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Gold Line Phase II Extension to Montclair Introduction

1.0 INTRODUCTION
1.1 PROJECT OVERVIEW

This Scoping Report has been prepared as part of the analysis of transportation alternatives to serve a 24-
mile corridor between Pasadena and Montclair, California. The purpose of the proposed action is to
improve east-west mobility across this San Gabriel Valley corridor, relieve congestion on existing
transportation facilities, increase connections to work and educational destinations within the San Gabriel
Valley and the Los Angeles region, support economic revitalization in each city along the corridor, and
contribute to the preservation and enhancement of the natural environment. The corridor includes the
cities of Pasadena, Arcadia, Monrovia, Duarte, Irwindale, Azusa, Glendora, San Dimas, La Veme,
Pomona, Claremont, and Montclair; and is located in Los Angeles and San Bernardino Counties. The
study area is shown on Figure 1.

The spine of the study corridor is an existing railroad right-of-way. In addition to No Action and
TSM/TDM Alternatives, options for extending Light Rail Transit service from its current terminus in
Pasadena along that railroad right-of-way are being evaluated. The environmental impacts of the
alternatives will be reported in a combined Environmental Impact Statement/ Environmental Impact
Report (EIS/EIR). The combined environmental document is being prepared by the Metro Blue Line
Construction Authority (the Authority) and the Federal Transit Administration (FTA). The Authority
serves as the local lead agency for responsibilities under the California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA) (California Public Resources Code sec. 21000 et seq.), while the FTA serves as the federal lead
agencies for responsibilities under the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 as amended (NEPA)
(42 USC 4321 et seq.).

1.2 PURPOSE OF THIS REPORT

The purpose of the Scoping Report is to document the lead agencies’ compliance with the Scoping
requirements of NEPA and CEQA.

According to the Council on Environmental Quality’s NEPA Regulations (40 CFR Part 1500 et seq.) and
the State CEQA Guidelines (14 California Code of Regulations, Sections 15082-15083), federal and state
lead agencies should use a public Scoping process to help define the appropriate range of issues and the
depth and breadth of analysis to be addressed in a major environmental document. In addition, the
Scoping process should provide an opportunity for interested parties to identify and eliminate those
environmental issues that are determined not to be significant.

As a part of the Scoping process, the lead agencies should: (1) invite the participation of affected parties,
(2) determine significant issues to be analyzed in the environmental document, and (3) identify and
eliminate those environmental issues that are determined not to be significant. This report documents the
first requirement and summarizes the issues raised by persons and affected parties commenting during the
Scoping period. The second and third items were addressed in the Scoping process by presentation of a
summary of expected environmental impacts, based on a preliminary environmental screening conducted
as part of a Planning Alternatives Analysis that preceded the initiation of Scoping.
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Gold Line Phase II Extension to Montclair Introduction
Figure 1-1: Study Area
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Gold Line Phase I1 Extension to Montclair Introduction

Additionally, in keeping with the spirit of the purpose of scoping in NEPA and CEQA, the Authority
established a website as a means to make the public participation process accessible to more people and
organizations during the Scoping period and on an ongoing basis. The website address is
http://www.metrogoldline.org. The website contains pertinent information for the public including, but
not limited to, contact information for the lead agencies, project description, an explanation of the
environmental process, and Scoping meeting materials. As information items and documents are
developed over the course of the study and preparation of the environmental documents, they will be
posted on the website,

13 PROJECT HISTORY

The Pasadena to Montclair Corridor, referred to as the Gold Line Phase Il Corridor, 1s a 24-mile east-west
corridor in the San Gabriel Valley of Southern California that generally follows the foothills of the San
Gabriel Mountains from Pasadena eastward to the City of Montclair in San Bernardino County. The
project area runs along an existing railroad right-of-way that generally parallels Interstate 210 (I-210) and
Arrow Highway and connects the historic downtowns of the cities of Arcadia, Monrovia, Duarte,
Irwindale, Azusa, Glendora, San Dimas, La Verne, Pomona, Claremont and Montclair. The railroad
right-of-way 1s owned by the Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority and the San
Bernardino Assoctation of Governments (SANBAG). The railroad right-of-way currently accommodates
some freight operations in the segment between Duarte and Pomona, and extensive freight and commuter
rail operations between Pomona and Montclair. (For more detail on the project description and location,
please see Appendix A, Notice of Intent, and Appendix B, Notice of Preparation.)

The Metro Blue Line Construction Authority (Authority) and San Gabriel Valley Council of
Governments (SGVCOG) sponsored a Planning Alternatives Analysis that was initiated in the fall of
2001 and concluded in January 2003. The Planning Alternatives Analysis identified transportation
problems and needs of the study corridor, presented goals and objectives for transportation solutions, and
evaluated a range of modal alternatives and their ability to meet the corridor’s transportation needs. The
Planning Alternatives Amnalysis mirrored the evaluation process used in the FTA’s Alternatives Analysis
procedures.

In April 2002, the Planning Alternatives Analysis Steering Committee considered the PAA report results
and recommended Alternative 4: Light Rail Transit, as their Locally Preferred Alternative. This
alternative was subsequently adopted by the 11 city councils in the study area, the Governing Board of the
SGVCOQG, and the Board of Directors of the Authority. Subsequent to adoption of the Locally Preferred
Alternative, which was envisioned to extend from Pasadena to Claremont (at the eastern border of Los
Angeles County), an extension of approximately 1 mile to Montclair (at the west end of San Bemardino
County) was added to the project scope.

A joint NEPA/CEQA document, an Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report
(EIS/EIR), is now being prepared for the proposed project. The Authority is the local lead agency
responsible for overseeing the preparation of an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the proposed
project to address the requirements CEQA. The Federal Transit Administration (FTA) is the lead agency
for the evaluation of environmental impacts under NEPA, and is overseeing the preparation of the
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) components of the joint EIS/EIR document.
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Gold Line Phase Il Extension to Montclair Scoping Process and Activities

2.0 SCOPING PROCESS AND ACTIVITIES

The activities that began the Scoping process centered on informing the public and potentially affected
public agencies. This was accomplished through the following steps:

(1) Publishing a Notice of Intent (NOI) in the Federal Register to meet NEPA requirements

(2) Posting the Notice of Preparation (NOP) with the State Clearinghouse and the County Clerk /
Recorder of Los Angeles and San Bemardino Counties to formally initiate the CEQA process

(3) Placement of NOP notices in newspapers of general circulation

(4) Mailing the NOP to potentially affected government agencies, residents and businesses to advise
them of project initiation and to invite participation in Scoping meetings

(5) Translation of key documents from English to other languages

(6) Development and implementation of the project website to further facilitate the transmittal of
information.

Next, meetings were held with potentially affected and/or interested parties in the project study area. This
report documents each of the six aforementioned steps.

Comments gathered at and subsequent to these meetings were tabulated and distributed to FTA, the
Authority, and the technical specialists preparing the EIS/EIR. Comments and issues raised at the
Scoping meetings will be used in defining the range of alternatives and in developing the technical
analyses of alternatives reported in the EIS/EIR.

2.1 COMMENCEMENT OF THE SCOPING PERIOD

The NEPA Scoping period for the proposed projected commenced on July 2, 2003, with FTA’s signing of
the Notice of Intent (NOI) to prepare an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). The NOI was published
in the Federal Register on July 9, 2003 (FR 41749, Vol. 67, No. 118.). The NEPA Scoping period closed
on August 1, 2003.

The NOI announced the FTA’s intent to prepare an EIS in accordance with NEPA. This provided formal
notice of the opportunity to comment in writing and/or at the public scoping meetings. The NOI also
included information on the project background, study area, potential alternatives, probable effects to be
studied, FTA procedures, relevant scoping meeting information, and contact information. A copy of the
NOI is provided in Appendix A.

A Notice of Preparation (NOP) for an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) was sent by the Authority to
the State Clearinghouse and to a project-specific mailing list on June 26, 2003. It was posted at the Los
Angeles and San Bemardino County Clerks’ Offices on June 27, 2003. The NOP announced the
Authority’s intent to prepare an EIR pursuant to CEQA. Like the NOI, it provided formal notice of the
opportunity to comment in writing and/or at the public scoping meetings and commenced the CEQA
scoping period. The NOP advised California agencies of their obligation to comment on the proposed
project within 30 days. The NOP also included information on the proposed project, alternatives, and
anticipated effects (based on an environmental screening of alternatives included in the Planning
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Gold Line Phase II Extension to Montclair Scoping Process and Activities

Alternatives Analysis), as well as scoping meeting and contact information. The CEQA Scoping period
closed on August 1, 2003. A copy of the NOP package is provided in Appendix B.

22 MAILINGS

The Notice of Preparation (NOP) was distributed to agencies and organizations along the study corridor
with jurisdiction or interest in the proposed project via a trackable delivery service (UPS, 2nd Day Air) on
Thursday, June 26, 2003. This distribution date ensured receipt of the NOP package by July 30, 2003. An
additional 95 NOP packages were mailed on July 27 and June 30. NOP packages were sent to:

e 11 federal agencies

e 18 state agencies

e 13 county agencies

e 7 utility providers

e 14 school districts

e 16 corridor cities (including nearby South Pasadena, Bradbury, and Los Angeles)

e 35 elected officials

e 73 organizations and individuals that might have an interest in the project, including non-profit
groups, Native American organizations, transit advocates, major activity centers and employers
along the alignment

e 94 people who attended meetings during the PAA process.

In total, 414 NOP packages were distributed; in some instances NOPs were sent to several offices within
an agency to ensure that all responsible and trustee agencies were properly notified. The names of
organizations that received mailings are included in Appendix C. The complete list, including addresses,
is available upon request.

Postcards notifying residents of Scoping Meetings were sent to approximately 23,000 residents, elected
officials, government officials, and interested parties along both the Phase I (Los Angeles to Pasadena)
Gold Line alignment and in the Phase II (Pasadena to Montclair) study area. The mailing addresses were
compiled from various sources, including a database of ownership of parcels located along the rail right-
of-way, the Gold Line Phase I database maintained by the Authority, lists of previous meeting attendees,
the NOI/NOP mailing lists, and other mailing lists provided by the corridor cities. The distribution of
post card notices meant that many parties received more than one notice of the Scoping meetings.

Two copies of the NOP packages were placed in 16 different public libraries in the Phase I and Phase II
segments. Transmittal letters sent with the NOP instructed libraries to place the documents in areas
readily accessible to the public. Due to varying operating hours of the libraries, notices were delivered
between June 30 and July 3.

23 PUBLIC NOTICES

Notices were placed in six newspapers announcing the Scoping meetings. All notices included
information about the scoping meetings, the proposed project, contact information, and the project
website. The newspapers were chosen for their circulation and audiences. Four newspapers of general
circulation, the Los Angeles Times, Pasadena- Star News, San Gabriel Valley Tribune, and Inland Valley
Daily Bulletin contained notices that were published on July 3, July 2, July 2, and July 7, respectively.
Other newspapers were used to reach the two main minority population groups in the study area. The
Chinese Daily News serves the cultural Chinese population and Chinatown, while La Opinion is
circulated to the Latino audience of greater Los Angeles. The Scoping notice was published in the
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Gold Line Phase II Extension to Montclair Scoping Process and Activities

minority language papers on July 3. The notices were published in three different languages, (i.e.,
English, Spanish, and Chinese.)

In summary, notice of the public Scoping workshops was provided by:

¢ posting the NOI in the Federal Register
filing the NOP with the State Clearinghouse and County Clerks of Los Angles and San
Bernardino Counties

+ mailing the NOP to responsible and trustee public agencies

e mailing the NOP to organizations and individuals known or assumed to be interested in the
proposed project

¢ mailing the NOP or Scoping Notice postcard to residents, businesses, and institutions in the study
area

¢ publishing notices the Scoping meetings in newspapers of general circulation
publishing notices of the Scoping meetings in non-English newspapers.

+ In addition to published notice, electronic notice of the Scoping Meetings was placed on the
Authority’s website. CEQANet, the website of the State Clearinghouse, also listed the NOP and
Scoping Meetings.

2.4 SCOPING MEETINGS

The five Scoping meetings (four for the general public and one for agencies) were held in an open house
format with information stations and illustrated display boards. The meetings were staffed by members
representing the Authority and the project consultant team, all of whom were well versed about the
proposed project and potential environmental impacts. In addition to answering questions at the meeting,
staff invited attendees to submit their comments in writing. Comment forms were provided at each
Scoping meeting. Chinese and Spanish interpreters were present at the meeting for non-English speaking
members of the public. Project fact sheets were also provided in English and Spanish. These materials
can be found in Appendix D.

Scoping Meetings were held in the following cities during the weeks of July 14 and 21. Table 2-1 shows
the location, attendance, and number of comments received during each meeting.

Table 2-1: Scoping Meeting Summary

Date/Time Meeting Location Attendance ;z;r(:)rs(;:e':;?:er:; Target Audiences
L San Dimas 46 17 General Public
Jul)S/-lgél,);? 03 Claremont 38 16 General Public
Jul)51-187£,§;) na South Pasadena 47 29 General Public
: “lzélf,igm Arcadia 72 18 General Public
July 22, 2003 Authority Offices, 14 1 Meeting for Public

2-5PM South Pasadena Agencies
Total 217 81

Note: An additional 43 comment letters were received by mail or e-mail.
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Gold Line Phase I1 Extension to Montclair Scoping Process and Activities

2.5 WRITTEN SCOPING COMMENTS

In addition to the 81 Scoping comments received at the Scoping meetings, additional comments were
submitted via fax and e-mail. Although the Scoping period closed on August 1, the Authority received
comments through August 25. In all, 125 comments were received.

Copices of the written scoping comments are provided in Appendix E. Table 2-2 lists the comment letters
received and the issues raised by each party.

In summary, many of the comments were in support of the proposed project. However, members of the
public raised concerns about noise, traffic, parking, and aesthetic changes related to the project.
Comments from public agencies were generally related to various requirements and guidelines under
CEQA and NEPA.

Table 2-2: Comment Summary

No. Date

Name or Agency

Topic

Comment

1 7/15/2003

Monique Clemmer

Noise, privacy

Wants a wall.

2 | 7/15/2003

Lyn Frazier

Noise, safety,
property values,
community impact,
vibration

Concerned.

3 | 7/15/2003

Gil Gonzalez

Transportation
centers, car concerns

Wants transportation centers in remote
areas to keep cars out of downtown.

4 | 7/15/2003 | Gil Gonzalez Visual Make poles look like trees.
T — Are a percentage of the funds being set
5 7/15/2003 | Mike Hillman aen ditign ;ocess aside for the art program? Who will choose
P Ep designs? Wants to expedite process.
e Y 5
6 | 7/15/2003 | Michael Hiliman | Landscaping eows heapt i hines tails b lancivspel
Wants to be on mailing list.
Light/noise could affect individuals as
2 . trains use bridge at night. Wonders if
7 | 711512003 | Janet wift gg‘?e’ Ligats, bridge-will bewidened, Coricermed about
sign construction noise. Believes second
Glendora station should be near Kohls.
Wants to turn route to go to Pomona
8 | 711512003 | MarkR. Johnstor | Different Alignment | 1ransit Center, Downtown Pomana.

Extending line to Montclair or farther is
too long.

Positive, General

Appreciates information and looks forward

9 7/15/2003 | Jill Jones : : ?
comment to completion of the project.
10 | 7/15/2003 | John Macri Noise actoél::gﬁ::%fx;;zn; dx'\mse RFSRORSINE
11 | 7/15/2003 | Judy Miller Landscaping Would like to see “woodland” landscaping.
12 | 7/15/2003 | Judy Miller Parking Adequate parking is essential.
Whistle blowing is unnecessary; standard
13 | 7/15/2003 | Jim Nizolek Noise traffic signal lights and other safeguards

should be used instead.
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Scoping Process and Activities

Table 2-2: Comment Summary

Date Name or Agency

Topic

Comment

Traffic, station

Concerns include increased traffic at
Bonita Ave./Cataract Ave., public
involvement in intermodal station

parking

14 | 7/15/2003 | Krishna Patel development, visual, o s :
draiiae evglopment, existing .Spur line at
Bonita/Cataract, negative aesthetics and
drainage impacts.
Aesthetics, road Impacts related to aesthetics of lines and
15 | 7/15/2003 | Jeff Templeman crossings, noise, poles, road crossing at Bonita/Cataract,

noise, parking.

16 | 7/15/2003 | Catherine Thormton

Traffic, road

Concerned about increase in traffic;
suggests using bridges, etc. to minimize

Crossings traffic on streets.
Foothill Village Concerned about noise from trains, horns,
& Noise, safety of and bells; concemed for safety of youth
17 | 7/14/2003 | Homeowners 5 : <
v iy youth, Maintenance | going to Sanburg Middle School,
Association . /
maintenance of right-of-way.
a e
18 | 7/16/2003 Spoku () S asie Ceplon Supports the project.
Acheampone comment
Visual impacts of overpasses, noise
19 | 7/16/2003 | Robert Chang Visual, noise inpagts afconstpiotion Ard i, impasts
on communities due to evening/night
trains.
Consider using the old Pacific Electric
20 | 7/17/2003 | Jeffrey Davidson Design ROW, not Metrolink, from Claremont to

Montclair.

21 | 7/16/2003 | Christopher Denes

General comment

Wants prompt completion of project.

