METRO is implementing it 
elsewhere as part of the AVL Project (even in a community that did not request it11), The 
installation of "Quiet Zone" infrastructure in Acton is reasonably feasible, and provides 
the only option to ensure the AVL project conforms with General Plan Policy N 1.1. 

11 According to the DEIR "Scoping Report" the only communities requesting "Quiet Zone" 
facilities were the City of Santa Clarita and the Town of Acton; the City of Lancaster did not 
request "Quiet Zone" facilities, but they are being provided anyway by the AVL project. 

10 
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Policy N 1.2: "Reduce exposure to noise impacts by promoting land use compatibility". 
The AVL Project conflicts with this adopted County Plan Policy because it increases 
residents' exposure to already unhealthful noise levels within the Community of Acton 
and deliberately withholds construction of the "Quiet Zones" facilities within the 
Community that are necessary to reduce exposure to noise impacts in the manner set 
forth by General Plan Policy N 1.2. 

Policy N 1.3: "Minimize impacts to noise-sensitive land uses by ensuring adequate site 
design. acoustical construction, and use of barriers, berms. or additional engineering". 
The AVL Project directly contradicts this adopted County Plan Policy because it 
intentionally avoids the use of any engineering controls or site design considerations 
(such as "Quiet Zone" infrastructure) that will minimize the significant noise impacts 
that the project will create on noise-sensitive land uses within the Community of Acton. 
Installing "Quiet Zone" infrastructure in Acton is the only means by which the A VL 
project can be brought into conformance with General Plan Policy N 1.3. 

Policy N 1.4: "Enhance and promote noise abatement programs in an effort to maintain 
acceptable levels of noise as defined by the Los Angeles County E,~1:erior Noise 
Standards and other applicable noise standards." The AVL Project directly conflicts 
with this adopted County Noise Policy because it omits infrastructure necessary to 
"enhance and promote noise abatement programs in an effort to maintain acceptable 
levels of noise" within the Community of Acton. The AVL Project fails to "enhance and 
promote noise abatement programs" by withholding "Quiet Zone" facilities from the 
Community of Acton and it materially degrades noise quality within the Community by 
increasing the number of daily "passby" horn events from approximately 20 to more 
than 40, thereby exposing residents to noise levels that exceed the County's Exterior 
Noise Standards. Installing "Quiet Zone" infrastructure in Acton is the only means by 
which the AVL project can be brought into conformance with General Plan Policy N 1. 4. 

Policy N 1.6: "Ensure cumulative impacts related to noise do not exceed health-based 
safety margins". The AVL Project explicitly violates this policy. According to the DEIR 
"Noise Technical Report", existing 24-hour (Lc1n) noise measurements in the residential 
areas along the rail corridor in Acton already exceed 70 dBA which means that noise 
levels in Acton's residential areas already exceed "health-based" standards12 and FfA 
"severe impact" thresholds13. Unless the AVL Project is revised to provide "Quiet Zone" 
facilities in Acton, AVL Project operations will violate Police N 1.6 by further increasing 
already unhealthy noise levels in Acton and driving them well beyond any conceivable 
"health-based safety margin" 

12 According to the Noise Element of the County Plan, an Lin of 70 is "the maximum safe level 
that the U.S. EPA has identified to protect against the risk of hearing loss" (at 192). 

13 Fr A's "Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment Manual" establishes that areas with 
existing Lin levels exceeding 70 dBA already experience "Severe Noise Impacts" (see Figure 4-2). 

11 
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Policy N 1.z: "Utilize traffic management and noise suppression techniques to minimize 
noise from traffic and transportation systems". The A VL Project utterly contradicts this 
adopted County Noise Policy because it deliberately refrains from utilizing any "noise 
suppression techniques" in Acton even though the DEIR provides compelling evidence 
that AVL Project operations will exacerbate already unhealthful noise conditions along 
the railway corridor in Acton. Installing "Quiet Zone" infrastructure in Acton is the only 
means by which the AVL project can be brought into conformance with General Plan 
Policy N 1.7. 

Policy N 1.9: "Require construction of suitable noise attenuation barriers on noise 
sensitive uses that would be exposed to exterior noise levels of 65 dBA CNEL and above, 
when unavoidable impacts are identified". Nothing about the AVL Project is consistent 
with this adopted County Plan Policy. The DEIR demonstrates that "noise sensitive" 
residential uses within the Community of Acton already experience ell,.1:erior noise levels 
exceeding 65 dBA CNEL (see for example the noise measurement results collected at 
"Site LT-20" in a residential area adjacent to the residence at 3511 Soledad Canyon 
Road). These already unhealthful noise levels will increase when the AVL Project 
becomes fully operational, yet the AVL Project does not consider noise attenuation or 
equivalency measures (such as the construction of "Quiet Zone" facilities) to protect 
noise sensitive uses in Acton. 

The DEIR Does not Properly Address A VL Project Noise Impacts on the 
Community of Acton Because it Omits "Sensitive Receptors" Located Near 
''At-Grade" Rail Crossings inActon. 

Noise measurement data provided by the DEIR "Technical Report" reveal that "train 
passby" horn events significantly influence existing noise levels in residential areas 
adjacent to "at-grade" crossings. For instance, consider the noise measurements 
provided on page 146 that were collected at location LT-20 (which is in a residential 
area and is approximately 260 feet from the track and 650 feet from the Crown Valley 
Road "at-grade" crossing). The measurements at LT-20 reveal that Leq values increase 
significantly in this residential area whenever a "pass by" horn event occurs; they also 
reveal that the passby horn events frequently expose residents in the area to noise levels 
approaching 100 dBA (even at 3 AM). It is reasonable to infer from these data that 
residences located in the vicinity of "at grade" crossings in Acton should be identified in 
the DEIR as "sensitive receptors" and evaluated for potential noise impacts posed by 
AVL Project operations. However, the AVL Project DEIR does not identify any 
"sensitive receptors" in the vicinity of the Crown Valley Road "at-grade" crossing. In 
fact, the closest "sensitive receptor" to the Crown Valley Road "at grade" crossing that is 
identified by the DEIR is 3555 Seclusion Place which is located more than 1,000 feet 
south of the crossing. The DEIR does not even identify the residence located adjacent to 
site LT-20 (at 3511 Soledad Canyon Road) as a "sensitive receptor" though the residents 
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at this address will clearly be affected by A VL Project operations since they will 
increase the number of 95+ dBA noise events that these residents experience from 
approximately 20 per day to more than 40 per day. The DEIR also omits from the list 
of "sensitive receptors" all the downtown residences located north, east, and west of the 
Crown Valley Road "at-grade" crossing. The magnitude of this omission is 
demonstrated in Figure 1 which depicts the location ofLT-20 and downtown Acton 
residences in relation to the Crown Valley Road "at-grade" crossing; it also depicts the 
location of the nearest "sensitive receptor" identified by the DEIR (at 3555 Seclusion 
Place). As shown in this figure, the DEIR omitted numerous sensitive receptors located 
north, east, and west of the Crown Valley Road crossing. Similar omissions were made 
in the vicinity of the Aliso Canyon Road "at-grade" crossing14. This analysis 
demonstrates that the DEIR substantially underreports the number of sensitive 
receptors that will be significantly affected by A VL Project operations in Acton, and thus 
substantially misrepresents significant noise impacts on the Community of Acton. 

Figure 1. Residential areas adjacent to the Crown Valley Road Crossing that were 
Excluded as "Sensitive Receptors" in the DEIR. 

14 The DEIR identifies some receptors located south and east of the Aliso Canyon Road "at­
grade" crossing, but it omits from the list of "sensitive receptors" residences located north and 
west of the crossing. 

13 
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CONCLUSION 

For all the reasons set forth above, the Acton Town Council respectfully requests that 
METRO: 

1. Incorporate the recommendations set forth herein; 

2. Revise the Final EIR to conclude that the AVL Project will cause significantly 
adverse direct and indirect noise impacts on the Community of Acton; 

3. Include the construction of "Quiet Zone" infrastructure at the public "at-grade" 
crossings in Acton to mitigate significantly adverse noise impacts of the AVL 
Project. 

J ia Owen, President 
The Acton Town Council 

14 
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Letter No. 9 

Jeremiah Owen 
Acton Town Council 
P.O. Box 810 
Acton, CA 93510 

9-1. The comment provides an introduction to the letter identifying the Town of Acton’s 
two notable concerns, first that the Proposed Project would double the number of 
trains through the Town of Acton resulting in noise impacts from an increase in the 
frequency of pass-by horn events, and second, that the FTA’s noise impact 
methodology improperly underestimates noise impacts by averaging all noise events 
over a 24-hour period.  