22 | 7/16/2003 | Clem Hamilton

Parking, stations,
endangered species

Wants sufficient parking for local tourism
for Claremont. Inefficient if Gold Line
stations are different from Metrolink
stations. Wants to be vigilant with study
of endangered species.

Wants bicycles to be allowed at all times,

23 | 7/16/2003 | Andrea Harrington | Bicycles ; .
without a permit.
Comments that there is no need for so
24 | 7/17/2003 | Gus Hyland Noise much noise, especially when gates are
down.
25 | 7/13/2003 | Cecil A. Karstensen | Parking ggnger IAEgE pelg oI BERSTicaE ]
: : Use the old Pacific Electric ROW between
26 | 7/16/2003 | Cecil A. Karstensen | Design Slaremantanid Motiiair.
Wants pedestrian access from transit center
south to Arrow Highway and the Montclair
27 | 7/16/2003 | Victoria Koenig Design, Marketing Plaza. Interested in allowing use of

company name for marketing in support of
Gold Line.
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Scoping Process and Activities

Table 2-2: Comment Summary

No. Date Name or Agency Topic Comment
Use study of Phase I to see if Phase II
28 | 7/16/2003 | Margot MacDonald Study of Phase [, would actually be used; proyxde a parking
parking structure for Claremont station and local
businesses.
Sound wall needed; reduce number of
29 | 7/16/2003 | Anthony Madrin Noise horns used as a waming, especially during

early/late hours.

30 | 7/16/2003 | Ross R. Moore, Jr.

Stations, alignment,
extra connecting
lines

Have station at Baldwin Ave. & I-210
serving Santa Anita Fashion Mall, race
track, arboretum with pedestrian bridge;
have Duarte station DIRECTLY serve City
of Hope Medical Center; have West San
Dimas Station and Maintenance Facility
near Auto Center Dr. & Gladstone Ave. to
serve shopping complexes and take
advantage of cheap land; use old Pacific
Electric ROW from Claremont to
Montclair; eventually have a connecting
line from Gold Line along I-605 to Long
Beach; have connecting line between
Union Station and Washington St. Blue
Line Station.

31 7/16/2003 | William R. Mussatto

Bicycles, station
sites

Station siting needs more detail regarding
how tracks will be laid out in depot area;
concerned about way to handle bicycles on
train for last mile.

32 | 7/16/2003 | E. Pugino (sp?)

Positive General
Comment

Wishes it would be opened sooner than
2009.

Positive General

33 | 7/16/2003 | Alan Robinson Wants it built.
comment
, z s Supports project; if a resolution from
35 | 7ir6r2003; | Michael Viers, PoslveGeneml | e oolinme Bosnd 6E Thistees s
Citrus College Comment :
needed, contact him.
35 | 771672003 | Aane McLaughlin | Noise Suppert projech, bubicensiders homs 2
problem.
36 | 77172003 | Elliott Caine Noisa Noise is a major problem that needs to be

solved.

37 | 7/17/2003 | Jesusa B. Castico

Noise, facility, night
schedule

Horns, bells are a major problem affecting
sleep; maybe use strobe lights instead. At
facility between Meridian and Mission,
rethink horns and bells at small
intersections; train schedule at night.

38 | 7/17/2003 | Jesusa B. Castico

Natural habitats

Habitats of birds or animals are disrupted.
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Scoping Process and Activities

Table 2-2: Comment Summary

No. Date Name or Agency

Topic

Comment

William E.

39 | 7/17/2003 Coilertians i

Design, sharing
ROW, maintenance
facility, station

Wants grade separation at Santa Anita
Ave., Arcadia ONLY; support sharing
ROW with freight trains, but on separate
tracks Irwindale East to end; each city
should be consulted about station
locations; should a branch go to Santa

L Anita Racetrack? New maintenance
facility should be built near San Gabriel
River in Irwindale.
40 | 7/17/2003 | Jeffrey Davidson Train horns E;Ent?m Roms o RossIEs tRiEs tanion
41 | 7172003 | Paul Gedigian Request Would like to make a presentation of an

alternate to at-grade design.

42 | 7/17/2003 | William G. Gunther

Positive General

Supports project fully.

comment
Feels strongly about having the stations as
43 | 7/17/2003 | Lynne Heffley Stations near as possible to various destinations
with main public interest.
At Arcadia Station, need connection to
44 | 7172003 | Harold Leacock QoS Race Track and shopping center; Going to
Montclair is good; wants stations that are
at or near places of interest.
45 | 71712003 | Marshall Lew i | o v, oA LA U W Cerl e
if Gold Line goes to Montclair.
46 | 711712003 | Marshall Lew Alignment Boun i o 4 131 47 Distond

Bar, could also serve Cal Poly Pomona.

47 | 7/17/2003 | Charles Mountain

General comment,
question

Supports the project; will there be one day
passes on all rail and bus trips?

48 | 7/17/2003 | Judith B. Mussotto

Freight, parking

Concerned about moving freight to the
street, parking concern in Claremont; how
will ticket price compare to Metrolink?

49 | 7/17/2003 | Tom Nelson

Noise

Horns and bells are a problem; sound walls
would not help much. Grading should be
done when funds allow; perhaps grease
wheels to avoid squealing.

50 | 7/17/2003 | Joanne Nuckols

Noise

Noise is a huge problem and new
technology should be used in Phase II to
avoid these problems.

51 7/17/2003 | Joanne Nuckols

Gates

Are there different types of gates?

Richard A. Rosilh

52 | 7/17/2003 @)

Parking, Stations

Please include parking structures at
stations; include bus feeder lines into
stations

53 | 7/17/2003 | Geri Silveira

Noise, power lines,
La Vemne station,
aesthetics

Concerned about noise; there should be no
above ground wires; La Verne Station is
not downtown.
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Scoping Process and Activities

Table 2-2: Comment Summary

No. Date Name or Agency

Topic

Comment

54 | 7/17/2003 | Betty Sue Smith

Noise, senior
citizens

Bells are a huge problem; senior citizens
don't have enough time to get across the
street.

55 | 7/17/2003 | Craig F. Thompson

Connector line

Should be a connector line on Alameda
Street between the Gold Line and Blue
Line.

56 | 7/17/2003 | Craig F. Thompson

Design

New alignment needs grade separation at
many locations; URGENT need for a
bridge over Santa Anita Ave. in Arcadia;
areas where the track runs across the top of
a "hump" can be easily grade separated.

57 | 7/17/2003 | Craig F. Thompson

Power for the Trains

Substations are not powerful enough for
three-car trains, may need a change for
eastern extension.

58 | 7/17/2003 | John Ulloth

Less Parking, No
Grade Separation,
Bikeway,
redistribute project
costs, technology
sharing

Don't build more giant parking lots; avoid
underground and aerial, don't waste
money; go to the county line ASAP; tear
out roads instead of grade scparating;
include a bikeway where ROW width
allows; externalize unnecessary costs
(most sound walls and landscaping don't
move people); buy out NIMBY's; put more
funds from roadways into public transit;
consider crossing gates from both sides of
wide roadways, current gates don't look
like they'll last; use technology sharing
among all of the MTA rail lines; maintain
a public office (like the one used for Gold
Line I), which is superior to MTA's
"general lack of outreach;" externalize
costs of stations to the communities.

59 | 7/16/2003 | Charles Woolf

Information Sharing

Should have closer coordination between
the construction authorjty and the cities'
street departments.

60 | 7/17/2003 | Raymond Lu

New Station at

Wants the Gold Line to go to Montebello

Montebello Station for easy transfer to Metrolink.
5 People with disabilities or handicaps need
61 | 7/17/2003 | William D. Zuke Nonsc,_ #DA to be included; consider access for power
compliance - ; :
wheelchairs; bell system is too noisy.
Train is distracting to driver when driving
62 | 7/17/2003 | William D. Zuke Safety on freeway; need safe routes from parking

and streets for wheelchair users.

Wants Metro Silver Line Via Exposition

63 | 7/17/2003 | N/A General Comment Blvd. to Santa Monica; Metro White Line
or Purple Line to Canoga Park/West Hills.
64 | 7172003 | /A Neoise, speed Noise impacts have not been resolved;

speed of trains will kill people; don't build.
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Gold Line Phase Il Extension to Montclair

Scoping Process and Activities

Table 2-2: Comment Summary

Date Name or Agency

Topic

Comment

Daniel Walker, Co-
Chair Sierra Club
Transportation
Committee (Los
Angeles Chapter)

65 | 7/18/2003

Support, Bikeway,
study improved
Metrolink Service,
add Onltario Airport,
safety/grade
separation, cost,
eliminate freight,
governance,
parking, TOD

Supports the project. Try to add bikeway
along as much of the ROW as possible;
study improved/ more frequent Metrolink
service from Montclair to Claremont to
Pomona to LA Union Station; widen scope
or add separately to include Ontario
Airport via the Gold Line or Metrolink;
early on, define potential intersections that
may be close to residential areas or busy
street at-grade crossings and provide
possible grade separation improvements
and rough cost estimates; define where
single track operation may be feasible and
provide cost savings estimate and later cost
to upgrade to full double track operation;
define continuing freight operations,
alternatives, and cost to eliminate freight
completely from the ROW; Phase III - how
would JPA / governance change iffwhen
extended to Montclair (San Bernardino
county)?; adequate parking planned for
each station?; bus interface to new stations,
potential new local buses within some
cities to quick link to Gold Line;
possibilities for TOD / Joint development
near planned stations; is there sufficient
ROW width for current Pomona to
Claremont to Montclair double tracking
project plus double track Gold Line Light
Rail for easy platform-to-platform transfer;
location of maintenance yard?; potential
route for downtown LA connector to link
Gold Line directly to Blue/Green (and
Expo) LRT lines.

66 | 7/21/2003 | Diane Barlow

Noise, visual,
vibrations, safety

Concerned that noise, vibrations, view of
the electric lines would be detrimental to
the building she owns; concerned the train
will crash into her building.

67 | 7/21/2003 | Louise R. Bigley

Visual

Electric lines and poles affect the view
from downtown Pasadena; expected an
underground power source.

68 | 7/21/2003 | Emily Cao

Tracks close to

Tracks too close to houses on California

houses Street; could be dangerous for residents.
B. Costanza, Concerned about the lack of gates along
69 | 7/21/2003 | Arcadia Chamber of | Safety, Aesthetics Gold Line Route in South Pasadena; likes
Commerce the stations and art.
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Scoping Process and Activities

Table 2-2: Comment Summary

No. Date Name or Agency

Topic

Comment

70 | 7/21/2003 | Robert L. Davis

Alignment Changes,
Traffic, Historic

Build through Azusa instead of Irwindale
if needed; wants rail to go through
Monrovia; Monrovia comn silo could move
to Irwindale or El Monte, Miller could be
served by ex-Pacific Electric (now
Metrolink) branch; comment on public's
concern about traffic obstruction: rarely
sees trains in S. Pasadena even though he
wants to see them.

71 | 7/21/2003 | Dorothy Fleck

New Station

Wants consideration for a station in La
Verne to serve the Fairplex and Cal Poly
Pomona.

72 | 7/21/2003 | Paul Greenwood

Expedition of
project

EIS needs to address accelerated
implementation at those parts of Phase II
that have funding in place and/or for which
ROW exists.

73 | 7/21/2003 | Dirk Hudson

Positive General
comment

Supports the project.

74 | 7/21/2003 | M.J. Humphrey

Map on
Metrogoldline.org

Would like a more detailed map of
Phase II on metrogoldline.org website.

75 | 7/21/2003 | Elisabeth L. Karsana

Schedule, property
values

Time between trains is too close,
especially at 2 a.m.; will property values
go down because the trains are going so
close to homes? Will MTA compensate
the difference if house values go down?

Arcadia Station

Doesn't think Arcadia needs or wants the
Gold Line; the only place where a station

comment

8 [0S | ReuhRdities Location should be considered is in the parking lot
between the mall and the racetrack.
Positive G 1 Glad that Phase I is ahead of schedule and
77 | 7/21/2003 | Jim McKellar v would like to see Phase II open as soon as

possible.

78 | 7/21/2003 | Helen Morales

Information request,
noise

Interested in information regarding
environmental studies and noise in the
area; would like a sound wall.

79 | 7/21/2003 | Charles Mountain

Bus

Suggests that buses show “Gold Line
Connection” on sign after route number
and destination.

80 | 7/21/2003 | Cipoiano Pineda

ROW Acquisitions

How many tracks or how much square
footage would be used between Monrovia
and Second Ave in Arcadia? What options
do the property owners along the tracks
have?

81 | 7/21/2003 | Buzz Spellman

Positive General
comments

Well designed displays and knowledgeable
consultants.
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Scoping Process and Activities

Table 2-2: Comment Summary

No. Date Name or Agency Topic - Comment
: Sound wall - What is the status of a sound wall being
B | BALEN0S | MatWallesk Unrelated to project | made near San Luis Rey Rd. and 1-210?
Make sure there is parking at both
Paiking: Obsation Monrovia and Duarte stations; bays for
83 [ 7/21/2003 | Homer Wilcox C B VB electric cars to park and charge
omment u 3
(conductive charging preferred) would be
nice.
— ’ Please consider noise along freeway
84 | 7/21/2003 | Betty Willis Noise

section.

85 | 7/21/2003 | Alexander Zajac

Positive General

Supports the project.

comment
Design contract should be separate from
construction contract; inspection should be
DiesipiiiCetistuchion bya c}iffcrcnt indcpcnd?nt contractor;
P esaaaety aiid security should be provnded for Park and
86 | 7/21/2003 | N/A secirity, freeway Ride; freeway barriers should be
barricrs, rraffic reconstructed to be higher and safe for
i stronger impact; on Santa Anita, 1st, 2nd
must be under crossing or tunnel; what
happens to traffic if there is a derailment?
. . Consult with Caltrans early in the process
87 | 7/22/2003 Iéﬁ%ia‘:;gg&ic 7 Caltrans concerns concerning potential impacts on state

facilities.

Michael Hudson,

a8 City of Montclair

7/17/2003

Support, identify
alignment in
Montclair ASAP

Montclair Transcenter is an ideal terminus
with ample parking. Identify alignment in
Montclair to facilitate impact discussion
quickly - former PE ROW makes sense -
lists positives and negatives of this.

89 | 7/25/2003 | Robert L. Hoherd

General comment,
elevated tracks

Supports project, appreciates the
information provided to him, would like to
see the track above Santa Anita Blvd. and
1st Ave. elevated.
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Gold Line Phase II Extension to Montclair

Scoping Process and Activities

Table 2-2: Comment Summary

No. Date

Name or Agency

Topic

Comment

90 | 7/28/2003

Mary Dougherty

Graded crossings,
construction costs
vs. dispersed costs
over the life of the
system

Dispersed costs: installation of crossing
gates and signals; police and staff to
educate public; writing of local ordinances
to regulate grade crossings; enforcement of
regulations and ordinances; maintenance
and repair of crossing gates and signals;
disruption of sleep and lifestyle of those
living in proximity to the bells and homns;
delays of emergency services, commercial
traffic, and everyday errands caused by at-
grade crossings; lost time caused by slower
transportation through the region for all
riders on the Gold Line; need for train
operator rather than computer-controlled
operation; human injuries and property
damage caused by accidents that will
predictably happen; damage to train cars,
tracks, and other equipment from
accidents; further delays for all, and
indirect costs from accidents; other
foreseeable costs; costs of litigation and
settlements/judgments as a result of grade-
level crossings; costs of separating grade-
level crossings after construction has been
completed and trains are operational.

Duarte station should be at the corner of

91 | 7/20/2003 | Dennis Awad Duarte Station Duarte Rd. & Mountain, across from the
Walmart & Home Depot.
Lengthen the line to Ontario Airport if it
goes to Montclair; may help decrease
92 | 7/14/2003 | Gregory Mantila | Ontario Airport CongeRbion at LA Do LiuRkehe

mistake of the Red Line and Green Line,
which both stop short of Burbank Airport
and LAX respectively.

93 | 7/15/2003

Robert H. Olander 11

Poles, Cataract Ave.

and Bonita Ave.
crossing, stations,
housing, funding

Make gate crossing at Cataract Ave. and
Bonita Ave. to be no more than 2 minutes;
conceal or modify poles; each city should
be allowed to personalize its stations; state
should not make each city have a
mandatory housing component in the
development zones; build Phase 1T
completely or wait until all funding is
approved.

94 | 7/15/2003

Barbara Dreibus

Start of
construction,
vibrations, noise

When will construction start? Concerned
about noise and vibration of the trains.
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Scoping Process and Activities

Table 2-2: Comment Summary

Real Estate

No. Date Name or Agency Topic Comment
Includes a list of items for traffic analysis,
Sheshion Birisvidl, including assurr_lptions and methpds fgr
IGR/CEQA Branch _ modeling, consistency of modc.hr?g with
95 7/2/2003 i Tratfic other forecasts, volumes for existing and
Chief, Caltrans fu 2 R ST
District 7 ture conditions, d}bcus§10n of mitigation
measures, and specification of developer’s
share of the cost.
Construction Very concerned about impact on fiber
Jack Fry, Anaheim | impacts on Sprint's | optic infrastructure; requires 2-foot by 5-
96 7/3/2003 | Fiber Operations, fiber optic lines foot separation from any new structures, as
Sprint along RR ROW in well as compensation for all activities
San Dimas rclated to this project.
Clarifies ownership of ROW between
Claremont and Arcadia; owned by
Pasadena Blue Line Construction
97 7/9/2003 Duncan Robb, MTA Ovheship GEROW Authority. Responds to question from

Lynne Goldsmith (MTA Bikeway Modal
Lead) who was concerned about a Class 1
bikeway designed on the ROW between
San Dimas and Claremont.