 The noise analysis was prepared in compliance with the FTA Transit Noise and 
Vibration Impact Assessment guidance, which is intended to provide an objective 
analysis of potential noise impacts resulting from transit projects. The definition of a 
significant impact is determined by the FTA noise impact criteria and the Proposed 
Project considered noise levels reaching the “severe” criteria as a significant impact 
under CEQA. 

 The Day-Night (Ldn) noise level utilized in the Proposed Project’s noise analysis, as 
directed by the FTA Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment guidance, is a 
weighted average of noise levels over a 24-hour period. Noise events between 
10:00 p.m. and 7:00 a.m. are increased by 10 dB to account for humans’ greater 
nighttime sensitivity to noise. This noise metric does not “spread out” noise levels to 
reduce noise levels.  The Ldn noise level accounts for a typical day, which includes 
all transit events, and allows for a comparison of the existing base line 24-hour noise 
condition to the 24-hour future noise condition with implementation of the Proposed 
Project. This is the designated noise metric of choice of FTA and other Federal 
Agencies (U.S Department of Housing and Urban Development, Federal Aviation 
Administration, and Environmental Protection Agency) for analysis of project noise at 
residential sensitive receptors. The use of the Ldn noise metric for the Proposed 
Project’s noise analysis is appropriate. 

 Train pass-by events result in noise levels of approximately 96 dBA Lmax at 100 
feet. These are instantaneous noise levels which only occur when the horn is being 
sounded.  The Proposed Project does not propose to alter the maximum noise level 
of train warning horns and an instantaneous noise analysis to compare existing horn 
noise levels and future maximum horn noise levels is not warranted. The analysis is 
to determine the incremental change from the increase in frequency of trains over 
time and accounts for the number of train-pass by events, which includes the 
increase in frequency of horn noise.  In order to prepare this comparison, the 
analysis must consider noise levels over the entirety of the day for Category 2 
residential land use receptors or for a typical 1-hour period for Category 3 
institutional land use receptors. This is the appropriate methodology per the FTA 
Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment guidance. 
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 The proposed increase in trains volumes for the segment from Santa Clarita to 
Palmdale would be from 10 trains to 24 trains between 7:00 a.m. and 7:00 p.m., four 
to seven trains between 7:00 p.m. and 10:00 p.m., and six to nine trains between 
10:00 p.m. and 7:00 a.m.  Although the total increase in train frequency would be 
from 20 trains a day to 40 trains a day, the majority of train frequency increase would 
be during less sensitive daytime hours (7:00 a.m. to 7:00 p.m.). Therefore, the 
majority of train events would not receive the extra 10 dBA penalty which is applied 
for the hours of 10:00 p.m. to 7:00 a.m. in the calculation of the Ldn noise level. Train 
trips that would occur during these hours were appropriately applied to the nighttime 
hours with the 10 dB penalty applied to account for nighttime sensitivity. 

 The comment letter asserts that the 95 dBA noise events have been averaged to 
make project operational noise seem less impactful. The 95 dBA noise events have 
not been converted into a 0.3 dBA “average” noise increase. Train pass-by events, 
including horn noise, were used to calculate either a project 1-hour equivalent noise 
level (Leq) or a 24-hour (Ldn) using formulas provided by the FTA Transit Noise and 
Vibration Impact Assessment guidance, as shown on pages 31 and 33 of the Noise 
Technical Report (Appendix I of the Draft EIR). The formula on page 31 was used to 
calculate noise from train operations, which calculates an operational noise level 
using a reference noise level with adjustments to the noise level based on speed, 
type of locomotive, and number of trains during the day and night, or during one 
hour, and the distance of the source to the sensitive receptor. The formula on page 
33 was used to calculate noise from audible warnings using a reference noise level 
for the horn and adjustments for the number of events during the day and night, or 
during one hour, and the distance of the source to the sensitive receptor. The 
allowable increase in noise is dependent on the existing noise level of the particular 
sensitive receptor. The allowable increase in noise and FTA impact criteria was 
calculated using the existing noise level. No operational noise impacts were 
identified in the DEIR and mitigation, including “Quiet Zones” was not warranted. 

9-2 The comment asserts that “Quiet Zone” ready infrastructure is improperly allocated 
along the AVL corridor and there is no basis for its installation in the City of Santa 
Clarita or the City of Lancaster while also claiming that the Town of Acton should 
receive “Quiet Zone” improvements due to perceived noise impacts the commenter 
identifies. Inclusion of “Quiet Zone” infrastructure in the City of Santa Clarita and the 
City of Lancaster was not in response to noise impacts identified in these 
jurisdictions but rather a matter of thoughtful infrastructure investment. The Canyon 
Siding Extension would include a second track through the Golden Oak Road 
crossing requiring a reconfiguration of the crossing as well as new crossing 
infrastructure to be installed.  Likewise, the Lancaster Terminal Improvements would 
extend a tail track through the Lancaster Boulevard crossing requiring similar 
reconfiguration of the crossing and associated crossing infrastructure. Operational 
noise impacts have not been identified in either of these cities and existing noise 
levels are not the driving factor behind installation of the “Quiet Zone” infrastructure. 
During the planning and design of the Proposed Project, Metro determined that 
investment in “Quiet Zone” ready infrastructure at these two locations was warranted 
since if either jurisdiction applied for a Quiet Zone in the future, the infrastructure 
installed as part of the Proposed Project would be removed and replaced if not 
already “Quiet Zone” ready. Since no physical improvements in the Town of Acton 
are proposed as part of the Proposed Project, no associated Quiet Zone ready 
infrastructure is proposed in the Town of Acton. Although no potential impacts were 
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found in the Proposed Project’s noise analysis, it is recommended that the Acton 
Town Council (ATC) address their rail noise concerns through the Quiet Zone 
application process. Metro provides information on Quiet Zones here: 
https://metrolinktrains.com/community-main/quiet-zones/. Metro also provides a link 
to the Federal Railroad Administration site that describes how to create a Quiet 
Zone: https://railroads.dot.gov/elibrary/how-create-quiet-zone. 

9-3 The comment states that the noise impact analysis presented in the Draft EIR does 
not comply with CEQA and that the Proposed Project’s noise analysis does not 
address noise impacts on “many ‘sensitive receptors’ within the Community of 
Acton.” The noise assessment assessed the Appendix G CEQA Threshold questions 
for noise and vibration. The methodology and criteria were appropriate, methodically 
applied, and consistent with analyses prepared and approved for other similar Metro 
Projects. Sensitive receptors were not omitted and all sensitive receptors within the 
FTA screening distances of 750 feet for commuter rail mainlines and 1,600 feet for 
rail crossing with horns and bells were assessed. Further detail is provided in 
subsequent responses. 

9-4 The comment letter asserts that the direct noise effects of the Proposed Project’s 
operations were not addressed. The noise assessment does consider the “direct” 
effects of the Proposed Project after project implementation. The analysis included a 
comprehensive survey of existing noise conditions in the AVL corridor and utilized 
these noise levels, per the FTA methodology, to assign the appropriate FTA Noise 
impact criteria and allowable increase for each sensitive receptor. The model 
assumptions and calculations include the proposed increase in operational frequency 
of trains along the AVL corridor and accounts for horn noise at crossings. The 
analysis provides a comparison of existing noise levels and the predicted increase in 
noise resulting from the Proposed Project, which illustrates the “direct” effect of the 
Proposed Project. The analysis includes predicted increases for each sensitive 
receptor and the “direct” effect of the Proposed Project on each of these uses. The 
FTA methodology complies with CEQA. A CEQA noise analysis must evaluate an 
increase in ambient noise and represent the all-encompassing sound at a given 
place, as defined by ANSI-ASA S1.1 (Acoustical Terminology). An Lmax value does 
not represent ambient noise; it represents an instant in time. “Direct effects” in CEQA 
does not indicate that an Lmax is warranted for the Proposed Project’s noise analysis. 

 The 1-hour Leq and 24-hour Ldn noise metrics do not blend non-project noise events 
occurring at a different time and place, as suggested by the comment letter. The 
analysis considers the existing noise levels along the AVL corridor, which are 
presented in the form of Leq or Ldn depending on the type of land use of the sensitive 
receptor. These existing noise levels include all sources of noise currently along the 
project corridor, as noted in Table 3.10-3 on page 3.10-7 of the Draft EIR. Existing 
noise sources in the Santa Clarita to Palmdale section of the alignment includes 
existing Metrolink AVL and freight operations and their associated horns and bells at 
crossing, freeway and local road traffic, and occasional aircraft flyovers. The existing 
noise condition provided the baseline for the noise assessment and was used to 
establish the allowable noise increase before an impact would occur, per the FTA 
Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment guidance. The predicted noise 
increase over the existing condition was then calculated by creating a noise model, 
which included the operational modifications associated with the Proposed Project. 
These predicted noise levels were not “blended” with other sources of noise and only 
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include the noise resulting from operational modifications due to the Proposed 
Project.  

 The comment letter suggests that “soft ground” noise attenuation formulas were 
utilized for the analysis when “hard ground” should have been used in its place. The 
letter asserts because of this, the “direct” noise effects of the Proposed Project have 
been underestimated. The noted “Equation 4-19” is for distance adjustment of noise 
effects and not ground type. Ground factor formulas can be found on page 86 of the 
FTA Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment guidance. As noted on page 31 
of the Noise Technical Report (Appendix I of the Draft EIR), “Also included in the 
noise prediction calculations are adjustments for ground type (for this proposed 
project, hard ground is assumed)…”. The correct and most conservative ground type 
was used for the calculations, as was requested in the comment letter. 

9-5 The comment letter notes that the FTA Noise Impact Criteria have been incorrectly 
applied and does not match Figure 4-2 of the FTA Transit Noise and Vibration 
Impact Assessment guidance. The FTA Transit Noise and Vibration Impact 
Assessment guidance allows two options for noise criteria: Option A  (Project Noise 
Impact Criteria Presentation) utilizes the criteria shown in Figure 4-2, which is 
intended for independent evaluation of project noise for new transit projects in an 
area without transit; and Option B (Cumulative Noise Impact Criteria Presentation) is 
intended for evaluating noise for existing transit systems where a Proposed Project 
intends to make changes to operations, such as modification to track alignments or 
changes in frequency of transit trips. Option B was determined to be appropriate for 
the Metro AVL project as the Proposed Project includes operational modifications to 
an existing transit line within an existing transit corridor. The allowable increases in 
cumulative noise levels presented in Figure 4-3, Figure 4-4, and Table 4-6 of the 
FTA’s Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment guidance are the appropriate 
criteria to use for the Proposed Project. The appropriate noise metrics have been 
used for Category 2 Residential sensitive land uses (Ldn) and Category 3 Institutional 
sensitive land uses (Ldn) per Table 4-3 of the FTA Transit Noise and Vibration Impact 
Assessment guidance. The FTA methodology and criteria for transit noise 
assessment have been correctly applied. 

9-6 Local noise standards are typically not appropriate for assessing transit noise 
because they are often “brightline” thresholds which do not account for existing 
conditions. Oftentimes the noise standards are already being exceeded under 
existing conditions, which is unrelated to transit projects. For instance, Chapter 12.08 
of the County of Los Angeles Municipal Code includes enforceable noise standards 
and limits which are “brightline” thresholds. The noise standards for residential 
properties are 45 dB for nighttime hours (10:00 p.m. to 7:00 a.m.) and 50 dB for 
daytime hours (7:00 a.m. to 10:00 p.m.). As noted by the commenter, several 
sensitive receptors currently are exposed to existing noise levels in excess of 70 dBA 
or in some areas lower than the County noise standards. The maximum noise 
standard established by the County Plan for residential land use areas "at any time" 
(65 dBA between the hours of 10:00 p.m. and 7:00 a.m. and 70 dBA between the 
hours of 7:00 a.m. to 10:00 p.m.) are also being exceeded in many areas under 
existing conditions. As such, this is the reason the FTA criteria uses a “sliding scale” 
for its noise impact criteria, which is based on the existing noise condition.  
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 Similarly, the City of Los Angeles uses a threshold that functions in much the same 
manner. Therefore, it was determined that applying the City of Los Angeles, L.A. 
CEQA Thresholds Guide would provide a more even assessment of project noise by 
examining the incremental increase of noise and comparing it to a 5 dBA Community 
Noise Equivalent Level (CNEL) allowable increase in consideration of local 
standards. This allows for a more accurate assessment of incremental increases in 
noise in areas with both high and low levels of existing noise that are currently above 
or below the County of Los Angeles noise standards. The L.A. CEQA Thresholds 
Guide thresholds are more stringent than the FTA noise limits in rural areas that 
have less background noise than a typical urbanized setting. Therefore, for the 
Proposed Project, the thresholds guide have been applied along the entire AVL 
corridor to help evaluate noise impacts for areas with generally lower levels of 
existing noise. Additionally, the CNEL noise metric utilized for the L.A CEQA 
Thresholds Guide includes an additional 5 dB noise penalty for events occurring 
during the hours of 7:00 p.m. to 10:00 p.m. which accounts for increased sensitivity 
to noise during these hours. Therefore, it is more conservative than the FTA analysis 
and the County of Los Angeles thresholds. 

 Regarding the County of Los Angele’s General Plan Noise Element noise goals and 
policies, Metro seeks to comply with the guidelines listed to limit noise impacts on 
sensitive uses. However, the significance threshold for determination if an impact 
would occur under CEQA are the FTA noise impact criteria and the L.A. CEQA 
Thresholds Guide criteria. Based on these impact criteria, which rely on existing 
noise conditions for their establishment, and the comprehensive noise analysis 
prepared for the Proposed Project, no operational impacts would occur, and 
mitigation measures are not required for operational noise. Notably, the Los Angeles 
County General Plan Noise Element points to the Los Angeles County Code for 
Community Noise Criteria, listed in the General Plan Noise Element in Table 11.2. 
The Los Angeles County Code specifically states in Section 12.08.570 that the 
following activities are exempt from the criteria: train horns and railroad activities. As 
such, applying the Noise Element requirements citing County Code criteria is not 
warranted for the Proposed Project.  A description of applicable County General Plan 
Noise Element goals and policies has been included in Chapter 2.0, Corrections and 
Additions, of the Final EIR.  

9-7 The comment states that sensitive receptors were omitted near the Crown Valley 
Road Grade at-grade crossing and Aliso Canyon Road at-grade crossing. Sensitive 
receptors within 750 feet of the tracks and 1,600 feet of grade crossings where horns 
would be sounded were included in the noise assessment. The noted omitted 
sensitive receptors near the Crown Valley Road at-grade crossing are shown in 
Figure 52 on page 113 of the Noise Technical Report. The noted omitted sensitive 
receptors near the Aliso Canyon Road at-grade crossing are shown in Figure 53 on 
page 114 of the Noise Technical Report. The noted sensitive receptors were not 
omitted and were included in the noise assessment. Metro has identified that multiple 
addresses listed in Table 22 of the Noise Technical Report were inaccurate or 
otherwise missing information which may address the commenter’s assertion that 
sensitive receptors were omitted from the analysis. A corrected table is included in 
Chapter 2.0, Corrections and Additions, of the Final EIR. 
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9-8 The comment concludes the letter by reiterating the Acton Town Council’s request 
that the EIR conclude that the Proposed Project would result in significant noise 
impacts and to mitigate said impacts by constructing “Quiet Zone” infrastructure 
within the Town of Acton.  Unfortunately, this request cannot be accepted since this 
technical study did not identify significant noise impacts that warrant mitigation along 
the entire AVL corridor. Metro’s responses to the Town of Acton’s concerns are 
detailed in Comments 9-1 through 9-7.  
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--------------- Original Message--------------­
From: Brian Yanity [brian@railpac.org] 
Sent: 8/22/2021, 6:25 PM 
To: avl@metro.net 
Cc: steve@railpac.org 

COMMENT LETTER 10 

Subject: Rail PAC Comment Letter on Draft EIR for the Antelope Valley Line Capacity and Service Improvements Program 

Dear l\1r. Balderrama, 

The Rail Passenger Association of California and Nevada (Rai!P AC) is a two-state organization with membership 
throughout California and Nevada. Rai!PAC is a strong advocate for an expanded comprehensive public transportation 
network serving the entire state of California as well as Nevada. Rai!PAC is an all-volunteer non-profit passenger rail 
advocacy group, founded in 1978. 

RailPAC fully supports the three capital projects in Antelope Valley Line (AVL) Capacity and Service Improvements 
Program Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR): 

• Balboa Double Track Extension located in the City of Los Angeles 

• Canyon Siding Extension located in the City of Santa Clarita 

• Lancaster Terminal Improvements located in the City of Lancaster 

The three projects assessed in the EIR will provide the capacity required to allow Metrolink to increase AVL service to 
all-day 30-minute bi-directional headways between Los Angeles Union Station and the Santa Clarita Valley and up to 60-
minute bi-directional headways between the Santa Clarita Valley and the Lancaster Terminal by the year 2028. 

Upon completion, these three projects will benefit thousands of rail passengers each day on the Metrolink A VL- enabling 
a safer, more reliable and more frequent passenger train service, improving on-time performance and operational 
flexibility, while reducing the risk of train delays and operational shutdowns during routine maintenance and incidents on 
the AVL. 