08 7/11/2003 Jennifer Harriger,

Request for

Would like a copy of the CEQA Initial
Study/Environmental Checklist and the

Design Criteria

VWD Hoeuumsat Environmental Impacts Screening Report.
Project could affect Districts' trunk sewers
Ruth Frazen, County that are located under or parallel to the
Sanitation Districts s proposed project alignment. In order to
w0 HANRS of Los Angeles Hiilises issue a detailed response, they will need
County project plans and specifications that
incorporate Districts' sewer information.
; ; Requests a photo of the concept for the
100 | 7/17/2003 | Gil Gonzalez Visual e e i City Hall p
Requests information on maximum sounds
Eheistopher Vi levels (dB max rating) to consider when
101 | 7/17/2003 City of Claremont’ Noise reviewing another residential project being
built north of the Gold Line ROW in
Claremont.
102 | 7/17/2003 | Mark Smith Aligrmgnt Location | Jrws tiatalocation in Fomona Would'be
better than one in Irwindale.
Brnidges should be included in APE and
evaluated for historic significance; traffic
Gary vtk Office Historic, Traffic, should address freeway impacts; Traffic
; ! Hazardous Management Plan (TMP) should be
103 | 7/23/2003 | Chief, Caltrans ; —— 3 :
District 7 Materials, Seismic developed; hazardous materials study

should address presence of lead; any
proposed bridges will need to conform to
Caltrans design and seismic requirements.

Draft # - Scoping Report
September 5, 2003

2-13




Gold Line Phase I1 Extension to Montclair

Scoping Process and Activities

Table 2-2: Comment Summary

No. Date Name or Agency

Topic

Comment

104 | 7/24/2003 | City of San Dimas

Aesthetics, Traffic

Light Rail equipment (particularly
overhead wiring and poles) has potential to
create negative aesthetic impacts,
especially in Frontier Village. Requests
evaluation of feasibility of a grade
separation at Bonita/Cataract; traffic
mitigation and visual impact plan should
be developed. Relocation of existing spur
line at Bonita/Cataract should be analyzed.
Project mitigation should consider
expansion of bus, bicycle, pedestrian and
auto access.

Delaine Shane,

105 | 7/21/2003 MWD

Utilities

Notes potential impacts to Middle Feeder,
Orange County Feeder, Yorba Linda
Feeder, and Upper Feeder pipelines, as
well as to the La Vemne Pipeline and the
Weymouth Filtration Plant. Requests
consideration of these facilities in all
environmental documents and emphasizes
need for continued access to these
facilities. Also concerned about impacts of
parking lots, structures, train stations, and
other facilities on their facilities. Enclosed
a copy of "Guidelines for Developments in
the Area of Facilities, Fee Properties,
and/or Easements of The Metropolitan
Water District of Southern California."

John Poindexter,

106 | 7/24/2003 City of Pasadena

Public Agency
Coordination,
Construction
Impacts, Traffic,
East Pasadena
Station

Requests that the EIS/EIR clearly state
what approvals or actions will be required
from various public agencies and
governments along the route. Requests a
construction staging plan for all
construction impacts, including those to
public parking lots. Also requests traffic
analysis describe all mobility corridors that
could be affected and the impact of bus
traffic on East Pasadena. Also requests
consideration of construction impacts on
East Pasadena Station, which will be in
operation. Finally, parking impacts on
Pasadena if the project isn't extended
should be addressed.

Draft # - Scoping Report
September 5, 2003

2-14




Gold Line Phase 11 Extension to Montclair

Scoping Process and Activities

Table 2-2: Comment Summary

No. Date Name or Agency

Topic

Comment

Morgan Wehtje, CA
Dept. of Fish and
Game

107 | 7/24/2003

Biology, Permitting,
Water Resources

Requests assessment of flora and fauna
adjacent to project area; discussion of
direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts on
biological resources; full evaluation of
altenatives, including mitigation
measures. Also requests a CESA permit if
there is potential for “take” of endangered
plants or animals. Opposes elimination of
watercourses or wetlands. Suggests a pre-
project or early consultation meeting.

Naresh Varma,
Chief, San
Bernardino County
Dept. of Public
Works

108 | 7/28/2003

Traffic

Requests that a Traffic Impact Analysis
(TIA) report per Congestion Management
Program (CMP) be prepared.

109 | 7/17/2003 | Nova Blazej, EPA

No comments; just requests three copies of
document be sent to the San Francisco
office when filed with Washington, DC
office.

110 | 7/31/2003 | John Ulloth

Alignment; Traffic,
Noise, Shade

Suggests building the Gold Line out to
Upland, as well as including a stop at the
Ontario Airport. Also suggests studying
using DMU operations, prioritizing access
of all non-automotive modes at proposed
rail lines, considering retaining freight
potential on the railroad, and studying how
the rail development might assist adjacent
cities with historic goals. Also suggests
putting more trees in parking to increase
shade and putting in noise barriers to
reduce noise.

James Noyes, Los
Angeles County
Dept. of Public
Works

111 | 7/30/2003

Trash, Utilities

Cites Los Angeles County Building Code
sections pertaining to landfills/trash,
proximity to oil/gas wells, and hazardous
waste management. Requests that the EIR
address the geotechnical and seismic issues
identified in the NOP/IS. Also requests
coordination with MTA for unincorporated
areas. Concemed about potential traffic
and light intrusion impacts and will review
the documents upon completion. Requests
investigation of watershed management
opportunities.
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Scoping Process and Activities

Table 2-2: Comment Summary

No. Date Name or Agency

Topic

Comment

Sean Joyce, City of

112 7/3 1/2003 SOU[h Pasadcna

Scope of Project,
Aesthetics, Cultural
Resources,
Noise/Vibration,
Socio-Economics,
Public Services/
Facilities, LRT &
Traffic Operations,
Corridor
Transportation
Patterns/Impacts

Concemed that scope of project needs to
include potential impacts on South
Pasadena, including: aesthetic impacts
resulting from potential construction of
additional facilities in South Pasadena;
impacts of additional LRT traffic on
historic resources, noise, demand for
further redevelopment, headways and
emergency response times, and cumulative
impacts.

City of Baldwin

113 | 7/31/2003 Park

Traffic

Concemned that regional transportation
services (such as Foothill Transit) may
reduce their service levels in response to
Gold Line service being available. Also,
they're concerned that there may be
increased traffic impacts on north-south
arterials through Baldwin Park from
commuters going up to the Gold Line.

Paul Samuras, City

114 | 7/31/2003 N

Parking, Traffic

Concemed about parking, vehicular, and
pedestrian circulation impacts at the
proposed Garey station.

Reuben Arceo, City

115 | 8/1/2003 of Trwindale

Facilities,
Circulation, Socio-
Economic, Land
Use, Aesthetics,
Traffic

Reserves the right to not approve siting of
any maintenance facilities in Irwindale.
Requests that the EIS/EIR consider grade
separation issue from Miller plant to
Irwindale Ave. Requests analysis and
recommendations regarding transportation
planning, land use, and development.
Notes that city design guidelines call for
Spanish/Mission architecture. Requests
analysis of traffic along Irwindale Ave.
from Foothill to Arrow Hwy.

Concerned about negative noise impacts
from horns on Glendora residents;

116 | 7/22/2003 | James Nizoleck Noise Sireiny ;
recommends eliminating homns in favor of
more lights.

Requests that the EIR identify whether any
uses in the project area could result in
s dechie: hazm@o&lxls wastes/s'ubsu:inc'es, 1dex:1t1fy ax_l(}il
117 | 7/30/2003 | Glendale Office Hazardous ROTELINE, 2 COHEREH IS O i vl
DTSC ’ suggested remediation. Notes that if there
1s any soil contamination, construction
must stop and the EIR should indicate how
remediation would proceed.
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Table 2-2: Comment Summary

No. Date Name or Agency

Topic

Comment

Elisabeth Karsana,
et al (Arcadia
Residents)

118 | 7/31/2003

Noise, Vibration,
Safety, Operation,
Property Values

Concerned about noise and vibration
during construction and operation; safety
and possibility of derailment; hours of
operation and frequency of use; impact on
property values.

Miles Rosedale,

119 Monrovia Growers

7/29/2003

Noise, Traffic

Although the Monrovia Growers property
may be developed into residential
dwellings, a school, parks, and trails, the
EIR should also evaluate the noise, traffic,
and circulation impacts on the existing use
4s a nursery.

William Kelly, City

Ly of Arcadia

8/1/2003

Aesthetics, Traffic,
Land Use, Public
Safety, Noise,
Hazardous
Materials,
Construction/
Phasing

Concemned about: aesthetic impact of
bridges, wiring and poles; traffic impacts,
including grade separations at Santa Anita
Avenue, and at-grade crossings; impact of
rail station on traffic; land use of station,
including parking and changing land uses
in the vicinity of the station; safety
impacts, including the potential for
increased crime and access for public
safety vehicles; noise from construction,
trains, and traction power sites;
construction vibration; presence of
hazardous materials; construction impacts,
including staging areas, public safety
access, adequate review time, and impacts
on parks.

121 | 8/1/2003 | Stephen Fox, MTA

Facilities, Traffic

Requests analysis of the MOS to
Irwindale. Notes requirement to prepare a
Traffic Impact Analysis (TIA) and lists the
required components.

Jeffrey Smith,

122 SCAG

7/30/2003

Regional
Significance

The project is regionally significant and
directly relates to SCAG’s RCPG and
RTP. Therefore, SCAG expects the DEIR
to cite appropriate SCAG policies and
address the manner in which the Project is
consistent with applicable core policies.

Belinda Faustinos,
San Gabriel &
Lower Los Angeles
Rivers & Mountains
Conservancy

123 | 8/5/2003

Parks & Recreation

Encourages close consultation with the
RMC to minimize impacts on recreation,
open space, and habitat/wildlife.
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No.

Date

Name or Agency

Topic

Comment

124

7/30/2003

Katherine Perez,
Transportation &
Land Use
Collaborative of
Southern California

Outreach,
Noise/Vibration,
Storm Drains, Water
Quality, Safety

Criticized the public outreach effort for
being unfocused and conducted in a
passive manner; notes that materials didn't
seem available in other languages and that
there weren't enough public meetings.
Encourages coordination with grass-roots
organizations. Recommends that the EIR
evaluate a full range of options to reduce
bell and homn noise. Also recommends that
design of facilities incorporate elements to
reduce runoff. The EIR’s water quality
analysis should include a full review of
options for surface water and groundwater.
The EIR should also include analysis of
safety concerns, taking into consideration
other light rail systems.

125

8/25/2003

Douglas Bernash,
City of Monrovia

Pedestrian/train
interaction,
interaction of
light/heavy rail,
noise

Requests that the team address: pedestrian
interaction with light rail vehicles at
stations, the mixing or separation of light
rail and heavy rail operations within a
limited right-of-way, noise impacts in
areas where tracks are elevated above
single/multi-family residences, potential
use of landscape buffers in conjunction
with appropriate safety fencing along the
right-of-way.

126

8/25/2003

Michael Robertson,
California Public
Utilities
Commission

PUC approval
required, PUC isa
responsible agency
under CEQA

PUC approval required to construct new,
or modify existing, rail crossings. A
Safety Certification Plan shall be
submitted to the Commission staff for
review and approval by the Commission
prior to preliminary engineering. PUC is a
responsible agency for this project.

127

8/20/2003

Dave Robeck

New stop at Ontario
Alrport

Suggests that Ontario Airport would be a
good stop for Gold Line. Lists reasons.

128

8/1/2003

Arlene Andrew,
City of La Verne

Noise, Traffic,
Parking, Aesthetic,
Safety, Economics,
Station Location

Concemned about noise impacts late at
night and early in the morning, traffic
impacts created by the ROW separating
businesses and residents from emergency
vehicles, aesthetics impacts - overhead
poles and wiring, economic concerns -
modest budget for new station and TOD on
existing small businesses. La Verne has
not yet selected a station; unlikely to be at
location on D Street. EIR should not make
this assumption.
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Appendix A

Federal Register/Vol. 88, No. 131/Waednesday, July 9, 2003/ Natices

41038

10-0, Route 286 South, PO Box 429,
Indiana, Pennsylvania 15701, (724) 357-
2852,
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Sacial,
cultural and natural analyses have
indicated that there will be na
significant impacts associated with this
project. An Environmental Assessment
will be prepared.
(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance
Program Number 20,205, Highway Planning
and Construction, The regulations
implementing Executive Order 12372
rogarding intergovernmental consultation on
Faderal programs and activilies apply to this
program.]

Dated: July 2, 2003.
David C. Lawton,
FHWA Aésistant Division Administralor,
Hormisburg, PA.
[FR Doc. 03-17354 Filed 7-B-03; 8:45 arn]
BILLING CODE 4310-22-M

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Federal Transit Administration

Environmental Impact Stalement on a
Light Rail Transit Extension From
Sierra Madre Villa Station In Pasadena
to Montclair In Metropoiitan Los
Angeles, CA

AGENCY: Federal Transit Administration,
DOT.

ACTION: Notice of intent to prepare an
enviranmental impact statement.

SuMmMaRnY: The Federal Transit
Administration (FTA) and the Las
Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line
Construction Authority (referred to
hereafter as the Gold Line Construction
Authority) intend ta prepare an
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)
in accordance with the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) for
transit improvements between Pasadena
and Montclair in Los Angeles and San
Bornardino counties in California. The
EIS will ba prepared as a joint ELS and
Environmental Impact Report (EIR) to
satisfy the requirements of both NEPA
and the California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA).

The purpose of this notice is to notify
interested individuals, organizations,
and business entitles, affected Native
American Tribes, and Federal, State,
and local governmental agencies of the
intent to prapare an EIS/EIR and to
invite participation in the study. At
present, four elternatives are proposed
for ovaluation in the EIS/EIR. These
altarnatives were developed during a
Planning Alternatives Analysis
undertaken by the Gold Line
Canstruction Authority and the San

GCabriel Velley Council of Governments
(SGVCOG) in 2001-2002. In addition,
ceasonable alternatives identified
through the scoping process will be
evaluated in the EIS/EIR.

Scoping will ba accamplished
through correspondence and
discussions with interested persons,
organizations, and Faderal, State, and
local agencies, and through public and
agency meetings. FTA intends to invite
the SGVCOG, the San Bernardino
Associated Governments (SANBAG], the
Los Angeles County Metropolitan
Transportation Authority {LACMTA),
and the Federal Railroad Administration
to be cooperating agencies in preparing
the NEPA documents.

DATES: Comment Due Date: Writlen
cemments on the scope of the EIS/EIR,
including the alternatives and impacts
ta be considered, must be received no
laler that August 1, 2003. Written
comments should be sent to the Gald
Line Construction Authority at the
address given below in ADDRESSES.

Scogfng Maeting Dates: Four public
open-house scoping meelings will be
held from 5 p.tn. to 8 p.m. on July 15,
16, 17, and 21, 2003 at locations given
below in ADDRESSES. An interagency
scoping meeting will also be held on
July 22, 2003, from 2 p.m. tc 5 p.m. at
the Gold Line Construction Authority
offices, 625 Fair Oaks Avenue, Suite
200, South Pasadena, CA 91030
ADDRESSES: Written commerits should
be sent to Susan Hodor, Gold Line
Construction Authority, 625 Fair Oaks
Avenue, Sulte 200, South Pasadens,
California 91030; phone: (626) 403-
5500; fax: (626) 799—8599. Information
on the project may be obtained from the
Gold Line Construction Authority by
faxing a request to Susan Hodor at (626)
795-8599 or by e-mail at
shedor@metrogeldiine.org or by visiting
the project Web site at http://
www.metrogoldiine.org.

The public open-house scoping
meetings will be held at the following
four locations. 1dentical information
about the proposed project will be
provided at each of the meetings and
interested parties may participate at any
of the meetings. There will be no formal
presentation at the open-house scooping
meelings; members of the public are
invited to attend at any time between 5
p.m. and 8 p.m. on these dates:

July 15, 2003: City Hall, City of San

Dimas, 245 E. Bonita Ave., San Dimas,

CA 91773.

July 18, 2003: City Hall, City of
Claremont, 207 Harvard Ave.,
Claremont, CA 91711.

July 17, 2003: Public Library—
Community Reom, City of South

Pasadena, 1115 El Centro Strest,

South Pasadena, CA 91030.