Sincerely, 

Brian Yanity 

Vice President- South and Board Member, 
Rail Passenger Association of California and Nevada (Rai!P AC) 
Fullerton, California 

[pdf of this letter attached] 
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Letter No. 10 

Brian Yanity 
Rail Passenger Association of California and Nevada (RailPAC) 
Fullerton, California 

10-1. The comment expresses support for the Proposed Project and identifies the need for 
increased Metrolink service along the AVL. Metro appreciates the support and has 
noted the comment.  No further response is required. 
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September 10, 2021 

COMMENT LETTER 11 

NORTH LOS ANCELES COUNTY 
Transportation Coalition JPA 

Pagelof3 

Metro Antelope Valley Line Capacity and Service Development Program DEIR Comment 
Letter Submitted via avl@metro.net 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Metro Antelope Valley Line Capacity and Service 
Development Program Draft EIR. On behalf of the North Los Angeles County Transportation 
Coalition JPA (NCTC) member agencies Los Angeles County 5th Supervisorial District, the Cities of 
Lancaster, Palmdale, and Santa Clarita located in North Los Angeles County, I am pleased to 
submit this letter strongly supporting the Metro Antelope Valley Line Capacity and Service 
Development Program. 

With the voter approval of Measure R in 2008, Measure M in 2016, and CA SB1 in 2018, North Los 
Angeles NCTC Subregion was able to receive funding for critical transportation mobility projects 
stuck in a funding bottleneck. 

Following the Northridge Earthquake in 1994, total trip time on Metrolink rail service to/from the 
Antelope and Santa Clarita Valley's has seen little improvement. The AVL Study clearly 
demonstrated that with modest investment, Metrolink service can provide the frequent transit trip to 
compete with the car trip on the freeway (Metro AVL Study Metro Report, July 17,2019 Metro 
Planning & Programming Committee). The Capacity and Service Development Program is vital for 
North Los Angeles connectivity to the greater Southern California region and beyond. 

The Program will implement four strategic capital infrastructure improvements along the AVL that 
will unlock Metrolink's ability to run faster and more frequent service along the 76-mile alignment 
between the City of Lancaster in North Los Angeles County and Union Station in Downtown Los 
Angeles, serving rural , suburban, and urban communities including the Cities of Lancaster, 
Palmdale, Santa Clarita, Sylmar, San Fernando, Burbank, Glendale and Los Angeles and 
unincorporated communities such as Acton and Agua Dulce. Many of these areas offer important 
concentrations of workforce and affordable housing and include disadvantaged communities with 
higher-than-average transit dependency. The Program will improve service to major employment 
centers and other regional destinations, including Hollywood Burbank Airport, while accommodating 
the population and employment growth that is forecast to occur in the decades ahead. 
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NORTH LOS ANCELES COUNTY 
Transportation Coalition JPA 

Page2of3 

The 76.6-mile long AVL is composed of 12 stations and has the third highest ridership in Metrolink's 
commuter rail system with approximately 7,000 passengers per weekday. Metrolink's AVL also has 
the longest average trip length system-wide at 42.2 miles. It is the only Metrolink route that operates 
entirely within LA County and it is the only high-capacity transit corridor that connects the cities of 
Lancaster, Palmdale, Unincorporated LA County 5th District, Santa Clarita, Burbank, Glendale and 
Los Angeles. The Metrolink corridor runs parallel to the 5 and 14 Freeways, providing critical 
congestion relief and avoiding single occupancy vehicle trips. 

Due to the mountainous terrain of the northern portion of the AVL, the average speed for this line is 
approximately 40mph with passenger rail travel time of approximately two hours between Lancaster 
and LA Union Station (LAUS). 

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. 

The NCTC JPA members have allocated over $116.35M in Measure M tax-payer funds toward the 

AVL service improvements implementation and Metro and Metrolink jointly submitted the Antelope 
Valley Line (AVL) Capital and Service Improvements SB1 Transit and Intercity Rail Capital Program 
(TIRCP) and was awarded $110 million for the four capital projects with a total budget of $220.85M. 
The proposed AVL capacity increases will accelerate the timeline for higher frequency, more 
reliable and convenient rail transit to attract more Metrolink ridership on the AVL and provide relief 
for the severely congested Interstate 5 and State Route 14 corridors. 

Demographics in North Los Angeles County 
The recent Covid Pandemic highlights how all of Los Angeles County relies on the NCTC 
Subregions first responders and essential workers-on 24/7 shifts throughout Los Angeles County. 
We appreciate and are proud of our north Los Angeles County neighbors for the work they have 
done during the pandemic to provide essential services to keep us healthy, safe, and secure, while 
stocked with essential goods. Thank You! 

The corridor goes through Equity Focus Communities (EFG) that based on US Census Bureau 
statistics and Metro demographic maps show the need for improved mobility options. 

■ One in three in the Antelope Valley live in Equity Focus Communities-yet Lancaster and 
Palmdale appear to have no projects listed in the Draft LRTP. 

■ Black/African American population: Lancaster 21 .8 %, Palmdale 12.5% 
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NORTH LOS ANCELES COUNTY 
Transportation Coalition JPA 

Page3of3 

■ Asian population: Santa Clarita 11 % 
■ Hispanic or Latino: Lancaster 39.7%, Palmdale 60.2%, Santa Clarita 33.5% 
■ Persons in Poverty: Lancaster 23.8%, Palmdale 17.3%, Santa Clarita 8.6% 
• School Free/Reduced Lunch Program, Lancaster K-6 eligible: 75% 
• Veterans average population in AV & SCV is 6.1 %, above LA County 3.5% & CA 5.4% avg. 
• Veterans average population: Lancaster 7.5%, Palmdale 5.8%, Santa Clarita 4.9% 
■ Persons without Health Insurance, under age 65: Lancaster 7.5%, Palmdale 10%, Santa 

Clarita 7.5% 
■ Persons 65 years and over: Lancaster 9.8%, Palmdale 18.9%, Santa Clarita 11.3% 

In closing, on behalf of the North Los Angeles County Transportation Coalition JPA member 
agencies, I am pleased to submit this letter strongly supporting the Metro Antelope Valley 
Line Capacity and Service Development Program. 

Sincerely, 

~~ 
Arthur V. Sohikian 
Executive Director 
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Letter No. 11 

Arthur V. Sohikian 
North Los Angeles County Transportation Coalition JPA (NCTC) 

11-1. The comment provides a statement of support on behalf of the NCTC outlining 
various aspects of the Proposed Project’s benefit to north Los Angeles County 
residents. The comment goes on to state that the AVL Study demonstrates that the 
modest investment associated with the Proposed Project allows Metrolink to provide 
frequent transit service to compete with the car trips on the freeway while improving 
Metrolink speeds and providing improved service to major employment centers and 
other regional destinations in Los Angeles County. Metro appreciates the support 
and partnership with NCTC on the Proposed Project and associated improvement 
program and funding agreements. No further response is necessary. 
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COMMENT LETTER 12 ffl BUILDING AMERICA~ 

October 15, 2021 

Via email: avl@metro.net 
BalderramaB@metro.net 

Brian Balderrama, Director Senior 
Metro One Gateway Plaza, M/S 99-17-2 
Los Angeles, CA 90012 

RE: Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority Draft Environmental 
Impact Report: Antelope Valley Line Capacity and Service Improvements Program 

Dear Mr. Balderrama: 

Union Pacific Railroad Company (UPRR) submits these comments in response to the Los 
Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority ' s (Metro) Draft Environmental Impact 
Report (DEIR): Antelope Valley Line Capacity and Service Improvements Program (Project). 
Metro's Project proposes the construction of three capital improvements - Balboa Double Track 
Extension, Canyon Siding Extension, and Lancaster Terminal Improvements - along the 
Antelope Valley Line (AVL) to suppo1i enhanced commuter train service between Los Angeles 
Union Station and the City of Lancaster. UPRR has a direct interest in the Project because it 
holds freight rights and operates freight service, both local and through, as a tenant railroad on 
the route and because it owns right-of-way in the City of Lancaster identified in the DEIR as 
potentially necessary for the Project. 

UPRR owns and operates a common carrier freight railroad network in the western two thirds of 
the United States, including the State of California. Specifically, UPRR owns and operates rail 
main lines connecting the San Francisco Bay Area to Sacramento and points east and north, and 
to Los Angeles and points east and southeast. UPRR is the largest rail carrier in California in 
terms of both mileage and train operations. UPRR also has a multitude of public private 
partnerships across the state, including active and planned projects with various state agencies 
and passenger rail partners. UPRR's network in California is vital to the economic health of the 
state and the nation as whole, and its rail service to California customers is crucial to the current 
and future success and growth of those customers. 

The Project Objectives in the DEIR are stated as: 

• Provide regular and more frequent Metrolink services to improve regional connectivity 
and accessibility through the enabling of30-minute bi-directional passenger rail service 
to the Santa Clarita Valley and 60-rninute bi-directional service to Lancaster along the 
A VL corridor. 

• Improve passenger service reliability and efficiency on the A VL rail corridor. 

UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD 
1400 Douglas Street, Stop 1120 
Omaha, Nebraska 68179 
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Brian Bal.clerrama 
RE: Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority Draft Environmental Impact Repo1t: 
Antelope Valley Line Capacity and Service Improvements Program 
Page 3 

The discreet projects described in the DEIR - Balboa Double Track Extension, Canyon Siding 
Extension, and Lancaster Terminal Improvements - are the same as those Metro originally 
presented to UPRR, and no additional infrastructure has been proposed to address UPRR's 
concerns. UPRR is therefore obligated to point out again that the three projects alone are 
insufficient to protect the fluidity, efficiency, and reliability of freight movement as commuter 
train volumes increase. 

The Project seeks to use UPRR owned right of way to accommodate the expansion of the layover 
facility in Lancaster, CA. This proposal raises several operating, engineering, real estate and 
commercial franchise challenges. Except where UPRR has, following negotiation with the 
appropriate agencies, implemented significant capacity improvements and other mitigation 
measures to address adverse impacts to its franchise, UPRR will not allow any part of the Project 
to impact current or future freight service or be located on UPRR-owned property. 

Acknowledging its status, while also asserting its rights, as a tenant on the majority of the route 
included in the DEIR, UPRR strongly encourages incorporation of the following principles: 

• All Project facilities that may cross above or below A VL right of way should clear-span 
the property and be constructed a sufficient distance away to permit UPRR's full 
utilization of its freight rights. 

• Any new facilities that cross the A VL right of way in relation to the Project, including 
new or realigned roads, should be grade-separated. 

• Pedestrian crossings at station locations along the proposed shared A VL right of way 
should be grade separated. 

• Depending on the design and proximity of the Project facilities to the AVL right of way, 
special conditions such as safety barriers may be required. 

• It is not clear whether the DEIR has examined the impact that construction of the 
Program alignment may have on the future ability of cities or other road authorities to 
grade-separate roads that cross the A VL tracks along the route. State and federal policies 
encourage the elimination of railroad grade crossings for the benefit of safety and the 
efficient movement of trains and vehicular traffic. The design of the Project along A VL 
right of way under the Preferred Alternative may permanently prevent roads that 
currently cross the freight tracks at grade from being grade-separated in the future. 
UPRR recommends that an analysis be completed to determine the extent of these 
potential impacts and that the results be formally communicated to the respective 
roadway authorities who might be impacted and to UPRR. 

Considering the potentially serious and detrimental impacts to UPRR operations under the 
Preferred Alternative, it is imperative that Metro continue working with UPRR to develop a 
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Brian Balderrama 
RE: Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority Draft Environmental Impact Repo1t: 
Antelope Valley Line Capacity and Service Improvements Program 
Page4 

Project scope that addresses the concerns identified in this letter or that have yet to be identified. 
If Metro does select the Preferred Alternative, then Metro must provide solutions to overcome 
the impacts to UPRR noted above and any others UPRR identifies as the designs of the Preferred 
Alternative project elements are developed in more detail. 

Thank you for considering our comments. 

Sincerely, 

pNV,vw,_ u~ 
Pegg is 
General Director Network Development 
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Letter No. 12 

Peggy Harris 
Union Pacific Railroad 

12-1 The comment provides an introduction to the letter, describes Union Pacific 
Railroad’s (UPRR’s) interests in the AVL corridor, and describes the Proposed 
Project objectives.  No comment on contents of the EIR is provided and no further 
response is required. 

12-2 The comment states that the AVL corridor is critical to UPRR operations and UPRR’s 
ability to continue to move goods through the AVL corridor must be preserved during 
planning for the Proposed Project.  Specifically, the comment states that Metro has 
failed to demonstrate that proposed passenger rail service increases would not 
significantly damage the performance of freight operations and that Metro has failed 
to demonstrate that the proposed schedule left sufficient time in a 24-hour period to 
perform routine inspection and maintenance. Metro acknowledges UPRR’s interests 
in maintaining its operations. The rail modelling developed for the 2019 AVL Study 
demonstrated that the Proposed Project’s service improvements could accommodate 
UPRR operations in designated time slots throughout the day. In addition, it is 
important to note that the Proposed Project would only enable the proposed service 
increase and ultimate schedule planning would be the responsibility of Metrolink 
which intends to add time slots throughout the day based on demand. Finally, UPRR 
still holds freight operating rights and a freight easement pursuant to the Shared Use 
Agreement between Southern Pacific Transportation Company and Los Angeles 
County Transportation Commission, dated December 16, 1992. Metrolink’s service 
planning must accommodate these existing agreements and operating rights.  Metro 
anticipates further coordination with UPRR and Metrolink to ensure that service 
planning and scheduling maintains UPRR’s operating interests through 
implementation of the Proposed Project. Similarly, Metrolink service planning must 
accommodate routine inspection and maintenance activities. 

12-3 The comment states that while some early engagement was conducted, UPRR was 
not notified by Metro of the availability of the Draft EIR despite its interests as a 
holder of operating rights on the corridor and owner of ROW required for 
implementation of the Lancaster Terminal Improvements.  Metro acknowledges that 
since early engagement, the overall project schedule and upcoming deliverables 
were communicated to UPRR with a full public engagement leading up to the project 
scoping and release of the Draft EIR.   Regardless, given UPRR’s interests in the 
Proposed Project and status as a stakeholder with operating rights, Metro gladly 
accepts UPRR’s comments on the Draft EIR. 

12-4 The comment states that Section 3.1, Transportation, of the Draft EIR does not 
identify potential impacts to freight operations and does not include UPRR in 
Mitigation Measure TR-2. Metro has updated Section 3.1, Transportation, in the Final 
EIR to include discussion of UPRR operations, potential impacts to UPRR 
operations, and inclusion of UPRR in Mitigation Measure TR-2. Metro notes that 
operational impacts to UPRR are discussed in Table 3.1-12 related to the Proposed 
Project’s consistency with the State Rail Plan.  
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12-5 The comment describes one of the goals of the State Rail Plan related to supporting 
improvements to the state rail network to help move both people and goods and 
states that the Proposed Project has not proposed any additional improvements to 
address UPRR’s concerns. The capital improvements included in the Proposed 
Project would allow for improved performance for both commuter rail and freight 
operations by adding additional rail capacity. While planning for the Proposed Project 
assumed existing freight service levels, opportunities for future capacity and train 
operations on the AVL will be preserved in anticipation of UPRR potentially 
increasing their level of freight traffic in the future, which is consistent with state and 
regional objectives for shifting goods movement in favor of rail and away from over-
the-road trucking. However, Metro acknowledges that with implementation of the 
Proposed Project, as passenger operations transition to a service plan with defined 
slots at regular “clockface” intervals that repeat every hour, the operating and 
dispatching procedures for freight trains on the AVL will need to change and freight 
operations will be assigned off-peak slots. 

12-6 The comment states that the Proposed Project’s intention to use UPRR-owned ROW 
presents operating, engineering, real estate and commercial franchise concerns for 
UPRR.  The comment goes on to suggest that use of UPRR-owned ROW will not be 
allowed without further negotiation inclusive of additional capacity enhancements 
and mitigation for UPRR operations.  Metro intends to continue coordinating with 
UPRR on the use of their ROW, service planning, as well as future improvements 
along the AVL. UPRR’s concerns have been noted by Metro. 

12-7 The comment states that UPRR asserts its rights as a tenant and encourages Metro 
to implement several principals, the first of which requests that any project facilities 
that cross above or under the AVL should clear span the ROW to allow UPRR full 
use of its operating rights. No project facilities that would cross above or under the 
AVL tracks are proposed other than potential station access at the Santa Clarita 
Station and the Lancaster Terminal. Under any of the station-related design options, 
pedestrian access would clear span the AVL tracks.  

12-8 The comment requests that any project-related facilities that cross the AVL ROW, 
including realigned roads, should be grade separated.  The Proposed Project does 
not include realignment of any roads or other facilities crossing the AVL ROW.  The 
Proposed Project would make modifications to the existing Golden Oak Road and 
Lancaster Avenue crossings related to placement of new track through these 
crossings.  No grade separated crossings are proposed as part of the Proposed 
Project other than the aforementioned potential pedestrian access design options at 
the Santa Clarita Station and the Lancaster Terminal. 

12-9 The comment requests that pedestrian crossings at station locations should be grade 
separated.  As mentioned, there are several design options proposed for grade 
separated pedestrian access at the Santa Clarita Station and Lancaster Terminal. 
Metro notes UPRR’s request and this comment will be provided to the Metro Board 
of Directors for their consideration. 

12-10 The comment states that special safety considerations may be required such as 
barriers dependent upon proximity of Proposed Project facilities to the AVL ROW. 
Design of the Proposed Project has not identified any locations where safety barriers 
may be required other than the I-5 bridge where bridge pier protection is proposed.  
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12-11 The comment states that the Proposed Project may result in limits on local 
jurisdictions’ ability to grade separate rail crossings in the future. As discussed, the 
only crossings affected by the Proposed Project are at Golden Oak Road and 
Lancaster Avenue. These proposed crossings have been coordinated with the City of 
Santa Clarita and the City of Lancaster, respectively.  There are no plans to grade 
separate these roadways.  Grade separations on other rail crossings along the AVL 
would not be prohibited by the Proposed Project and infrastructure associated with 
the Proposed Project would be installed at discreet locations consisting of the Balboa 
Double Track Extension site, the Canyon Siding Extension site, and the Lancaster 
Terminal Improvements site.  

12-12 The comment provides a conclusion to the letter and reiterates a need for Metro to 
continue coordination with UPRR to address the concerns identified in the comment 
letter.  Metro looks forward to the continued coordination with UPRR. No further 
comment on the contents of the EIR is provided and no response is required.  
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-------- ------- Original Message--------------­
From: Wufoo [no-reply@wufoo.com] 

Sent: 8/20/2021, 11:04 AM 
To: avl@metro.net 

COMMENT LETTER 13 

Subject: AVL Service Improvements Program Comment Form [#83] 

Name • Adam Spieckermann 

Email • 

Address Santa Clarita, CA 91355 

United States 

Comments 

As a Santa Clarita homeowner and Metrolink user : 

I support the Balboa double track extension 

I support the Canyon siding extension and prefer the island platform option. 

I support both the Lancaster storage track additions . 

I support the Lancaster island platform with a grade crossing. 

Having used other Metrolink station island platforms, I do not think a grade separated crossing is necessary to access 

an island platform, these proposed grade separations are a waste of money that could be better allocated to additional 

double track projects. 

These proposed grade separations are also a waste of time, as they unnecessary delay the implementation of needed 

improvements with the much longer construction schedules of grade separations 
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Metrolink should provide a calculation of the cumulative monetary harm imposed on the AV riders and communities by 

the delays caused by the longer construction schedules of these grade separations and should provide an explanation 

of why this monetary harm is necessary. 

I approve of all the double track and siding extensions proposed in phase two of the Antelope Valley line 

improvements. 

I strongly disapprove that this Environmental Impact Report is being performed on the antelope valley line 

improvements for phase one. This EIR is not required under current California law, and forcing this EIR process on these 

improvements delays the implementation of these improvements unnecessarily. 

Delaying these improvements by doing an unnecessary and optional EIR creates a disparate impact on all Metrolink 

riders and future riders and negatively impacts the entire community along the AV line by needlessly delaying and 

denying these improvements. 

Metrolink MUST acknowledge the negative financial disparate impacts on the communities and ridership of the AV line 

by deliberately delaying and denying these improvements with unnecessary and unneeded environmental reviews. 

Metrolink MUST provide both a monetary calculation and a time calculation of the cumulative harms caused to the 

communities and riders by the unnecessary and unneeded Environmental Reviews. 

Metrolink MUST provide an explanation for why they are imposing these hardships on the antelope valley line riders and 

communities by denying and delaying these needed improvements with unnecessary and unneeded environmental 

reviews. 

Metrolink MUST provide an explanation for why they are taking on the legal risk of creating a disparate impact on the 

affected communities and groups by forcing these financial harms on these communities and groups. And Metrolink 

should explain how they account for the potential costs of the legal risks created by performing these unnecessary and 

unneeded environmental reviews that are not required under current California Law. 
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Letter No. 13 

Adam Spieckermann 
13-1. The comment expresses support for the Proposed Project and identifies the island 

platform design options with at-grade crossings at both the Canyon Siding Extension 
and Lancaster Terminal Improvements as the preferred design options. The 
comment continues to express that grade separated pedestrian crossings are a 
waste of money and unnecessarily add to construction time and costs.  Metro 
appreciates the support for the project and notes the commenter's preference for 
island platforms and at-grade crossing at the Santa Clarita Station and Lancaster 
Station. 
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------------ --- Original Message----- --- --- ---­

From: Wufoo [no-reply@wufoo.com] 

Sent: 7/28/2021, 10:54 PM 

To: avl@metro.net 

COMMENT LETTER 14 

Subject: AVL Service Improvements Program Comment Form [#81] 

Name • Dylan Giliberto 

Email • 

• Please add to email list 

Address 

Burbank, CA 91501 

United States 

Comments 

Hello, 

Being that this project is mainly adding double track to some sections of the existing line, I don't think there is anything 

of concern or to oppose in the draft EIR. 

I fully support increasing service to bring trains every 30 minutes between Santa Clarita and Downtown Los Angeles. As 

a Burbank resident, the easiest and most convenient way to go downtown is Metrolink. 

Though this is not mentioned in the EIR (as far as I can tell), I believe Metro and Metrolink should go further and add 

trains every l 5 minutes between Burbank Airport and Downtown Los Angeles. Nearly that entire route is already double 

tracked, and a 15 minute frequency would make this section operate almost like a metro line. Every 30 minutes is a 

huge and welcome improvement over existing service already, but 15 minute service would mean you could arrive at 

the station without needing to check a timetable or worry about missing your train. I believe that this kind of service 

would attract even more riders, and would take even more cars off of the heavily congested 5 freeway that runs parallel 

to this section of the Antelope Valley Line. 

Thank you! 

Dylan Giliberto 
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Letter No. 14 

Dylan Gilberto 
14-1. The comment supports increased service along the AVL and states that service 

between the Burbank Airport and Los Angeles Union Station should be increased 
further to 15-minute bidirectional service. The Proposed Project is only intended to 
enable 30-minute bi-directional service between Los Angeles Union Station and 60-
minute bi-directional service between Santa Clarita and Lancaster consistent with 
Metro Board of Directors Motion 2019-0571. The Proposed Project's capital 
improvements only provide enough capacity for this level of service and more 
frequent service along the AVL would only be enabled by additional capital 
improvements which are currently not under consideration. Metro and Metrolink will 
continue to study and pursue ways to improve service on the AVL. 
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--------------- Original Message--------------­
From: Wufoo [no-reply@wufoo.com] 
Sent: 8/17/2021, 6:14 PM 
To: avl@metro.net 

COMMENT LETTER 15 

Subject: AVL Service Improvements Program Comment Form [#82] 

Name * Numan Parada 

Email * 

Address 

Sylmar, CA 91342 

United States 

Comments 

To whom it may concern, 

Thank you for providing this opportunity to provide input regarding improvements to the Metrolink Antelope Valley 

line . 

I would like to provide the following suggestions: 

1. Please consider building a second tunnel through the Newhall Pass. Though I believe the existing proposals will make 

frequent service a reality with just one tunnel, a second tunnel would provide future capacity for regional trains. 

2. Add additional AV train runs in such a way that they provide synchronized transfers with Amtrak Pacific Surfliners 

originating and ending in San Diego, especially the final Surfliner trips for the day. The proposed infrastructure must 

make this possible. 

Thank you once again . I look forward to seeing these much needed improvements. 

- Numan Parada 
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Letter No. 15 

Numan Parada 
 

15-1. The comment suggests construction of a second tunnel through the Newhall Pass to 
provide future regional rail capacity. The Proposed Project does not contemplate 
construction of a new tunnel at this location or other improvements to any tunnels 
along the AVL. The intent of the Proposed Project is to provide additional capacity to 
enable 30-minute bi-directional service between Los Angeles Union Station and 
Santa Clarita, and 60-minute bi-directional service between Santa Clarita and 
Lancaster.  

15-2 The comment suggests that AVL trains should be scheduled to synchronize transfers 
with Amtrak Pacific Surfliner trains at Los Angeles Union Station.  One of the benefits 
of the Proposed Project is improved on-time performance and enabling clock-face 
train schedules that can be better synchronized with other regional rail services.  The 
ultimate scheduling of AVL trains after proposed service improvements are enabled 
would be done by Metrolink. This comment along with all comments on the Draft EIR 
will be provided to Metrolink for their consideration during subsequent phases of the 
Proposed Project’s development.  
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COMMENT LETTER 16 

From: Robert Frampton <rvframpton@hotmail.com> 
Sent: Sunday, August 22, 2021 7:40 PM 
To: Brian Yanity <yanityak@gmail.com> 
Subject: Re: RailPAC comment letter on AVL capacity/service improvements DEIR? 

Brian, 

My notes indicate that there are 4 parts to this project. I will read the DEIR to see whether it includes the 

Brighton to McGinley Double track. 