July 21, 2003: City Hall, City of Arcadia,
240 W, Huntington Drive, Arcadia,
CA 91007,

All meeting locations are accessible to
peoplo with disabilities. Any individual
with a disability who requires special
assistance, such es a sign language
intarpreter or a translator, shoul
contact Susan Hodor at (628) 403-5500
at least 48 hours in advance of the
meeting so that arrangements can be
made.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Mr.
Ervin Poka, Team Leader, or Mr. Ray
Tellis, Program Specialist, FTA/FHWA
Metropolitan Office, 888 5. Figuerca St.
(Suite 1850), Los Angeles, California
90017; phone: {213) 202-3950; fax: (213)
202-3961.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

L Description of Study Area and Scope

The purpose of the proposed action is
to improve east-west mobility across the
24-mile long corridor in the San Cabriel
Valley. to relieve congestion on existing
transportation facilities, to increase
connections to work and educational
destinations within the San Gabrisl
Valley and the Los Angeles region, to
support economic revitalization in each
city along the corridor, and to contribute
to the preservation and enhancement of
the natural environment. The corridor
includes the cities: Pasadena, Arcadia,
Monrovia, Duarte, Irwindale, Azusa,
Glendora, San Dimas, La Vemne,
Pomons, Claremont, and Montclair; and
the counties: Los Angeles and San
Bernardino.

II, Alternatives

The alternatives proposed for
evaluation in the E[S/EIR were
developed during a Planning
Alternatives Analysis that began in
September 2001 and continued through
June 2002. The Planning Alternatives
Analysis can be reviewed on the project
Web slte: htip://www.metrogoldline.org.
The Planning Alternatives Analysis
looked at transportation conditions and
possible solutions for improving
mobility across the 24-mile long
corrider from Pasadena to Claremont.
Seven alternatives werse examined in
this study and screened down toa
Locally Preferred Alternative (LPA)
selected by the Gold Line Construction
Authority and the San Gabriel Valley
Council of Gevernments [SGVCOG). The
LPA is a continuation of the light rail
transit (LRT) technology from the
axisting Sierra Madre Villa LRT station
in Pasadena 1o the Claremont Transit
Center. The Sierra Madre Villa LRT
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station is the eastern terminuas of the
"Phase I area”, in which LRT service
was implemented from Loa Angeles,
theough South Pasadena, to Pasadens. A
further extansion to the City of
Montclair was subsequently added to
the scope of the EIS/EIR.

The will evaluate a No-Action
alternative, & Transportation Systam
Mansgemsnt/Transportation Demand
Management (TSM/TDM) alternative,
tha LRT LPA to Montclair, and s shorter
LRT alternative from the existing Sierra
Madre Villa station to the City o
Irwindale. Alternative locations for a
LRT maintenance and storage facility
will aiso be evaluated. The
alternatives would use the former BNSF
railroad right-of-way now owned by the
Gold Line Construction Authority and
the San Bernardino Associated
Governments (SANBAG). There are atill
a few fraight movements thal occur on
the railroad line. The EIS/EIR will
examine operating scenarios to
determine whether time-separated joint-
use can oceur or whaether freight
operations must be supplanted. The No-
Action Alternative is the continuation of
existing bus service policies in the study
area, Under the No-Action Alternative,
increases in service would track with
increases in demand due to population
or amployment growth in the area, in
accordance with current transit service
policies, The TSM/TDM Altarnative
consists of low-cost maobility
improvements that attempt to serve the
Emi«:t purpose and need without

uilding a transit guideway. The TSM/
TDM alternative will be devaloped by
the Gold Line Construction Au&;rlty in
consultation with FTA to serve as the
New Starts baseline for comparing the
LPA to other projects nationwide
competing for Now Starts funding. Any
additional alternatives that smerge
during the scoping of the EIS/EIR,
sspecially alternatives that reduca costs
or impacts while providing comparable
transportation benefit, will also be
considered.

1. Probable Effects

The Planning Alternatives Analysis
included a screening process to identify
potential environmental impacts. This
screening indicated the areas of
probable effects of the project would be
air quality, caltural resources, land use,
noise vibration, and traffic. Most
impacts appear likely to occur in the
vicinity o?pmpoud stations and al the
maintenance yard sites. Noise impacts,
however, are possible along the antire
corridor because of numerous at-grade
crossings thet would require the
sounding of warning horns and the
actuation of grade-crossing warning

davices as LRT vehicles mova through
the intersection. The full rangs of
environmental topica will be svaluated
in the EIS/EIR. The EIS/EIR will also
evaluats whether the proposed LRT
extension would generate
environmental impacts in the Phase [
area (Los Angeles, South Pasadana, and
Pasadena).

IV. FTA Procedures

In accordance with FTA policy, all
federal laws, regulations and exacutive
ordars affecting project development,
including but not limited to the
regulations of the Council on
Environmental Quality and FTA
implementing NEFPA (40 CFR parts
1500-1508 and 23 CFR part 771), the
conformlity requirements of the Clean
Alr Act, section 404 of the Clean Water
Act, Executive Orders 11988, 11990 and
128098 regarding floodplains, watlands,
and environmental justice, respectively,
the National Historic Preservation Act,
the Endangered Speciss Act, and section
4(f) of the Department of Transpartation
Act, will ba addressed to the maximum
oxtent practicable during the NEPA

process.

The Draft EIS/EIR for the Gold Line
Light Rail Extension from the Sierra
Madre Villa Station in Pasadena to
Mantclair will be based on conceptual
enginsering of the alternatives,
including stations, maintensnce and
storage facilities, and alignment options.
Station designs, maintenance and
storage Facility layouts, and alignmant
options as well as operational elements,
will be refined to minimize and mitigate
any adverse im) ;

After Its publication, the Draft EIS/EIR
will be available for public review and
comment, and one or more public
hearings will be held. The actions taken
in onse to the comments on the
Draft EIS/EIR will ba presented in the
Final EIS/EIR, which will ba based on
preliminary engineering of the LPA and
other surviving altarnatives.

Issusd on: July 2, 2003.

Laslis T. Rogers,

Regional Administrataz,

[FR Doc. 0317368 Filed 7-8-03; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 4310-47-F

MARITIME ADMINISTRATION
[Docket Number: MARAD 2003—15556]
Requested Administrative Waiver of
the Coastwise Trade Laws

AGENCY: Maritima Administration,
Department of Transportation.

ACTION: Invitation for public comments
on a requested administrative walver of

the Coesstwise Trade Laws for the vesse]
CHIMERA.

SUMMARY: As authorized by Pub, L. 105—
383 and Pub. L. 107-295, the Secratary
of Transportation, aa represented by the
Maritime Administration (MARAD), is
authorized to grant walvers of the U.S.-
build requirement of the cosstwise laws
under certain circumstances. A request
for such a waiver has besn receivad by
MARAD. The vessel, and a brief
description of the proposed service, is
listed Ee!ow. The complets application
Is given in DOT docket 200315559 at
hitp://dms.dot.gov. Interested parties
may comment on the effect this action
may have on U.S. vessel builders or
businesses in the U.S. that use U.S.-flag
vessals. [FTMARAD determines, in
accordance with Pub. L. 105-383 and
MARAD's regulations at 46 CFR part |
388 (68 FR 23084; April 30, 2003), that
the issuance of the waiver will have an
unduly adverse effect on & U.S.-vessel
builder or a business that uses U.8.-flag
vessels in that business, a waiver will
nat be granted. Comments should refer
to the docket number of thls notice and
the vessel name in order for MARAD to
properly consider the comments.
Comments should also state the
commentar's intersat in the waiver
application, and addreas the waiver
criterla given in § 383.4 of MARAD's
regulations at 46 CFR Part 388.
DATES: Submit comments on or before
August 8, 2003,
ADDRESSES: Comments should refer to
docket number MARAD-2003 15559.
Written comments may be submitted by
hend or by mail to the Docket Clark,
UL.S. DOT Dockets, Room PL-401,
Department of Transportation, 400 7th
St., SW., Washington, DC 20590-0001.
You may also send comments
electronically via the Internet at http://
dmses.dot.gov/submit/. All comments
will become part of this docket and will
be available f}::r inspection and copying
at the above address batween 10 a.m.
and 5 p.m., B.T., Monday t
Friday, except federal holidays. An
alectronic version of this document and
all documents entered into this docket
{s available on the World Wids Web at
hitp://dms.dot.gov.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Michael Hokana, U.S. Department of
Transportation, Maritima
Administration, MAR-830 Room 7201,
400 Seventh Street, SW., Washington,
DC 20580. Telephone 202-366-0760.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Aa
described by the applicant the inten:
service of the vuschH]MERA is:
Intended Use: “Uninspected power
vessal, six passengers or less for hire.”
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Notice of Preparation

: Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction
To: Distribution List From: Authority
625 Fair Oaks Avenue, Suite 200

South Pasadena, CA 91030

Subject: Notice of Preparation of an Environmental Impact Report
Lead Agency: Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority

Contact Person Susan Hodor

Street Address 625 Fair Oaks Avenue, Suite 200

City/State/Zip South Pasadena, CA 91030

The Construction Authority will be the lead agmcy fory- paration of an Envi tal Impact Report (EIR) in accordance with the California
Environmental Quality Act {CEQA) for proposed transit impr from the existing Sierra Madre Villa Station in Pasadena to Montclair,
California, in Los Angeles and San Bernardino Counties. The EIR will be prepared in cooperation with the San Gabriel Yalley Council of
Governments (SGVCOG), the San B dino Associated Go (SANBAG), the Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority

{LACMTA), the Federal Railroad Administration (FRA), and the Federal Transit Administration (FTA). A joint document (EIS/EIR) will be
prepored to satisly both National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and CEQA requiremcnts. The FTA will be the fedaral ead agency.

pn?:l ect description, location, and the potential eavironmental effects are contained in the attached materials. A copy of the Initial
Study i

is, (4 is not, attached. An cxpanded NOP and a summary table of environmental i ts id
planning are artached.
Due to the time limits mandated by State Law, your response must be sent at the carliest possible date but sof {ater than 30 days after
receipt of this notice.
Please send your response to _Susan Hodor at the address shown above.

We will need the name for a2 contact person in your agency.

Project Title: GOLD LINE PHASE Il EXTENSION (PASADENA TO MONTCLAIR) DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL
IMPACT REPORT/DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT
The comidor includes the cities of Pasadena, Arcadia,
Project Locations: Monrovia, Duarte, Irwindale, Azusa, Glendora, San

Dimas, La Verne, Pomona, Claremont, and Montelair Los Angeles and San Bernardine
City (nearest) Counly
Project Description: The EIS/EIR will cvaluate the impacts of a continuation of the light rail wansit (LRT) technalogy from the

Sicrra Madre Villa LRT station in Pasadena to Montclair, The EIS/EIR will also evaluate a No-Action alternative, and a TSM/TDM alternative, and
a shorter LRT alicrnative from the existing Sierrz Madre Villa station to the City of Irwindalc. Alternative locations for an LRT maintenance and
storage facility will also be evaluated. The LRT altematives would usc former BNSF railroad right-of-way, known as the Pasadens Subdivision,
which is now owned by the Gokl Line Construction Autherity and SANBAG. There are still a few freight movemcnts that occur on the railroad linc.
The EIS/EIR will examine operating scenarias o determine whether joint-iise can occur or whether freight operations will be supplanted. The No-
Action Alternative is the continuation of existing bus service policies in the study arca. Under the No-Action Alternative, increases in service would
track with i in d d due to populati ofmphymenxgmmhmth:uﬂ,maccwdmcemthcummmmmmpohcla. The
TSM/TDM Alternative consists of low-cost mobsl ts that % 10 serve the project purpose and need without building a transit
guideway. The TSM/TDM alternative will be dcvcloped by the Gold Line Connmcnm Authority in consultation with FTA to serve as the New
Starts baseline for comparing the LPA to other projects nationwide competing for, Starts funding. Anynddnmmlalmvwdmm
during the scoping of the EIS/EIR, especially alternatives that reduce costs or i ile providing comparable zansportation benefit, will also be

consudered.,
Date June 27, 2003 Signature

Richard D. Thorpe
Title Chief Executive Officer

Telephone _ (626) 799-0080

Reference: Calife Code of Regulations, Title 14, (CEQA Guidelines) Sections 15082(a), 15103, 15375,
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DATE: June 27, 2003
TO: INTERESTED PARTIES
FROM: Los Angeles 1o Pasadena Metro Blue Line Caonstruction Authority

NOTICE OF PREPARATION

GOLD LINE PHASE II EXTENSION

PASADENA TO MONTCLAIR
DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/
DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

Introduction

The Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority (referred to
hereafter as the Gold Line Construction Authority} intends to prepare an Environmental
Impact Report (EIR) in accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA) for proposed transit improvements from the existing Sierra Madre Villa Station
in Pasadena to Montclair, California, in Los Angeles and San Bernardino Counties.

The EIR will be prepared in cooperation with the San Gabrel Valley Council of
Govermnments (SGVCOG), the San Bemnardino Associated Governments (SANBAG), the
Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (LACMTA), the Federal
Railroad Administration (FRA), and the Federal Transit Administration (FTA). A joint
document (EIS/EIR) will be prepared to satisfy both National Environmental Policy Act
(NEPA) and CEQA requirements. The FTA will be the federal lead agency. Attachment
I is a map showing the general location of the proposed project.

The purpose of this Notice of Preparation is to notify interested parties and agencics of
the intent to prepare the EIR and to invite participation in the process. Four alternatives
(described below) will be evaluated in the EIS/EIR. These aliernatives were developed
based on an Alternatives Analysis that was undertaken by the Gold Line Construction
Authority and the San Gabriel Council of Governments in 2001 -2002.

California agencies are reminded that under State law, response must be sent at the
earliest possible date but rot later than 30 days after receipt of this notice. Your response
is to include the views of your agency as to the scope and content of the environmental
information that is germane to your agency’s statutory responsibilities in connection with
the proposed project. Your agency will need to use the EIR prepared by the Gold Line
Construction Authority when considering permits or other approvals for the project.

Page 1
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Scoping Meetings and Dates

An interagency Scoping meeting will be held:

Tuesday, July 22, 2003: 2 pm. to 5 p.m.
Gold Line Construction Authority
625 Fair Oaks Avenue, Suite 200,
South Pasadena, CA 91030

The public is welcome to make comments on the scope of the proposed project. Written
comments can be submitted at the Scoping meetings, or to Susan Hodor, Gold Line
Construction Authority, 625 Fair Oaks Avenue, Suite 200, South Pasadena, California
91030 no later than August 1, 2003. Information on this project may be obtained from
the Gold Line Construction Authority by faxing a request to Susan Hodor at (626) 799-
8599, by email to shodor@metrogoldline.org, or by visiting the agency’s website;

WWW.INC| 1TH

Four Public Open House/Scoping Meetings will be held. Identical information about the
proposed project will be provided at each of the meetings and interested partics may
participate at any of the meetings. There will be no formal presentation at the open-house
Scoping meetings; members of the public are invited to attend at any time between 5 p.m.
and 8 p.m. on these dates:

Tuesday, July 15, 2003: City of San Dimas City Hall, 245 E. Bonita Avenue
San Dimas, CA 91773.

Wednesday, July 16, 2003:  City of Claremont- Citrus Room, 225 Second St.
Claremont, CA 91711.

Thursday, July 17, 2003: South Pasadena Public Library - Community Room
1115 El Centro Street
South Pasadena, CA 91030,

Monday, July 21, 2003: City of Arcadia City Hall, 240 W. Huntington Drive
Arcadia, CA 91007

All meeting locations are accessible to people with disabilities. Any individual with a
disability who requires special assistance, such as a sign language interpreter, should
contact Susan Hodor at 626-799-0080, at least 48 hours in advance of the meeting so that
the Gold Line Construction Authority can make arrangements.

These Scoping Meetings are intended to comply with the public outreach requirements of
the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), the National Environmental Policy
Act (NEPA), Section 404 of the Clean Water Act, Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act, and Executive Order 12898 (Federal Actions to Address Environmental

Page 2
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Justice in Minority Populations). Interested parties arc specifically invited to attend the
Scoping Meetings to provide input about or suggest project alternatives, to identify issues
of environment concem to be addressed in the EIS/EIR, and to sign up to receive further
information on the proposed project. The Federal Transit Administration published a
Notice of Intent to prepare an Environmental Impact Statement in the Federal Register on
Tuly 1, 2003.

Purpose of the Proposed Action

The purpose of the proposed action is to improve east-west mobility across the 24-mile
long corridor in the San Gabriel Valley, to relieve congestion on existing transportation
facilities, to increase connections to work and educational destinations within the San
Gabriel Valley and the Los Angeles region, to support economic revitalization in each
city along the comidor, and contribule to the preservation and enhancement of the natural
environment. The corridor includes the cities of Pasadena, Arcadia, Monrovia, Duarte,
Irwindale, Azusa, Glendora, San Dimas, La Veme, Pomona, Claremont, and Montclair;
and is located in Los Angeles and San Bemandino Counties.

Alternatives

The alternatives to be evaluated in the EIS/EIR were developed during a Planning
Alternatives Analysis that began in September 2001 and continued through June 2002.
The Planning Altlematives Analysis documents can be reviewed on the Gold Line
Construction Authority website: www.metrogoldline.org. The Planning Altenatives
Analysis looked at transportation conditions and possible solutions for improving
mobility across the 24-mile long comidor from Pasadena to Claremont, CA.  Seven
alternatives were cxamined in this study and screened down to a Locally Preferred
Alternative (LPA) selected by the Gold Line Construction Authority and the San Gabriel
Valley Council of Governments. The LPA is a continuation of the light rail transit {LRT)
technology from the existing Sierra Madre Villa LRT station in Pasadena to the
Claremont Transit Center. The Sierra Madre Villa LRT station is the eastem terminus of
the “Phase I area”, in which LRT service was implemented from Los Angeles, through
South Pasadena, to Pasadena. A further cxtension from Claremont to the City of
Montclair was subsequently added to the scope of the EIS/EIR.