Here are my notes: 

16-1 
Metrolink Antelope Valley Line. SCRRA. The draft EIR was released in July, 2021, The major capital projects that will be 

funded through this USDOTTIRCP grant include: 

• Balboa Double Track Extension, just south of I-5/SR-14 Interchange, which will allow for additional 

capacity and passing; 

• Lancaster Terminal Improvements, including new layover and light maintenance facilities; 

• Canyon Siding Extension, which allows for additional passing in the Santa Clarita Valley area; and 

• Brighton to McGinley Double Track, a key segment of the critical Brighton-to-Roxford Double Track 

project, which will add capacity and additional passing between Sylmar and Burbank. 
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Letter No. 16 

Robert Frampton 
16-1. The comment summarizes the Proposed Project elements and notes the inclusion of 

the Brighton to McGinley Double Track segment included in the funding agreement.  
No further comment was provided and no response is required. 
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COMMENT LETTER 17 

--------------- Original Message---------------
From: Robert Frampton [rvframpton@hotmail.com] 
Sent: 8/30/2021, 3:40 PM 
To: avl@metro.net 
Cc: valentinod@metro.net 
Subject: Re: comment on AVL capacity/service improvements DEIR? 
From: Robert Frampton <rvframpton@hotmail.com > 
Sent: Wednesday, August 25, 2021 5:31 PM 
To: avl@metro.net <avl@metro.net> 
Cc: Brian Yanity <info@calelectricrail.org> 
Subject: comment on AVL capacity/service improvements DEIR? 

To: Brian Balderrama, Senior Director 
Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 

Brian, 

This paragraph on pg 20 of the AVL DEIR answers the question on the Brighton to McGinley double track 

extension. It reads: 

To achieve these service scenarios the AVL Study identified four capital improvements which were 

recommended for their combination of operational benefits and cost effectiveness. These capital 

improvements are identified in the study as the Balboa Double Track Extension, Canyon Siding Extension, 

Lancaster Terminal Improvements, and the Brighton to McGinley Double Track. The Brighton to McGinley 

Double Track improvement was approved separately as part of the Brighton to Roxford Double Track Project. 

This EIR assesses the three remaining capital improvements required for implementation of Service Scenarios 

1, 2 and 3, as presented in the AVL Study and supported by the Metro Board. Cumulative impacts are also 

assessed. 

Could you send me a copy of the DEIR for the Brighton to Roxford Double Track Project? 

Thanks 

Robert Frampton, Pasadena 
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Letter No. 17 

Robert Frampton 
17-1. The comment reiterates the relationship between the Proposed Project and the 

Brighton to Roxford Double Track Project as stated in the Draft EIR and requests a 
copy of the Draft EIR for the Brighton to Roxford Double Track Project.  The Brighton 
to Roxford Double Track Project received a statutory exemption under CEQA in 2020 
as environmental approval. There is no EIR on record for the Brighton to Roxford 
Double Track Project. Additional information on the Brighton to Roxford Double 
Track Project can be found at https://www.metro.net/projects/brighton-to-roxford-
double-track-regional-rail/. 

  

®Metro 



Antelope Valley Line Capacity and Service Improvements Program  
Final EIR  3. Responses to Comments 

Page 3-110 

3.6 RESPONSES TO PUBLIC HEARING COMMENTS 

Public Hearing and Questions and Answers on August 18, 2021 

David Hardy 
PH1-1 The comment asks when the Metrolink Vista Canyon Station will open and when the 

existing Via Princessa Station will close.  Neither the opening of the Vista Canyon 
Station nor the closing of the Via Princessa Station are part of the Proposed Project.  
Currently, the Vista Canyon Station is anticipated to open in early 2022. The City as 
owners of the station in partnership with Metrolink will coordinate on the possibility of 
station closures based on their operational needs and system planning.  The Draft 
EIR assumed the Vista Canyon Station would be operational prior to the start of 
Proposed Project construction. 

Andrew Buenko 
PH1-2 The comment asks if there are plans to extend the AVL to Reno, Nevada.  The 

Proposed Project does not contemplate any extension of the AVL beyond its 
northern terminus in Lancaster. Beyond the Proposed Project, there are no current 
plans to extend the AVL to Reno, Nevada 

David Hardy 
PH1-3 The comment states that improvements to the San Fernando Tunnel are needed, 

specifically adding new double track through the tunnel.  The Proposed Project does 
not include any improvements to the San Fernando Tunnel as the capital 
improvements associated with the Proposed Project are intended to enable 30-
minute bi-directional service between Los Angeles Union Station and Santa Clarita, 
and 60-minute bi-directional service between Santa Clarita and Lancaster.    

Andrew Buenko 
PH1-4 The comment asks how the Proposed Project would affect the new Vista Canyon 

Station. The Proposed Project would have no physical impacts to the new Vista 
Canyon station and AVL service would include a station stop at the new Vista 
Canyon Station similar to Metrolink operations anticipated following completion of the 
Vista Canyon Station construction. 

Bart Reed 
PH1-5 The comment asks whether the Proposed Project includes any community 

betterments such as pedestrian bridges in the Balboa Double Track or Canyon 
Siding Extension sites.  The Proposed Project does not include any pedestrian 
bridges or other crossings other than those associated with station access at the 
Santa Clarita Station and Lancaster Terminal.  The design of the Golden Oak Road 
rail crossing has included some community-serving improvements, including 
pedestrian and bicycle safety improvements and high visibility crosswalks.  For 
additional detail on proposed improvements see Chapter 2.0, Project Description of 
the Draft EIR. 

Anjie Preston 
PH1-6 The comment asks if the presentation slides from the Public Hearings would be 

available to review outside of the Public Hearing.  The Public Hearing presentations 
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have been made available on the Project website at 
https://www.metro.net/projects/avl/#documents. 

Michael Bertell 
PH1-7 The comment asks if construction of the Proposed Project would be 24 hours a day. 

This question was answered live during the August 18th Public Hearing. At this stage 
of design, it is unknown what the exact construction schedule will be.  As the 
Proposed Project proceeds through final design, additional detail on the duration and 
construction hours will be developed and provided to the affected communities. It is 
anticipated that a majority of project-related construction would be conducted during 
daytime work hours. There may be times when nighttime construction work would be 
required to avoid affecting Metrolink operations; however, the timing of such work is 
not known at this time.   

David Hardy 
PH1-8 The comment asks if there are plans to extend the AVL to Bakersfield, California.  

The Proposed Project does not contemplate any extension of the AVL beyond its 
northern terminus in Lancaster. Beyond the Proposed Project, there are no current 
plans to extend the AVL to Bakersfield. 

Bart Reed 
PH1-9 The comment requests contact information for the staff of Los Angeles County 

Supervisor Kathryn Barger, City of Los Angeles Mayor Eric Garcetti, and Los 
Angeles County Supervisor Sheila Kuehl. Contact information was provided to Mr. 
Reed separately. No further response is required.   

Anjie Preston 
PH1-10 The comment asks whether the AVL schedule would be coordinated with AVTA 

schedules.  One of the benefits of the Proposed Project is improved on-time 
performance and enabling clock-face train schedules that can be better synchronized 
with other regional transit services.  The ultimate scheduling of AVL trains after 
proposed service improvements are enabled would be done by Metrolink.  This 
comment along with all comments on the Draft EIR will be provided to Metrolink for 
their consideration during subsequent phases of the Proposed Project’s 
development. 

Jose Ubaldo 
PH1-11 The comment asks when the Proposed Project will be presented to the Metro Board 

of Directors for approval. This question was answered live during the August 18 
Public Hearing. Metro staff presented the Proposed Project to the Metro Board in 
July 2019. Metro staff will go back to the Board in December 2021 with 
environmental findings and recommendations. 

Jacqueline Ayer 
PH1-12 The comment states that the noise analysis in the Draft EIR does not mention quiet 

zones, particularly in the Town of Acton. The Proposed Project does not propose 
establishment of any quiet zones along the AVL corridor, and no quiet zone 
infrastructure is proposed within the Town of Acton.   

The comment states that the Draft EIR noise analysis ignores the Los Angeles 
County General Plan requirements that establish noise limits for residential uses in 
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the County. Please see Response to Comment 9-6 for discussion of the Los Angeles 
County General Plan requirements and associated daytime and nighttime noise 
levels discussed in the Draft EIR.  

Bart Reed 
PH1-13 The comment asks what the funding status is of the Proposed Project as well as the 

Brighton to Roxford Double Track Project.  This question was answered live during 
the August 18 Public Hearing. As discussed, the Proposed Project is fully funded 
with $220 million from a combination of State grant funds and Measure M 
contributions from the North County Transportation Coalition. In addition, a portion of 
the Brighton to Roxford Double Track Project, Segment 1 Brighton to McGinley, will 
also be funded through this funding agreement. 

Frances Sereseres 
PH1-14 The comment expresses a need for improved station amenities at the Lancaster 

Terminal, namely new seating and additional shade structures.  Though the base 
design does not include any changes to the Lancaster Terminal platform or station, 
as described in the Draft EIR’s Chapter 2.0, Project Description, the three design 
options at the Lancaster Terminal all propose a new island platform which would 
include new seating and shade structures consistent with the Southern California 
Regional Rail Authority Design Criteria Manual. 

Jacqueline Ayer 
PH1-15 The comment details some of the County of Los Angeles noise standards and states 

that the Proposed Project exceeds the noise standards.  Please see response to 
comment 9-6 for response to County of Los Angeles noise standards. 

The comment states that the Proposed Project's noise analysis misapplies the FTA 
methodology by using the cumulative noise analysis methodology and that significant 
impacts to sensitive receivers in the Town of Acton would be identified if project 
noise impact criteria were used.  Please see response to Comment 9-5 for 
discussion of FTA methodology and associated impact determinations pertaining to 
the Town of Acton. 

The comment states that the Proposed Project would result in significant impacts in 
the Town of Acton and requests mitigation in the form of quiet zone establishment.  
Please see Response to Comment 9-2 for discussion of quiet zones.  

Jacqueline Ayer 
PH1-16 The comment asks for clarification on the location of any quiet zones infrastructure 

proposed as part of the Proposed Project.  This question was answered live during 
the August 18 Public Hearing.  As discussed during the public hearing and described 
in the Draft EIR, the Proposed Project does not include the establishment of quiet 
zones. Quiet zone-ready infrastructure would be installed at the Golden Oak Road 
rail crossing in the City of Santa Clarita, and the Lancaster Boulevard rail crossing in 
the City of Lancaster to improve the safety of a crossing where existing rail 
infrastructure would be affected by the Proposed Project. 

Bart Reed 
PH1-17 The comment asks for clarification on the size of the proposed tail tracks in the 

Lancaster Terminal and asks how many train sets would be accommodated by these 
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tracks. This question was answered live at the August 18 Public Hearing. As 
described in Chapter 2.0 Project Description of the Draft EIR, the proposed layover 
facility consists of two 500-foot tail tracks and one 1,000-foot tail track.  The intent is 
to allow Metrolink to store up to four additional train sets at the proposed Lancaster 
Terminal layover facility. 

Jacqueline Ayer 
PH1-18 The comment asks for the location of any quiet zones proposed as part of the 

Proposed Project.  This question was answered live during the August 18 Public 
Hearing.  As discussed during the public hearing and described in the Draft EIR, the 
Proposed Project does not include the establishment of quiet zones. Quiet zone-
ready infrastructure would be installed at the Golden Oak Road rail crossing in the 
City of Santa Clarita, and the Lancaster Boulevard rail crossing in the City of 
Lancaster to improve the safety of a crossing where existing rail infrastructure would 
be affected by the Proposed Project. 

Bart Reed 
PH1-19 The comment asks for clarification on train storage and mobilization discussed 

during the August 18 Public Hearing. This question was answered live during the 
August 18 Public Hearing. As discussed, mobilization of trains out of either the 
proposed layover facility in Lancaster or any of Metrolink's other storage facilities will 
be dependent upon Metrolink's scheduling, which has not been determined at this 
time. As discussed during the August 18 Public Hearing, Metrolink is currently 
engaged in modelling future service on the AVL, which includes determining the 
storage and mobilization schedule for future service.   

Jacqueline Ayer 
PH1-20 The comment asks whether impacts associated with the proposed layover facility in 

Lancaster are addressed in the Draft EIR. This question was answered live during 
the August 18 Public Hearing. As discussed, impacts associated with the proposed 
layover facility in Lancaster are addressed in various chapters of the EIR. 

PH1-21 The comment asks for clarification on train storage and mobilization discussed 
during the August 18 Public Hearing. This question was answered live during the 
August 18 Public Hearing. As discussed, mobilization of trains out of either the 
proposed layover facility in Lancaster or any of Metrolink's other storage facilities will 
be dependent upon Metrolink's scheduling, which has not been determined at this 
time. As discussed during the August 18 Public Hearing, Metrolink is currently 
engaged in modelling future service on the AVL, which includes determining the 
storage and mobilization schedule for future service.   

Marsha McLean 
PH1-22 The comment thanks the Metro team for providing the presentation during the 

August 18 Public Hearing.  No further comment is provided and no response is 
required. 

Bart Reed 
PH1-23 The comment asks for clarification on the extent of the Proposed Project and 

whether the Proposed Project includes the Town of Acton. This question was 
answered during the August 18 Public Hearing. As discussed, the Proposed Project 
includes the entire length of the AVL, including the Town of Acton to account for 
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impacts associated with the proposed service increase.  Construction activities and 
associated impacts would only occur at the three capital improvement sites; Balboa 
Double Track Extension, Canyon Siding Extension, and Lancaster Terminal 
Improvements.   

Jacqueline Ayer 
PH1-24 The comment asks for clarification as to whether the number of trains through the 

Town of Acton would double. This question was answered during the August 18 
Public Hearing. As stated during the hearing, the Project enables 60-minute bi-
directional service along the portion of the AVL within the Town of Acton. Based on 
current Metrolink service levels providing 60-minute bi-directional service would 
double the number of roundtrip trains through the Town of Acton at full build out; 
however, express train trips and other train operators such as Union Pacific Railroad 
would maintain existing train volume and frequency. 

Anjie Preston 
PH1-25 The comment asks whether Metrolink will be providing express train service on the 

AVL anytime soon. Metrolink as service operator determines express train schedules 
based on demand. Inquiries can be sent to Metrolink through their online feedback 
form at https://metrolinktrains.com/customer-service/feedback-form/ or Call or Text: 
800-371-5465. 

Fred Boehnert 
PH1-26 The comment asks whether end-to-end run time will decrease significantly as a 

result of the Proposed Project. This question was answered during the August 18 
Public Hearing. As discussed, the Proposed Project is intended to improve service 
reliability and frequency rather than any substantial improvement in end-to-end travel 
time. However, it is anticipated that some travel time savings would be experienced 
from the additional track capacity afforded by the Proposed Project as trains would 
spend less time idling during an end-to-end trip 

Public Hearing and Questions and Answers on August 21, 2021 

Ian Pari 
PH2-1 The comment asks whether the EIR includes discussion of transportation impacts to 

local roads associated with increased Metrolink service and traffic signal pre-
emptions.   The 2020 CEQA Guidelines do not require traffic congestion analyses. 
Metro is not required to consider traffic congestion in the CEQA process, although 
traffic signal coordination will continue in final design. For information purposes, and 
as it pertains to emergency vehicle access, Section 3.1 Transportation of the Draft 
EIR, discusses typical delays associated with signal preemption at at-grade rail 
crossings along the AVL. 

Matthew Pearson 
PH2-2 The comment states that since the Proposed Project is exempt from CEQA other 

similar projects should forego preparing EIRs. Metro has noted the comment.  No 
further response is required. 

The comment states that Metrolink should consider use of diesel-multiple units for 
the proposed increased service.  Metro has noted the comment.  Use of diesel-
multiple units throughout Metrolink's fleet has been a topic of study.  The Proposed 
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Project does not preclude use of diesel-multiple units or any other locomotive 
propulsion technology and the ultimate fleet Metrolink employs on the AVL will be 
determined at a later point.   

Jacqueline Ayer 
PH2-3 The comment provides clarification that the Acton Town Council contacted a local 

engineer to conduct a separate noise analysis used in the Town’s comments on the 
Draft EIR.  No response is required. 

Perias Pillay 
PH2-4 The comment simply identifies the commenter as a Metro rider and occasional 

Metrolink rider with a general interest in transit.  No response is required. 

Jacqueline Ayer 
PH2-5 The comment provides additional detail on the Town of Acton's separate noise 

assessment of the Proposed Project and reiterates the Town's assertion that the 
Proposed Project exceeds County of Los Angeles general plan noise standards. 
Please see Response to Comment 9-5 regarding FTA noise assessment 
methodology and Response to Comment 9-6 regarding County of Los Angeles noise 
standards. 
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NV-1 Noise Limits 

Noise Limit - Noise Limit -
Daytime 1 Nighttime 

Land Use J... (dBA) Le. (dBA) 
Any Residential - City of Los Angeles Ambient +5 dBA Ambient +5 dBA 2 

Sinale-Familv Residential - Santa Clarita and Lancaster 75 2 60 2. 3 

Multi-Fami ly Residential- Santa Clarita and Lancaster 80 2 64 » 
Commercia l 85' n/a • 

1 Daytime is defined as follows: 
Los Angeles: 7 am - 9 pm (Mon-Fri), 8 am - 6 pm (Sat) 
Santa Clarita: 7 am - 7 pm (Mon - Fri), 8 am - 6 pm (Sat) 
Lancaste r: 7 am - 8 pm (Mon - Sat) 

2 L.A County Code Limit 
3 Recommended limit if written permission is allowed for work outs ide of the ~Daytime" defined hours 
4 Commercial properties are not typically sensitive at niQht. 
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