The EIS/EIR will also evaluate a No-Action alternative, a TSM/TDM alternative, the
LRT LPA to Montclair, and a shorter LRT alternative from the existing Sierra Madre
Villa station to the City of Irwindale, Alternative locations for an LRT maintenance and
storage facility will also be evaluated. The LRT alternatives would use former BNSF
railroad right-of-way, known as the Pasadena Subdivision, which is now owned by the
Gold Line Construction Authority and SANBAG. Therc are still a few freight
movements that occur on the railroad line. The EIS/EIR will examine operating scenarios
to determine whether joint-use can occur or whether freight operations will be supplanted.
The No-Action Alternative is the continuation of existing bus service policies in the study

Page 3
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area. Under the No-Action Alternative, increases in service would track with increases in
demand due to population or employment growth in the area, in accordance with current
transit service policies. The TSM/TDM Alternative consists of low-cost mobility
improvements that attempt to serve the project purpose and need without building a
transit guideway. The TSM/TDM altemnative will be developed by the Gold Line
Construction Authority in consultation with FTA to serve as the New Starts baseline for
comparing the LPA to other projects nationwide competing for FTA New Starts funding.
Any additional alternatives that emerge during the scoping of the EIS/EIR, especially
alternatives that reduce costs or impacts while providing comparable transportation
benefit, will also be considered.

Potential Impacts

The Planning Alternatives Analysis included a screening process to identify potential
environmental impacts. Attachment 2 is a copy of the summary table from the
Environmental Impacts Screening Report that summarizes the potential environmental
effects of the project, along with potential mitigation mecasurcs. The Environmental
Impacts Screening Report is available on the Authority's website at www.goldline.org or
by contacting Susan Hodor at the Authority’s office as described above. This screening
indicated the areas of probable effects of the project would be air quality, cultural
resources, land use, noise and vibration, and traffic. Most impacts appear likely to occur
in the vicinity of proposed stations, with noise impacts being an issue along the entire
corridor becanse of numerous at-grade crossings that would require the sounding of
warning horns and the actuation of grade-crossing warning devices as LRT vehicles move
through the comidor. The full range of environmental topics will be evaluated in the
EIS/EIR. The EIS/EIR will also evaluate whether the proposed LRT extension would
generate environmental impacts in the Phase 1 area (Los Angeles, South Pasadena, and
Pasadena). The Draft EIS/EIR for the Gold Line Light Rail Extension from the Sierma
Madre Villa Station in Pasadena to Montclair will be based on conceptual engineering of
the alternatives, including stations, maintenance and storage facilities, and alignment
options. Station designs, maintenance and storage facility layouts, and alignment options
as well as operational elements, will be refined to minimize and mitigate any adverse
impacts.
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ATTACHMENT 2 SUMMARY OF ANTICIPATED ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

Attachment 2:
Gold Line Phase Il
Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measures
Identified in the Planning Alternatives Analysis Report
Preliminary Potential Level of
Potential Environmental impacis Significance Mitigation Measures Significance
Determination after Mitigation
Aesthetics

All Atematives: Construction of new stations and parking areas, Potentially If the station and parking facilities were | Ukely lo be Less Than
along with any maintenance facilities, has the greatast potential of Significant integrated Into their individual Significant.
the project elemenis lo changa tha aesthetic environments in the communities, they then would not result | ~. 14 be Banaliclal
vicinity of their locations. in adverse aesthatic impacts. i
LRT Altarnative: For the LAT Altamalive the largest-scaie aesthetic | Patentially The degrea of potantial Impact could be | Likely to be Less Than
change would be the overhaad wiring system along the entire length | Significant reduced by choosing a style of Significant
of the rail righl-of-way.  Although the overhead wiring would be ovarhead wiring that reduces the
visible from adjoining land uses, it should not result In an adverse amount and complexity of wiring.
aasthetic Impact.

Agricultural Resources

The Monrovia Nursery is the only land that could ba considared as
agricultural land within the vicinity of the project study area. None of
tha build alternatives would have a direct impact on the agricultural
functions of the Monrovia Nursery.

Biologlical Resources

Three specles ware found to potentially occur in the railroad right-of- | Not Likely to be if species were encountered mitigation
way or in the area nearby: California Gnatcatcher, Parish's Significant measures would be implemeanted,
geoseberry and salt spring checkerbloom, As the ROW ilself Is
devoid of vegetation, and Is subject 10 the Impacts of occasional
train movements, the presence of any of the three species is not
expecied within the praject right-of-way.

Any of the build alternatives has the potentiat to have an Impacton | Potentially It appears that sage scrub plants could
Rivarsidian alluvial fan scrub sage plants that occur next to the Significant be protected during construction, or
railroad right-of-way near the Santa Fe Dam Recreation Area, if relocated off the right-of-way.

consiruction accurs outside of the ROW or if plants were to becoma
established within the ROW. I{ appears ihat plants could ba
protectad during construction, or relocated off the right-of-way.

Less than significant
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ATTACHMENT 2 SUMMARY OF ANTICIPATED ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

Attachment 2:
Gold Line Phase Ii
Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measuros
identified in the Planning Altsrnatives Analysis Report
Preliminary Potential Leve! of
Potential Environmental Impacts Significance Mitigation Measures Significance
Determination after Mitigation
Approximately 1700 feet of the corridor is located within the existing | Not Uikely o be
boundary for the San Gabriet Canyon Significant Ecological Ares Significant
(SEA). Howsver, the physical conditions of the rall ROW are not
likedy to support blological resources that are the aubject of tha
SEA. In addition, the new draft revised SEA boundaries that are
being prepared In conjunction with the revised county general plan
wouki be mora than 1 mile away from the proposed alignmant.
Cultural Rescurces
Acquisition of a historio property for project use, such as fora Potentially In the event that impacta to historic l.eas Than Significant
station or parking, or for an ancillary facilify, such as a traction Signlificant resources cannot be avolded,
power subsiation could result In a significant impact o Cultural mitigation measures would be i
Resources. At thls stage of project planning, the historic railroad developed in consultation with the State
depats In Monrovia, Azuea and Pomona are being conaidered for Historic Preservation Officer.
re-use, Assuming that theas re-uses are implemented in
accordance with the Secretary of Interior Standards for
Rehabliitation, there should be no adverse impacts (under CEQA or
NEPA).
Impacts assaclaled with the operation of the proposed project could | Potentially In tha avent that impacts to hisloric Less Than Significant
affect the ongoing viability of some histaric properties in the project | Significant rasources cannot be avcided,
vicinity. The operational lzsuas typically consldered in determining mitigation measures woulkd be
whether a transportation project would have adverse effects to developed In consultation with tha State
historic propenies are nolsa and vibration, visual, and traffic Histaria Presarvation Officar,
generation.
Disturbanca of en archeological resource during construciion ar Potentially In the event that impacts {o historic Lese Than Significant
operation would result in a significant impact. The iknown Significant resources cannot be avoided,
archeological resource in San Dimaa (adjacant lo the rait ROW) mitigation measures woukl ba
does not appear 1o be subjact to disturbance by construction or developad in consultation with the State
operational activities for any of the bulld altematives. Hiatoric Presarvation Otficer.
Page 7

JIE[IJUOIA 0] UOISUNX J] 95EYJ duUr'| P|OD)

g xipuaddy



€007 ‘s Toquiaydag

uonetedard Jo dyoN - Jeiq

6d

ATTACHMENT 2 SUMMARY OF ANTICIPATED ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

Attachment 2:
Gold Line Phase il
Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measures
Identified In the Planning Alternatives Analysls Report
Preliminary Potential Leve! of
Potential Environmental Impacts Significance Mitigation Measures Significance
_ Determination after Mitigation
Approximately 1700 feet of tha comidor ks located within the existing | Not Likely to be
boundary for the San Gabret Canyon Significant Ecological Area Significart
{SEA). However, the physical conditions of the rall ROW are not
likety to support blological rescurces that are the aubject of the
SEA. In addition, the new draft revised SEA boundaries that are
baeing preparad in conjunction with the revised county general plan
would be move than 1 mile away from the proposed alignment.
Cultural Resources
Acquisition of a historic propenty for project use, such as fora Potentially In the event that impacis to historic Less Than Significant
station or parking, or for an ancillary facility, such as a traction Significant resources cannot be avolded,
power substation could result in a significant impact to Cultural mitigation maasures would be .
Rasources. At this stage of project planning, the historic railroad developed in consultation with the State
depota in Monrovia, Azusa and Pomona are being considerad for Historic Preservation Officer.
re-use. Assuming that thesa re-uses are implemented in
accordance with the Secretary of Interior Standards lor
Rehabilitation, there should be na adverse impacts {under CEQA or
NEPA).
Impacts associaled with the operation of tha proposad project could | Polontially In the event that impacts to hisloric Less Than Significant
alfect the ongoing viability of some historic proparties in the project | Significant resources cannot be avelded,
vicinity, The opevrational issues typically considered In determining mitigation measures would be
whether a transportation project would have adverse effacts to developed In consultation with the Stata
historic propenties are noise and vibration, visual, and traffic Historic Preservation Officer,
generation.
Disturbance of an archeological resource during construcilon or Potantially In the event that impacta 1o historic Less Than Significant
operation would result in a significant impact. The known Significant resources cannot be avoided,
archeoclogical resource in San Dimas {adjacent lo the rajl ROW) mitigation measures woukd ba
does not appear 1o be subjact to disturbanca by construction ar developed in consuRation with the State
operational activities for any of the bulld atematives. Histaric Preservation Oftficer.
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ATTACHMENT 2 SUMMARY OF ANTICIPATED ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

Attachment 2:
Gold Line Phase Il
Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measures
Identifisd in the Planning Alternatives Analysis Report
Preliminary Potential Level of
Potentlal Environmental Impacts Slgnificance Mitlgation Maasures Significance
Determination after Mitigation .
Geology'Salsmic
Since the occurnence of earthquakes and selamic acthdties cannot Loss Than Desligns would comply with the latest
ba predicted, the likelihood of Impacts from these sources to any of | Significant seismic standards. In amas of
the bulld alematives cannot be predicted. More datailed fiquafaction hezard, mitigation as
Information on actual solls conditions along the rall ROW weuld be defined In Public Resources Code
needed to determine the potential for liquefaction impacts. Saction 2683(c) would be required.
Hazards and Hazardous Materials

For the purposes of this analysis, it Is assumed that there could be | Potentlally 1t can be anticipated that localized ske | Less Than Significant
hazardoys maierials present along the routs, bul that, if these Significant remediation actions may be
locations were encountared, mitigation measures could ba Typical remediation could include
developed to elther remaove or greally reduce risk. treatment of cantaminated solls on site, *

ot their removal, treatment and disposal

In accerdance with the specific

environmental regulations for the

particular comlaminants encountered.

Land Use and Planning

Changes to land use and zoning would be most likety to oceur In Less than Local land use changea are controlied
station areas. The introduction of improved lranait service could significant by municipalitics; mitigation measure

infisance redevelopment or changses in dansity near stations.

may be requived on a case-by-case
basls.
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Gold Line Phass It

Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measures
Identified in the Planning Alternatives Analysis Report
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Preliminary Potantial Level of
Potential Environmental Impacts Significance Mitigation Measures Significance
Determination after Mitigation
Noise and Vibration
Noise impacts would be most likety 1o occur in the vicinity of grade- | Potantially Noise walls may be needed in some Patentially significant
c1o8sings due to the requirad sounding of waming horns and bell significant areas. Noise impacts near grade -
sounds on waming devices. impacis could cccur along the ROW crossings might be mitigated by noise
where noise-sensilive propertiss are within 20 feet of the alignment, walls or direclional horns, but the latter
and/ ar where tha alignment is elevated above the grade of would have to be approved by the
adjolning nolse-sensitive land uses. CPUC. Itis poasible that thers may be
residual gignificant impacts.
Soclo-Economics
Additional transit service would have limiled effects on forecasted Less than None anticipated
changes in population and housing, since thase are more greatly significant

Influenced by ragional market forces than by local conditions,
Some localizad changes might occur in the vicinity of stations, if
allowed by local jurisdictions. Potantlal changes do not appear
great enough 10 Induce demands for substantial amounts of
additional housing. Thare could be some redevelopment near
stalions.

Public Services and Facliities

Police and Fire Services: Polential impacts to police and fire
protection sarvices from the proposed project would be related 1o
ihe effects of traffic and access disruplions on emergency response
time, and the demand for additional services. Potential changes do
not eppear great enough 1o Induce demands for new police or fire
facliities,

Potentially
Significant

Accass disruplions could be minimized
through developmaent of alternative
routes, or amending service araas as
necessary to maintain emergency
sa/vica oaverage and response times
foliowing praject completion.

Schools: Potential Impacts 10 schocls from the proposed project
would be related to safely concems for sludenta walking to and from
school and the sffects of and increased noise, increased vibration,
and reduced air quality. Potential changes do not appear great
enough to Induce demands for new schools.

Potentially
Significant

Impacts could be mitigated by
camplying with noise and alr quality
standards during consiruction and
operation.
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ATTACHMENT 2 SUMMARY OF ANTICIPATED ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

Attachment 2:

Gold Line Phase Il
Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measures
Identifled in the Planning Alternatives Analysis Report

Preliminary Potential Level of
Potential Environmental Impacts Significance Mitigation Measures Significance
Determination after Mitigation
Parks: Patrons parks adjaceni to the proposed alignment may Potentially Impacts could be mitigated by not Less Than Significant
axperience direct or indiract impacts with respecl ta nolse, vibration, | Significant acquiring parkiand and by complying
and air quality. In addition, any acquisiiions of parkland would result with noise and air quality standards
In a Section 4(f) impact. Potantlal changes do not appear great during construction and operation,
enough to Induce demands for new parks.
Hospitals: Huntington East Valley Hospital and Foothill Presbyterian | Potentially Access disruptions could be minimized | Less Than Significant
Hospital both provide emergancy cara and could be affected by Significant 1hrough development of alternative
reduced accessibility caused by al grade light rall street crossings. routes, or amending service areas as
Potential changes do not appear greal enough to induce demands necassary 10 maintaln emergency
for new hospitals. service coverage and rasponse limes,
Transpaortation and Trattlc .
Ragional translt accessibility would improve and links to local trangit | Less than Changes in sarvice schedules may be
may result In growth in lecal transit use. significant indicated te optimize transfers among
systams.
Intarsections and roadways near staticns may be adversely Polantially Trafflc mitigation measures would be Less Than Significant
afftecled, depending on current and forecasted traffic lovels, from Significant deveioped in coordination with local
additional trips bound 1o and from iransit stations. jurisdictions as neaded.
Ltllities

Storm Drains: Any new parking facilities or mainienance lacilities Less than Localized mitigation measures may be
assoclatad with the build aternatives that would rasult in new paved | significant required to assure run off from stations
of impervious surfaces could require new connections 1o the storm and parking are accommadated,
drain systam. It is doubtiul whather creating such connections
would result in subslantial impacis because the amounts of land
and runoff water are nol very large.
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Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measuras
Identified in the Planning Alternatives Analysis Report
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Preliminary Potentlal Level of
Potantlal Environmental Impacts Significance Mitigation Measures Significance
Delsrmination aftar Mitigation
Other Utilitiea: Othar utility systems that could be aftectad by the Less than Localized mitigation measures may
LAT Altemative would include elsctrical, gas, water, significant be required to assure utility needs
lalecommunications, and sanitary sewage. Buried ulility lines within are assimilated Into local and
10-20 feet, running parallel to tha proposed allgnment may need to regional networks
be relocated. However, becauss tha proposed alignment is on an
exdating rall line it ia unlikely that thera ara utility lines that would
have t0 be moved. Some above ground lines {i.e. power lines) may
confilct with the catenary systom, which s used to power light rall
frains. Conflicting utility lines would have to be relocated
Water Quality

Burface Water: Bacause runoff from the praposed preject Is non- Potentlally Implamantation of BMPe to lreat Leas Than Significant
paoint sourea, from a cumulative collaction of several contaminants, | Significant stormwater runcff from tranaportation
the project woukd Incorporata treatmant BMPs that are maintainable facilities would reduce Impacts 1o
and effective at removing pollutants bafore those waters are receiving surface waters.
discharged Into a receiving water. it ls anficipated that the
implemented BMPs would prevent any adverse impacts on water
quality in the project vicinity
Ground Water: All stormwatier runoff will be directed to storm drains, | Potentially implementation of BMPs 1o treal Less Than Significant
via gravity, and transported away from the proposed project lo Significant starmwater runclf from transponation

receiving waters. BMPs Implemented in conjunction with the project
would remove, to the maximum extent possible, paliutants
generated by the proposed project from the stormwatar runoff. To
ansure that the project has no adverse affect on groundwater
resources, treaiment BMPa chosen for the operational phase should
not inciude those that rely on parcolation inta the soil as a filiration
machanism,

faclities would reduce Impacts to
ground waler.
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Gold Line Phase 11 Extension to Montclair

Appendix C

Recipients of the NOP

Federal Agencies

U.S. EPA Region 9 Headquarters
Office of Planning and Public Affairs
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

U.S. Department of Housing and Urban
Development, Community Planning and
Development, Los Angeles Office

U.S. Department of Agriculture
Natural Resources Conservation Services
U.S. Surface Transportation Board

Federal Aviation Administration, Western
Pacific Region

Federal Transit Administration/Federal
Highway Administration Metropolitan
Office

Federal Railroad Administration
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Services
Amtrak, Government Affairs
U.S. Department of Agriculture,

Angeles National Forest

State Agencies

California Department of Conservation,
Office of Government and Environmental
Relations

California Regional Water Quality Control
Board

California Department of Fish and Game

California Department of Housing and
Community Development

California Department of Toxic Substances
Control

California Energy Commission

California Environmental Protection, Air
Resources Board

California Environmental Protection Agency

California Department of Parks and
Recreation, Environmental Design, Planning
Acquisitions and Local Services

California Lands Commission,
Environmental Planning and Management

State of California, Department of
Transportation District 7

Native American Heritage Commission
State Historic Preservation Office
California Highway Patrol

California Regional Water Quality Control
Board, La Honton Region

California Regional Water Quality Control
Board, Los Angeles Region

California High Speed Rail Authority

State of California, Department of
Transportation

California Transportation Commission

California Department of Water Resources,
Division of Planning and Local Assistance

Public Utilities Commission
Rivers and Mountains Conservancy

State of California, Department of
Transportation District 8

State Clearinghouse, Governors Office of
Planning and Research

Draft - Mailing List Summary
September 5, 2003
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Appendix C

County and Regional Agencies

South Coast Air Quality Management
District

Southern California Regional Rail Authority

Southern California Association of
Govermnments

San Bernardino Association of Governments

San Gabriel Valley Association of
Governments

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transit
Authority

Los Angeles County Department of
Regional Planning County of Los Angeles,
Pasadena Glen Community Services District

County of Los Angeles, Fire Prevention
Division

Los Angeles County Sheriff Department
Los Angeles World Airports

Omnitrans

San Bemardino Transportation Commission

County of San Bernardino, Public Works
Department, Transportation Design

County of San Bernardino, Public Works
Department

County of San Bernardino, Public Works
Department, Planning

County of San Bernardino, Public Works
Department Traffic

County of San Bernardino, Flood Control
Planning

County of San Bernardino,
Environmental Management

County of Riverside, County Executive
Officer

Riverside County Transportation
Commission

Riverside Transit Authority, Transportation
and Land Management Agency

Inyo Mono Transit
County of Inyo, Administrative Officer
County of Kern, Clerk of the Board

County of Kern, Transportation
Development Engineer

Ventura County Transportation Commission
County of Ventura, Transportation Planning
County of Ventura, Clerk of the Board

Ventura County Board of Supervisors, Clerk
of the Board Division

Orange County Transportation Authority

Los Angeles City/County Native American
Indian Commission

Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County
Foothill Transit Service

Los Angeles County Department of Public
Works, Flood Control Planning

Los Angeles County Department of Public
Works, Transportation Planning

Los Angeles County Department of Public
Works, Director of Facilities, Airports

Los Angeles County, Department of Parks
and Recreation

Utilities

AT&T, Outside Site Planning, Engineering

Draft - Mailing List Summary
September 5, 2003
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Appendix C

BNSF
MCI Telecommunications
Southern California Edison

Southern California Gas Company, Director
of Planning and Engineering

Union Pacific RR, Government Affairs
US Sprint, Outside Plan Engineer

Western Union Telegraph Company,
Outside Planning and Engineering

School Districts

Pasadena Unified School District, Planning
Research and Evaluation

Arcadia Unified School District, Director of
Maintenance Operations and Transportation

Monrovia Unified School District

Duarte Unified School District, Director of
Transit Operations

Covina Valley Unified School District,
Director of Business Services

Azusa Unified School District, Director of
Communication/Community Affairs

(Glendora Unified School District, Assistant
Superintendent, Business Services

Bonita Unified School District,
Transportation Department

Pomona Unified School District, School
Climate and Public Relations Department

Claremont Unified School District, Business
Services

Ontario-Montclair School District, Business
Services

Chaffey Joint Union High School District,
Transportation

Los Angeles Unified School District
South Pasadena Unified School District

Charter Oak Unified School District,
Director of Maintenance Operations and
Transportation

Local Agencies

Jet Propulsion Laboratory

City of Bradbury, City Manager

City of Bradbury, Director of Public Works

City of Bradbury, Director of
Transportation

City of Bradbury, Fire Department
City of Los Angeles, City Manager
City of Los Angeles, Public Works
City of Los Angeles, Transportation

City of Los Angeles, Police Department,
Community Relations Section

City of Los Angeles, Fire Department,
Captain Hydrants and Access

City of South Pasadena, City Manager
City of South Pasadena, Public Works
City of South Pasadena, Police Chief
City of South Pasadena, Fire Chief
City of S. Pasadena, Transportation
City of Pasadena, City Manager

City of Pasadena Planning Department

Draft - Mailing List Summary
September 5, 2003
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City of Pasadena Department of Public
Works, Transportation

City of Pasadena Department of
Transportation

City of Arcadia, Arcadia City Hall
City of Arcadia, Development Services
City of Arcadia, Police Chief

City of Arcadia, Deputy Fire Chief

City of Monrovia, Director Community
Development

City of Monrovia, City Manager

City of Monrovia, Director of Public Works
City of Monrovia, City Engineer

City of Monrovia, Police Chief

City of Monrovia, Fire Chief

City of Duarte, City Manager

City of Duarte, Community Development
City of Duarte, Director of Public Works
City of Duarte, Director of Transit Services
City of Duarte, Director of Public Safety
City of Irwindale, City Manager

City of Irwindale, Director of Planning

City of Irwindale, Director of Public Works
/ City Engineering

City of Irwindale, Chief of Police
City of Azusa, City Manager

City of Azusa, Community Development
Department

City of Azusa, Public Works

City of Azusa, Transportation Department
City of Azusa, Chief of Police
City of Glendora, City Manager

City of Glendora, City Engineer and Public
Works Director

City of Glendora, Planning and
Redevelopment Director

City of Glendora, Chief of Police

City of San Dimas, Community
Development

City of San Dimas, Public Works

City of San Dimas, Engineering and Public
Works

City of San Dimas, Public Works Street
Division

San Dimas Sheriff's Department
City of La Verne, City Manager

City of La Verne, Director of Community
Development

City of La Vemne, Director of Public Works
City of La Vemne, City Engineer

City of La Verne, Police Chief

City of La Vemne, Fire Chief

City of Pomona, City Manager

City of Pomona, Planning

City of Pomona, Public Works

City of Pomona, Transportation Engineer,
Public Works

City of Pomona, Police Chief

Draft - Mailing List Summary
September 5, 2003
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Appendix C

City of Claremont, City Manager

City of Claremont, Community
Development

City of Claremont, Director of Transit
Services

City of Claremont, Community
Development Director, Engineering
Division

City of Claremont, Police Chief
City of Montclair, City Manager

City of Montclair, Redevelopment and
Public Works

City of Montclair, Community Development
City of Montclair, Police Chief

City of Montclair, Fire Chief

Elected Officials

U.S. Congress

U.S. Senate

Honorable Barbara Boxer

Honorable Dianne Feinstein

U.S. House of Representatives
Honorable David Dreier, 28th District
Honorable Adam Schiff, 29th District
Honorable Hilda Solis, 32nd District
Honorable Grace Napolitano

Honorable Lucille Raybal-Allard

California Legislature
California State Senate
Honorable Jack Scott, 21st Senate District

Honorable Gloria Romero, 24th Senate
District

Honorable R.G. "Bob" Margett, 29th Senate
District

Honorable Gil Cedillo, 22nd Senate District

Honorable James L. Brulte, 31st Senate
District

Honorable Nell Soto, 32nd Senate District

California State Assembly

Honorable Carol Liu, 44th Assembly
District

Honorable Dennis Mountjoy, 59th
Assembly District

Honorable Ed Chavez, 57th Assembly
District

Honorable Gloria Negrete Mc Leod, 61st
Assembly District

Honorable Robert D. Dutton, 63rd
Assembly District

Los Angeles County Supervisors
Honorable Glornia Molina, 1st District

Honorable Michael D. Antonovich, 5th
District

San Bernardino County Supervisor

Draft - Mailing List Summary
September 5, 2003
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Honorable Paul Biane, 2nd District

Local

City of Pasadena, Mayor Bill Bogard,
City of Arcadia, Mayor, Gail Marshall
City of Monrovia, Mayor, Rob Hammond

City of Duarte, Clerk of the Council, Marla
Akana,

City of Irwindale, Mayor, Mark A. Breceda
City of Azusa, Mayor, Cristina Cruz Madrid
City of Glendora, Mayor, Mike Conway
City of San Dimas, Mayor, Curtis W. Morris
City of La Verne, Mayor, Jon Blickenstaff
City of Pomona, Mayor, Edward Cortez
City of Claremont, Mayor Paul Held

City of Montclair, Mayor Paul M. Eaton

City of Bradbury, Mayor Edwin G. Schuck,
Ir.

City of Los Angeles, Mayor James K. Hahn

City of South Pasadena, Mayor Michael
Cacciotti

Major Activity Centers Along the
Alignment

Citrus Community College District

City of Hope National Medical and
Research Center, Director of Facilities
Maintenance and Operations

Azusa-Pacific University, Director of
Facilities Maintenance and Operations

Claremont Colleges Consortium, Facilities

Miller Brewing Company, Facilities
Maintenance and Operations

Los Angeles Botanical Gardens

Santa Amita Park, Facilities Maintenance
and Operations

Methodist Hospital of Southern California,
Facilities Maintenance and Operations

Santa Teresita Hospital, Facilities
Maintenance and Operations

Rainbird Sprinklers, Facilities Maintenance
and Operations

Monrovia Nursery, Facilities Maintenance
and Operations

Foothill Presbyterian Memorial Hospital,
Facilities Maintenance and Operations

East Valley Hospital, Facilities Maintenance
and Operations

University of La Verne, Facilities
Maintenance and Operations

Los Angeles County Fairplex, Facilities
Maintenance and Operations

Western University of Health Science,
Facilities Maintenance and Operations

Libraries

Pasadena Public Library
Arcadia Public Library
Monrovia Public Library
Duarte Public Library
Irwindale Public

Azusa Public Library

Draft - Mailing List Summary
September 5, 2003
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Glendora Public Library

San Dimas Public Library

La Vemne Public Library
Pomona Public Library
Claremont Public Library
Montclair Public Library
South Pasadena Public Library
Los Angeles Public Library
Arroyo Seco Regional Library

Chinatown Branch Library

Other Organizations and Individuals
La Opinion

Los Angeles Times

Pasadena Star News

Chinese Free Daily News

San Gabriel Valley Tribune

San Bernardino Sun News

Inland Valley Daily Bulletin

The Transportation and Land Use
Collaborative of Southern California

The Transit Coalition

Sierra Club, Los Angeles Chapter

Los Angeles County Bicycle Coalition
Samuel H. Dunlap

Beverly Salazar Folkes

Ti'At Society

Island Gabrielino Group
John Valenzuela

Gabrielino Tongva Indians of California
Gabrieleno/Tongva Tribal Council

Craig Torres

Jim Velasques.
Gabrielino/Tongva Tribal Council
Alfred L. Valenzuela

Citrus Valley Association of Realtors,
Government Affairs Director

Asian Pacific Policy and Planning Council
Communities for a Better Environment
Action Now

Asian Pacific Planning Council

Barrio Planners, Inc.

Black Women's Forum

California Environmental Projects
California Public Interest Research Group
Center for Law in the Public Interest
Charro

Coalition to Bridge the Gap

Committee to Bridge the Gap
Community Coalition for Change
Community Coalition of Los Angeles

Concerned Citizens of South Central Los
Angeles

Diverse Strategies For Organizing

El Sereno Organizing Committee

Draft - Mailing List Summary
September 5, 2003
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Friends of the San Gabriel River
Inquilinos Unidos

Korean Immigrant Workers Advocates
Livable Places

Los Angeles Alliance for a New Economy
Madres del Este de Los Angeles

Santa [sabel

Mexico Information Project

Morgner Environmental Group/Mela
Mothers of East Los Angeles

National Health Law Program

Natural Resources Defense Fund
North East Trees

Philippine Action Group for the
Environment

Residents for a Better Alhambra
Soledad Enrichment Action
Trust for Public Land

Union Y Fuerzas

San Manuel Band Of Serrano Mission
Indians

Mary E. Dougherty
R.L. Hoherd
Esther Monreal
Octavio Chaidez
Lourdes Palacios

Dennis Awad

David Oosterhof

Robert Sarasua
Consuelo Martinez
Nereen Guirguis

Gerald Delker

Steve Edwards

Sam Sammelman

Jim Nizolek

Stanton and Estelle Smith
Ruth Crowe

Steve Slaky

George Stamp

Karl Felcher

James and Marilyn Nixon
Marshall Mou

Mary Kay Watson

Roy Schall

Marianne Delia

Richard Marvin

Tina and Laura Gregoire
Michelle Godfrey

Bruce Danielson

Jolie Elman

Idella Cloutman

Mark Miller

Peter Lin

Draft - Mailing List Summary
September 5, 2003
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Ella Graffins

Jeff Morton

Phil Currie

Jane Singleton

Rick McAlpin
Inland Valley Times
Pomona Fairplex
Benjamin Sandoval
Doug Kregill

John and Eula Gibson
Betty Kalowski

Ron Padilla

Gen Silvena

Craig Walters

Bert Sawyer

Jackie Fehrenbach

Alameda Corridor-East Construction
Authorty, Transportation Policy

SGV Economic Partnership
AARP
Daniel Walker, Sierra Club

Latin Business Association

Automobile Club of Southern California,

Community Relations
Fannie Mae Foundation
Labor Community Strategies Center

Weingart Foundation

Department of Justice Community Relations

Service

Southern California Transportation
Advocates

James Leong

Cerrell Associates

Dick Stanford

Yolanda Chavez

NO BLAG

Jerry Malkowski Willis

John V. Ryan

Judy Johnson, O’Brien Kreitzberg
B. Szabo Inc.

Alan K. Weeks

Beatrice Siev

Algird Leiga

Richard, Watson and Gershon
Paul Ahrens

David Margrave

Michael A. Cacciotti

Brown, Winfield and Canzoneri
South Pasadena Review
Michael LewisLewis and Company
Gilchrist and Rutter

LAMBOC

Padilla and Associates

Carter and Burgess, Inc.

Draft - Mailing List Summary
September 5, 2003
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Robinson and Pearman

Rail Passenger Assoc. of CA
Schafer Communications
Bayne and Associates
Gannett Fleming

D’Leon Consulting Engineers
James Washington, Jr.

NO BLAG

South Pasadena Review

Recipients of the Postcard Notice

23,000 residents, and businesses along the
alignment, also includes persons from the
Gold Line Phase I and the following list.

City of Glendora

Honorable Cliff Hamlow, Council Member
Honorable Ken Herman, Council Member
Honorable Gary Clifford, Council Member
Honorable Doug Tessitor, Council Member
City of San Dimas

Honorable John Ebiner, Mayor Pro Tem

Honorable F.D. "Sandy" McHenry, Council
Member

Honorable Denis Bertone, Council Member

Honorable Jeff Templeman, Council
Member

City of La Verne

Homnorable Thomas R. Harvey, Council
Member

Honorable Dan Harden, Council Member

Honorable Robert F. Rodriguez, Council
Member

Honorable Steven Johnson, Council
Member

City of Pomona

Honorable George Hunter, Council Member,
District 1

Honorable Marco Robles, Council Member,
District 2

Honorable Elliott Rothman, Council
Member, District 5

Honorable Paula Lantz, Council Member,
District 4

Honorable Norma J. Torres, Council
Member, District 6

Honorable Dan Rodriguez, Council Member
City of Claremont

Honorable Sandra Baldonado, Mayor Pro
Tem

Honorable Jackie McHenry, Council
Member

Honorable Peter Yao, Council Member

Honorable Llewellyn Miller, Council
Member

City of Arcadia

Honorable Gail A. Marshall, Council
Member

Honorable Gary A. Kovacic, Mayor Pro
Tem

Honorable Mickey Segal, Council Member

Honorable John Wuo, Council Member

Draft - Mailing List Summary
September 5, 2003
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City of Monrovia

Honorable Joe Garcia, Mayor Pro Tem
Honorable Tom Adams, Council Member
Honorable Dan Kirby, Council Member
Honorable Mary Ann Lutz, Council Member
City of Duarte

Honorable John Fasana, Mayor Pro Tem

Honorable Margaret E. Finlay, Council
Member

Honorable Tzeilel R. Paras, Council
Member

Honorable Phillip R. Reyes, Council
Member

City of Irwindale

" Honorable Rosemary M. Ramirez, Mayor
Pro Tem

Honorable Manuel R. Garcia, Council
Member

Honorable Julian A. Miranda, Council
Member

Honorable Joseph R. Tapia, Council
Member

City of Azusa

Honorable Joseph R.Rocha, Council
Member

Honorable Diane Chagnon, Council
Member

Honorable Dick Stanford, Council Member
Honorable David Hardison, Mayor Pro Tem

City of Montclair

Honorable J. John Dutrey, Mayor Pro Tem

Honorable Leonard Paulitz, Council
Member

Honorable Bill Ruh, Council Member
Honorable Carolyn Raft, Council Member
City of South Pasadena

Honorable Mike Ten, Mayor Pro Tem

Honorable David L. Margrave, Council
Member

Honorable David Saeta, Council Member
Honorable Odom Stamps, Council Member
City of Los Angeles

Honorable Ed Reyes, Council Member,
District 1

Honorable Wendy Greuel, Council Member,
District 2

Homnorable Dennis Zine, Council Member,
District 3

Honorable Tom La Bonge, Council
Member, District 4

Honorable Jack Weiss, Council Member,
District 5

Honorable Ruth Galanter, Council Member,
District 6

Honorable Alex Padilla, Council Member,
District 7

Honorable Bernard Parks, Council Member,
District 8

Honorable Jan Perry, Council Member,
District 9

Honorable Nate Holden, Council Member,
District 10

Draft - Mailing List Summary
September 5, 2003
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Honorable Cindy Miscikowski, Council
Member, District 11

Honorable Hal Bernson, Council Member,
District 12

Honorable Eric Garcetti, Council Member,
District 13

Honorable Nick Pacheco, Council Member,
District 14

Honorable Janice Hahn, Council Member,
District 15

City of Pasadena

Honorable Joyce Streator, Council Member,
District 1

Honorable Paul Little, Council Member,
District 2

Honorable Chris Holden, Council Member,
District 3

Honorable Steven Haderlein, Council
Member, District 4

Honorable Victor Gordo, Council Member,
District 5

Honorable Steve Madison, Council Member,
District 6

Honorable Sid Tyler, Vice Mayor/Council
Member, District 7

Individuals

Mary E. Dougherty
R.L. Hoherd
Esther Monreal
Octavio Chaidez
Lourdes Palacios

Dennis J. Awad

David Oosterhof
Robert Sarasua
Consuelo Martinez
Nereen Guirguis
Gerald Delker

Steve Edwards

Sam Sammelman

Jim Nizolek

Stanton & Estelle Smith
Ruth Crowe

Steve Slaky

George Stamp

Karl Felcher

James & Marilyn Nixon
Marshall Mouw

Mary Kay Watson
Roy Schall

Marianne Delia
Richard Marvin

Tina & Laura Gregoire
Michelle Godfrey
Bruce Danielson

Jolie Elman

Idella Cloutman

Mark Miller

Peter Lin

Draft - Mailing List Summary
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Ella Graffins

Jeff Morton

Phil Currie

Jane Singleton

Rick Mc Alpin

LD Johnson, City of La Verne
Don Kendrick, City of La Verne

Hal G. Fredericksen, Community
Development Director, City of La Verne

Paul Anderson, City Editor, Inland Valley
Times

Jack Moriarty, Pomona Fairplex
Brian Worley, University of La Verne
Benjamin Sandoval

Doug Kregill

John & Eula Gibson

Betty Kalowski

Ron Padilla

Geri Silveria

Craig Walters

Bert Sawyer

Jackie Fehrenbach

Sharon Neely, Director of Transportation
Policy, Alameda Corridor-East Construction
Authority

Frank Marquez, President, SGV Economic
Partnership

Nicholas Conway, Executive Director,
SGVCOG

Tom Porter, State Director, AARP

Daniel Walker, Regional Manager, Pacific
Rim, Boeing Satellite Systems, Inc.

Edgar Mejia, Executive Director, Latin
Business Association

Carol Thorpe, Managing Director,
Community Relations, Automobile Club of
Southern California

Vera de Vera, Program Manager, Fannie
Mae Foundation Western Region

Eric Mann, Executive Director, Labor
Community Strategies Center

Mr.Pat Moser, Southern California
Transportation Advocates

Fred Ali, President & CEO, Weingart
Foundation

Ron Wakabayashi, Regional Director,
Department of Justice, Community
Relations Service

Draft - Mailing List Summary
September 5, 2003
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Gold Line Phase II Extension to Montclair Appendix D

Notice of Completion & Environmental Document Transmittal
Ml to: State Clearinghouse, 1400 Tenth Streer, Suite 222, Sacramento, CA 95814 (916) 445.0613 SCH¥

Project Title:  Gold Line Phase Il Extension (Pasadena to Montclair)
Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction

Lesd Agency: 5 hotl Connct Person:  Susan Hodor
Swrect Address: 625 Fair Oaks Avenue, Suite 200 Phooc: 626-793-0080
Co:  South Pasadena ZipCode: 91030 __Comry:  Los Angeles and San Bamardino
Project Loeation
Pasadena, Arcadia, Monrovia, Duarte, Irwindale, Azusa,
Giendora, San Dimas, La Veme, Pomona, Claremont, and
Couaty: Los Angeles and San Bemardino City/Nearest Community: Maontclair
91006 and
Cruss Streets; ‘ Zip Code:  others Towl Ages:  N/A
Assessoe’s Parcel No. /A Scction:  <enler ¥> Towp:  <coler > Raoger <emter#> Bae  <anerss
Withia 2 Miles:  SmicHwy ¥ 1-210 Waterwags: San Gabriel River
Aiports: Brackstt Airport Schools: Raitway s:  MTA Gokd Line, UP/ SCRRA San Bomardino Une
Document Type:
CEQA: 3 NOP [0 Supplement/Subsequent ER NEPA; X ot OTHER: [J Jeint Document
[J Easty Cons (Prior SCHNo ____ ) O Es ] Fmal Document
[J Neg Dee L] Oter: O D s 0 Oter
O prrER 3 Fonst
R s e
[ Generst Phan Update L1 Specific Plan [ Rezooe [J Assexation
[ Geoersl Plan Amendment [ Master Plan 3 Prezone [ Redeveloprnest
[ Genersl Plan Element () Ptanned Uit Development [3 Use Permit {J Coastal Permit
[ Cocunuaity Plan [ Sise Plan [ Land Division (Subdivision, cic) R Other Tragapomtion
Deveiopment Type:
[ Residentiak  Unity Acres [ water Pacitiles: Type MGD
O ofmce: Sa Acres Empl [ Transponation:  Type  Light Rxil Transit
0 « i Se p Acres Employ ] Mining Minaral
O industriak Sq. A Acres Employees O Power. Type Wans
[ Etucasionat [ Waste Trestwat ~ Thype |
O Recreational: [0 Harasdous Waste:  Typy |
[] otver:
Funding (approx.): Federal  $TBD Sue $TBD Total _$TBD
Project & Di 4 In D
B9 Acsthetic / Visoal B Flood Phaia / Flooding B Schools / Uni vessitics B Water Quality
B Agricukural Land [ Forest Land / Fire Hazard (O Septic Systems B Watcr Supply/Groundwalcr
B Air Quality & Geologic ? Seismic 1 Sewer Capacity B3 Wetasd / Riparian
[ Archeological / Historical & Minerals & Soli Prosion'Compaction/Grading X widite
[3 Coastal Zowe & Noise & Sotid Waste [ Growth Inducing
& Drainage / Absorption Bl Popalation / Howsing Balance & Toxic 7 Hazardous B Landuse
B Ecosomic / Jobs £ Public Services / Pacilities £ TralMic / Circulation & Comulative Effects
B Fisca E Recreation / Parks B Vepetation B Other: Vibration
Present Land Use / Zoning / General Plan Designation:
Utitiy
Project Description:

The Construction Authority will be the lead agency for preparation of an Environmental Impact Report {EIR) in accordance with
CEQA for proposed transit improvements from the existing Sierra Madre Villa Station in Pasadena to Montclair, California, in
Los Angeles and San Bernardino Counties. The EIR will be prepared in cooperation with the San Gabrle! Valley Council of
Governments (SGVCOG), the San Bemardino Associated Govemments (SANBAG), the Los Angeles County Metropolitan
Transportation Authority (LACMTA), the Federal Railroad Administration (FRA), and the Federal Transit Administration (FTA).
A Joint document (EIS/EIR) will be prepared to satisfy both National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and CEQA require-
ments. The FTA will be the federal lead agency.

Draft - FILINGS D-1
September 5, 2003



Gold Line Phase 11 Extension to Montclair Appendix D
Reviewing Agencies Checklist KEY
e S = Documnent sent by Lead Agency
X = Document sant by SCG
v'= Suggenied Distribution
Resources Agency :
Boating & Walerways
Coastal Commission
Coastal Conservancy
Colorado River Board .
§  Conservation Environmental Protection Agsncy
-3 Fish & Game S Air Resources Board
Forestry & Fire Profection S Califoniz Wasie Management Board
8§ Offive of Historic Prescrvation SWRCB: Ciean Water Graans
S Parks & Recrealion SWRCB: Delta Usit
Reclamation Board SWRCB: Water Quality
S.F. Bay Conservation & Development Commission SWRCH: Water Rights
S Water Resources (DWR) S Regional WQCB # LOS ANGELES aad LOHANTON
Business, T portation & g Youth & Aduit Corrections
Acrooaatics Correcticos
s Caitforia Highway Patrol Independent C el & Offices
S CALTRANS Districts # 7 and 8 ' Bocrgy Commissica
S Dep of Transp Placaing (head ) S Native American Heritage C
S  Housing & Coomoenity Development S Public Utilities Commission
Paood & Agriculture Sanm Moaka Moungins Conservancy
Health & Waifare S  Sote Lands Commissicn
Health Services Taboe Regicnal Plaaning Agency
State & Consumer Services
General Services Other: SEE ATTACHED DISTRIBUTTUON LIST
OLA (Schools)
Public Review Period (1o be filled in by lead agency)
Starting Dase: 30, 2003 Eoding Date=  August 1, 2003
R e =
Lead Agency (Compictc if applicable): For SCH Use Only
Coesuiting firmx ~ Myra L. Frank & Associates - I Date Received at SCH
Aditsss 811 W. 7" St. Suite 800 D s
City/Sate/Zip:  Los Angeles, CA 90017 | i
Cooact: J. Steven B AICP
L Date o SCH
Phouc: (213) 627-5378
. Date
Notes:
Applicant:
Addross
City J Stae / Zip:
Phonc: {)
Draft - FILINGS D-2

September 5, 2003
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OPR CEQA County Query http://www.ceqanet.ca.gov/Proj_Description.asp7Projec...

California Home Tuesday, Seplember 2. 2003

OFR Home > CEQAnet Nome > CEQAnt Ouery > Search Fesults > Project Description X
Gold Line Phase Il Extension {Pasadena to Montclair)

city Cross Doc“u;’n:m c iption Dnt:.d
Tha Consiruciion Autharity will be the lead for preparation of
e o Notice of Emmwwmwnmmmmu;w?mﬁo:mmmﬁmw —
o . Prapgration improvements f e existing Sierra Madra la Stajon in Pasacena o Montciair,
Irwindale,; Azs, . NI, s Lo Al W B Db Colies
CEQAnct HOME | NEW SEARCH
lofl 9/2/2003 11:40 AM
Draft - FILINGS D-3
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Appendix D

OPR Gold Line Phase 11 Extension (Pasadena to Montclair) hup:/www.ceqanet.ca.gov/Doc_Description.asp?DocPK...

Califlomia Homa

Mlcometﬂ Callfornla

OPR Home > CEQAt Homs > CEQARet Ouery > s.mnemmmmﬂoe
Gold Line Phase Il Extension (Pasadena to Montclair)

SCH Numbaer: 2003061157

Type: NOP

Project Description

The Construction Authority will Be the l8ad agency 1or olan urwuﬂopon(sm)hmummmcsmmpwmd
mmlwumwmmmhvmwmm Calfomnia, in Los Angeles and San Bemardino Countias.
Project Lead Agency

105 Angelas ta Pasadena Metro Siue Lina Conslauction Authority

Contact information

Primary Contact:

Susan Hodor

Los Angeles 10 Pasadona Malro Bue Line Construction Authority
626-199-0080

625 Fair Oaks Avenue, Surde 200

South Pasadena

CA. 81030

Project Location

County, Los Angeles, San Bemnardino

City: Pasadena, Monrovia, Arcadia, Duane, Iwindale, Azusa, ...
Region:

Croes Streats:

Paccal Noo

Tawnship:

Rangof

Section:

Base:
Other Location Info:

Praximity To

Highways: |-210

Aimpocts.  Brackett Airpot

Railways: MTA Gold, UP/SCRRA San Bem.
Walsrways: San Gabriel River

Schools:
Land Usa: Utity

Project issues

Assthetic/Visual; wmmmw lc-Histonic; Drai /AL i wcs/Jobs; Fiscal Impacts; Flood PuainFlooding;
Recrsation/Parks; Schools/Universities;

Forest Land/Fire Hazasd; Gealogic/Seismic; Mineral No-u.PomimgBdm ublic Secvices:
wcwsummvcmswwm ToxicHazardous; MWVWMMMVWM&M
Watland/Ripadan; Wildide; Growth Inducing: Landuse; Cumulative Effects; Other lssues

lof2 9/2/2003 11:40 AM

Draft - FILINGS
September 5, 2003
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OPR Gold Line Phase II Extension (Pasadena to Montclair) http://www.ceqanet.ca.gov/Doc_Description.asp?DocPK....

Reviewing Agencies (Agercies in Bold Typs submithed comment letters to the State Cleasinghouse}

Rasources Agancy Dapanment of Parks and Recreation Departmaent of Fish and Gama, Reglion 5 Native American Herllage Commission Public
Unilities Commission Caltrans, District 6 Caltrans, Division of Agronautics Caltrans, Division of Transportation Planning State Water Fesources
Control Board, Divislon of Water Quality Deg of Taxie S Control Regional Water Quality Control Soard, Ragicn 4

Date Recelved: 8/30/2000 Start of Review: 850/2003 End of Review: 77232003

CEQAnet HOME | NEW SEARCH

20f2 9/2/2003 11:40 AM

Draft - FILINGS D-5
September 5, 2003



Gold Linc Phase II Extension to Montclair Appendix D

Notice of Preparation

) Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction
To: _Distribution List From: _Authority
625 Fair Oaks Avenue, Suite 200
South Pasadena, CA 91030

Subject: Notice of Preparation of an Environmental Impact Report
- Lead Agency: Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority
Contact Person Susan Hodor

Street Address 625 Fair Oaks Avenue, Suite 200
City/State/Zip South Pasadena, CA 91030
The Construction Authority will be the lead agency for preparation of an Envi I L t Report (EIR) in sccordance with the California

Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) for proposed transit impr .nuﬂwndmmS:«nMangﬂhShﬁonumwMoﬂclu
California, in Los Angeles and San Bemardino Couonties. The EIR will be prepared in cooperation with the San Gabriel Valley Council of
Govemments (SGYCOG), the San Bemardino Associated Governments (SANBAG), the Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
(LACMTAY), the Federal Railroad Administration (FRA), and the Federal Transit Adminiswarion (FTA). A joint document (EIS/EIR) will be
prepared to satisfy both National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and CEQA requirements. The FTA will be the federal lead agency.

utdmmmmmdmcpolmhdmvmmhlcﬂmmconmmdmthenhchedmmk Acopyofth:lmtul
is, [Xis not, attached. An ble © mcgtal imo &
nhmmzmmm

Due to the time limits mandated by State Law, your response nmust be sent at the carliest possible date but not later than 30 days after
receipt of this notice.

Please send your response to _Susan Hodor at the address shown above.
We will need the name for a contact person in your agency.

Project Title: GOLD LINE PHASE I EXTENSION (PASADENA TO MONTCLAIR) DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL
IMPACT REPORT/DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT
The comridor includes the citics of Pasadena, Arcadia,
Project Locations: Monrovia, Duarte, Irwindale, Azuss, Glendors, San
Dimas, La Veme, Pomona, Claremont, and Montclair Los Angeles and San Bernardino
City (neasest) : County

Project Description: The EIS/EIR will evaluate the impacts of a continuatioa of the light rail transit (LRT) technology from the existing
Sierra Madre Villa LRT station in Pasadena (0 Montclair. The EIS/EIR will also cvaluate & No-Action altemnative, and a TSM/TDM aiternative, and
a shorter LRT altemative from the existing Sierra Madre Villa station to the City of Irwindale. Alternative locations for an LRT muintenance and
storage facility will also be evaluated. The LRT alternatives would use former BNSF railroad right-of-way, known as the Pasadena Subdivision,
which is now owned by the Gold Line Construction Authority and SANBAG. Therg arc siill a fow frcight movemeats that occur on the railroad line.
The EIS/EIR will examine operating scenarios to determine whether joint-use can occur or whether freight operations will be supplanted. The No-
Action Alternative is the continuation of existing bus service policies in the study area. Under the No-Action Alternative, increases in service would
track with i ind d duc to populaticn or caploymcat growth in the arca, in accordance with current transit service policics. The
TSM/TDM Alternative consists of low-cost mobility improvements that aiternpt to serve the project purpose and need without building a transit
guideway. The TSM/TDM altemative will be developed by the Gold Line Construction Authority in consultation with FTA 1o serve as the New
Starts baseline for comparing the LPA 1o other projects nationwide competing for Starts fonding. Any sdditional slternatives that emerge
during the scoping of the EIS/EIR, especially altematives that reduce costs or i providing comparsble transportation benefit, will also be
considered,

Date Signature
—ORIGINAL FILED Richurd D, Thorpe

Title Chief Executive Officer
JUN 2 7 2003 Telephone _ (626) 799-0080

LOS ANGELES, COUNTY CLERK

Reference: Califomnia Code of Regulatious, Title 14, (CEQA Guidelines) Sections 15082(a), 15103, 15375.

Draft - FILINGS D-6
September 5, 2003
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Notice of Preparation n

Los Angeles 10 Pasadena Metro Bhue Line Construction
To: Distribution List From: _Authority
623 Fair Oaks Avenue, Suite 200

South Pasadena, CA 91030 = 2 5
SE =2
Subject: Notice of Preparation of an Environmental impact Report ;‘_:’ = rﬁ = m
Lead Agency: Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority = £ a9 .=
Contact Person Susaa Hodor To B BS
— 1 i | X
StreetAddress 625 Fair Oaks Avenue, Suite 200 e Ao “2g
— —_ )
—_— <

City/State/Zip South Pasadena, CA 91030

The Construction Autherity will be the lead agency for preparation of an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) in accordance wifls the Californis®
Eavironmeatal Quality Act (CEQA) for proposed transit improvements from the existing Sierra Madre Villa Station in Pasadena to Montclair,
California, in Los Angeles and Ssa Bemardino Counties. The EIR will be prepared in cooperation with the San Gabriel Valley Council of
Governments (SGVCOG), the San B dino Associated G (WA&MWM!«WMW&WAM
(LACMTA), the Federal Railroad Administration (FRA), and the Federal Transit Administration (FTA). A joint document (BIS/EIR) will be
preparcd to satisfy both National Enviroamental Policy Act (NEPA) and CEQA requirements. The FTA will be the federal lead agency.

i

The project desctiption, location, and the potential environmental ¢ are contained in the attached materials, A copy of the Initial

sudy [Jis, [ is not, attached. iro
planning are attached.

Dm&otheﬁmelhzﬁtsm:datedbysmehw,mmmbeumnmewﬁestposibledmb\nnolwa-aundmm
receipt of this notice.

Pleass send your response to  Susan Hodor at the address shown sbove.
We will need the name for a contact person in your agency.

Project Title: GOLD LINE PHASE Il EXTENSION (PASADENA TO MONTCLAIR) DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL
IMPACT REPORT/DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT
Project Locations: Monrovia, Duarte, Irwindale, Azusa, Glendors, San
Dimas, La Verne, Pomona, Clarcmont, and Montclair Los Angeles and San Bemnardino
City (pearest) County

Project Description: The EIS/EIR will evaluate the impacts of a continuation of the light rail transit (LRT) technology from the existing
Sierra Madre Villa LRT station in Pasadena to Montelair. The EIS/EIR will also evaluate a No-Action alternative, and a TSM/TDM alternative, and
a shorler LRT alternative from the cxisting Sierra Madre Villa station to the City of krwindsle. Alternative locations for sn LRT maintenance and
storuge fucility will also be evaluated. The LRT alternatives would use former BNSF railroad right-of-way, known as the Pasadena Subdivision,
which is now owned by the Gold Line Construction Authority and SANBAG. There are still a few freight movements that occur oa the railroad line.
ﬂeBlSJBlRwil]WM;mmijohlmmm«wWﬁdgMopﬂﬁmwﬂlbew The No-
Action Alternative is the continuation of existing bus sexvice policies in the study area. Under the No-Action Altemative, increases in service would
track with increases in demand due fo population or exployment growth in the srea, in accordance with current trantit service policies. The
MMMMOIMMMMQWMWbMMWWndnmdmbuidhglﬂnﬂ
guideway. The TSM/TDM altermative will be developed by the Gold Line Construction Authority in consultstion with FTA to scrve as the New
Strts bascline for comparing the LPA to other projects nationwide comspering for, Starts funding. Any additional ahernatives that cmerge

during the scoping of the BIS/BIR, especially alternatives that reduce costs or providing comparable transportation benefit, will also be
considered.
Date June 27, 2003 Signature
R}chmlD.TImpe
Title Chief Exccutive Officer

Telephone  (626) 799-0080

Reference: California Code of Regulations, Title 14, (CEQA Guidelines) Sections 15082(x), 15103, 15375.

Draft - FILINGS
September 5, 2003
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ORY BT 0% TMARIT Y

625 Fair Oaks, Surte 200
S Pasadena, CA 91030

S nnami™
RARRS SRS <.

You're invited to attend the Gold Line Phase Il Scoping Meetings
See reverse side for details of four upcoming meetings!

Attention residents and businesses of the following cities:
Arcadia - Monrovia - Duarte - Irwindale - Azusa - Glendora - San Dimas
La Verne - Pomona - Claremont - Montclair - Pasadena - South Pasadena - Los Angeles

1O ANGELES 10 PASADENA

—=>=1 We need your input! Scoping meetings are sel to kick-off the environmental
work for Gold Line Phase ll. Please come and give us your thoughts!

WETHUC 10N AUTHORIY

Wits the Gokd Line Phase | sel 16 open an juty 267 from Union Stauon to Pasadena, planmng s already vndensay lor ihe Phase Il extension rom Pasadens
10 Montclwe Recently, ihe Altermalives Anatyses was completed for Phase 1 and (he onrnental work s now set 1o ke The foflowing four scopng

meetmgs wil kicx-off the environmedtal procass  Please plan on attending the meehng Mast canventent for you

Tuesday, July 15, 2003 from 5-8 p.m.
City of San Dimas - Council Chambers
245 E. Bonita Avenue
San Dimas, CA 91773

Wednesday, July 16, 2003 from 5-8 p.m.
City of Claremont - Citrus Room, 2 Floor
225 2 Street
Claremenl, CA 91711

Thursday, July 17, 2003 from 5-8 p.m.
South Pasadena - Public Library, Community Room
1115 El Centro Street
Scuth Pasadena, CA 91030

Monday, July 21, 2003 from 5-8 p.m.
City of Arcadia - Council Chambers
240 W. Huntington Drive
Arcadia, CA 81007

Trone ncagig toalagy e infonded 16 Cosnpty wilh the frebik. culionch reguicments o the CEOA NEPA o rintitd ¢ livitonanenial lyws 1010/matn aviviabin it each scoprsg
machng wil be Me saie You A wkKomd 1o anend any of the meebngs  The loimal lor the meetngs 1s open house. so Come any e dinoy (1o poted i
Transl Auirmmistcabon pubkshed n Notice of Intent 10 prepwe an Erncuomata Impact Statement in the Fedoml Regstes on July 1 2003 A Netoe of Propacation for
Errvronmenal Impact Repoa was issued By he Los Angeies (o Pasadena Mot Blue Line Consiruchon Authonty on Joon 27 2003 Natxe il Inlent Preparaton documents arc
Auadalin M man Ghrwies in onch city  Witten comments w il b accanted at all scopeiy mectngs. of 1o Susan Hodor Goinl Ling Cansiruction Authonty. 825 Far Caks Avaiue. Sute
200 Sauth Pasacons CA 01030 no wder than August 1 2003 All meoting locations e accossbla to poople wih dsabibes  Spanish and Clunese inleqmretors wil be AvasinDio ot
M meatings  Arry tievalusl wetl) i Galikly Wi requies soodal assstance. socl as A wgn lnguasge olerpreten showd contact Susan Hodor a1 626708 0080 at least 48 hours m
actyance of g Meesng  Viot 0w websln I spechic golads al Wiip fwww molroqokdline org

Draft - Noticing E-1
September 5, 2003
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ARELLANO ASSOCIATES Affidavit of Publication

4051 RIVERSIDE DRIVE, #117

—of—

CHINO, CA 81710

Classified Advertising

N

State of Califomia,}

55,
County of Los Angeles

Trang Thanh of said
Cownty ayd State being duly sworn, says: '
That and at all times herein mentioned was a

citizen of the United States, over 2] years of age, and not
arty ta nor interested in the abave entitled matter; that
W15 a principal clerk of the printers and publishers of the
LOS ANGELES TIMES a newspaper printed and
published daily in the said Los Angeles County; that the

Legal Notice

in the above entitled matter of which the annexed is a
printed copy, was published in said newspaper
LOS ANGELES TIMES

202 West First ST.
Los Angeles, CA. 80012
on the following days, to-wit:

THURSDAY JULY 3, 2003

/.

S
i

Subscribed and sworn to before

me, thi 0% day of
JUAOA -
7

Draft - Noticing
September 5, 2003
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Gold Line Phase Il |
Pasadena to Montclair
Public Scoping Meetings

C_ﬂf\ (,;16{‘9\’16 ( :

WAVS Tﬁ"mr e |

?\;\ V,) 200572

Wwith the Gold Line Phase | set to open on July 26th from Union Station to
Pasadena, planning is already underway for the Phase Il extension from

Pasadena to Montciair. Recently, the Aiternatives Analysis was compieted for
Phase Il and the environmental work is now set to begin.

You are inviled to attend any one of the five
public scoping meetings which will kick-off
the environmental process. The public is
asked to provide input about or suggest
project alternatives, to identify issues of
znvironmental concern to be addressed in
the EIS/EIR and 1o sign-up to receive further
infarmation on the proposed project.

Phase 11 of the Gold Line will serve the cicies of.
Los Angeles, South Pasadena, Pasadena, Monrovia, Arcadia, Duarte, Irwindale, Azusa,
CGlendora, San Dimnas, Pomona, Claremont and Montclair,

OPEN HOUSE FORMAT

1
1

Come 2ny time between posted hours. Information at each scoping meeting will be the same, 1
Simultaneous Spanish and Chinese interpretation will be provided. |

Tuesday, July 15,5-8 p.m.
Ciy of San Dirnas, Councl Chamibers

iy
245 £ Borutg Ave . San Dimas

Monday, July 21.5-8pm. \
City of Arcacha, Council Cnambers l
!
|
i

210 W Hunungtan Dnve, Arcadia

Weanesday. July 16, 5-8 pm
iy of Clarernant, Citrus Raorn

Tuesday, July 22.2-5Spm

iPubhc agencies only. please) :
Pasaagena Metra Bhue Line !
Construction Authonty |
A£25 Fair Oaks Averge, #200

200
South Pasadend

Thursday, July 17,5-8pm
Sauth Pasadena Pubhc Library

1135 El Centro St. South Pasadena

These scopmy meetings comply with the piblic ouresch vegmrements of the California Emaronmental Quality
Act (CEQA), the National Envirnnmental Pohey Act (NEPA). Secton 404 af the Cleun Waier Act, Section 106 of
the mutomal Historic Preservation Aot und Exccatrve Order | 2898 (Fediral Actions ta Address Environmenial
Justree in Minority Populations)  The Federal Transit Admimstration published a Notice of Intent to prepare an
Envirnnmental Impact Statement in the Federal Regisier on July . 2003 4 Notice of Preparation for an
Emvironmental fmpact Report way issued by the Los Angeler o Pusadena Metro Blue Lme Construction
Authority on June 27 2003 Written commenis will be accepted ut oll scoping meetings, or to Susan Hodor,
Public Affoirs Manager. Los Angelvs to Pusaderta Blue Line Construction Authority, 625 Fair Oaks Avenue,
Suite 200 South Pasadena. California 91030 no later than August ], 2003 Al meeting locutions are occessible
ta people with disabeiitres  Any tndividial with o disabiltty whn requires special astistance, such as a sign
lunywage imerpreter. should comtact Susan Hodor at (5241 799-0049 at least 43 hours i udvance of the
meeting Notice of Prepuration documents are avatlable ot mom iibraeies in each city

For more information, please contact (626) 799-0080
or visit www.metrogoldline.org

Draft - Noticing E-3
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INLAND VALLEY
DAILY BULLETIN
(formerly The Daily Reportl

2041 E, 4th Street
Ontario, CA 81764

(Space below tor ute of Caunty Clerk only)

PROOF OF PUBLICATION

{20155 C.C.P.}

STATE OF CALIFORNIA

County of San Bernardino

| am a citizen of the United States, | am over the
age of eighteen years, and not a party to o
interested in the above-entitied matter. | am the
principal clerk of the printer of INLAND VALLEY
DAILY BULLETIN, a newspaper of general )
circulation printed and published daily in the City of
Ontario, County of San Bernardino, and which
newspaper has been adjudged a newspaper of
general circulation by tha Superior Court of the
County of San Bernardino, State of California, on
the date of August 24, 1951, Case Number 70663,
The notice, of which the annaxed is a true printed
copy. has been published in each regular and entire
issue of said newspaper and not in any supplement
thereof on the following dates, to wit:

qz"]—Of’)

| declare under penalty of perury that the
foregoing 15 true and correcl.

f xecu g 1t Ontano, Bernarding Co. Cahtorma
i .{___ duy ot LAY .20 03

oanatare

Gold Line Phase Il

Pasadena to Montclair
Public Scoping Meetings

With the Gold Line Phase | set to open on July 26th from Union Station to
Pasadena, planning is aireacdy underway for the Phase il extension from
Pasadena to Montclair. Recently, the Alternatives Analysis was compieted for
Phase Il and the environmental work is now set to begin.

You are invited to attend any one of the five
public scoping meetings which will kick-off the
environmental process. The public is asked to
provide input about or suggest project
alternatives, to identify issues of
environmentai concern to be addressed in the
EIS/EIR and to sign-up to receive further
information on the proposed project.

Phase || of the Gold Line will serve the cities of
Los Angeles. South Pasadena, Pasadena, Monrovia, Arcadia, Duarte, rwindale, Azusa,
Glendora, San Dimas, La Verne, Pomona, Claremont and Moneclair,

OPEN HOUSE FORMAT

Come any time between posted hours. Information at each scoping meeting will be the same.
Simultaneous Spanish and Chinese imterpretation will be provided.

Tuesday. Juiy 15.5-8 pm.
Ciy ot 3an Dimas, € S
245 E Boniea Ave, San

Monday, July 21, 5-8p.m.

« Conncd Chambars

i g

Tty o A
290 W Heen

et s, ArCa s

Wednesday, July 16.5-8pm

ty ~f Clareman, £
225 ind Strewt,

uesday, July 22. 2 -5 pm
135 Room 190 ;

tarorent

S-3em

Lineany

Thursday, July 17,
Lasaciena Mobie
CSonih Fasodaria

ey
O N

¢ meeiimgs comply waith e padin aietrran b ey eneeats of the Cafitorin Eavromeenni! (huilety 4t
*» Numwrnal Ews eommental Poivy 3t (NEPA, Sectiom 30 of the Clynse S aber 10r Soc b 718 0 10
sl Misnew Frecorianume oo and Baoinine (vider 12508 1F adorol detms 23 TAress Emovompensd Jiitie =
M iz Popmbatnmnd T Fedorad Troeat Admme vamon paebivsiod i Nowi o of tmest oo o pom ¢ am Encoswommeniof
Iorpac t Sriszement s the Fodorad Regovter on Dl 1 2000 8 Seoie e of Prapuarstoss it o By g ot Dot
Repiant was tswntd Btk fais Avgelen o Pasoikons Metri Bloe [ow Comytene et batmd i0 o i
ey wol? e o vprend at oll scuping meciings 07 W Susn Hode Prbic iflnes Vanoger
he A25 Fawe (ks s erme. S 0 Senih Pos ko
Fid mawtimg lon .

U T

2,

drnet Btwe Live Cimserm tom Lu
o thaan fuenst 12003
Feaabslstn w R pegrarres spectl usiobaon v s

it VI vy

owles seral with o
fu # Siesiars Hinbor a8 A 7H,
Nutrc oof Prepiratiom o wments oy vt bhe gt e Ly

o AR gy

PV INAD e Jraait S8 Bovees 100 nloemd o f the o treg At
For more information, please contact (626) 799-0080
or visit www.metrogoldline.org

Draft - Noticing
September 5, 2003
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LOS ANGELES TO PASADENA 3 i
lﬂ .“ 5 Pasadena 2

MF F RO

m, ﬁl‘ Montclair

=i
CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY : ﬁ%@
s azaiich LBR-S TS (Union Station ) BREE 5t (Pasadena) #Y

ARSI AR (BH) HAEEH - B HHRE i e
T Montclair U3 HEIESE? T

KM eRnuXARGEERE H
EERRZ RS BN EEEEFLRE
B &AL SR REUSLHEREBNER
P 2R O 53 I e

SRERE RS S LU TSR R AR RS -
Los Angeles, South Pasadena, Pasadena, Monrovia, Arcadia, Duarte, Irwindale, Azusa,
Glendora, San Dimas, La Veme, Claremont and Montclair

| IS
A THIET— B SRR - SR USRS bt s ER -

EA+AH B TaRE/ R o= e Pooy L W S B AN
City of San Dimas, Council Chambers  South Pasadena Public Library

245 E. Bonita Ave., San Dimas 1115 El Centro St., South Pasadena
tH ' AHER=T T ARRE/\F tH 4+ HEW— FFAREE/ B
City of Claremont, Citrus Room City of Arcadia, Council Chambers
225 2™ Street, Claremont 2400 W. Huntington Drive, Arcadia

These scoping meetings comply with the pubiic outreach requirements of the California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA), the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). Section %04 of the Clear Water Act,
Section 106 of the nationa! Hisioric Preservation Act and Executive Order 12898 (Federal Actions lo Address
Environmental Justice in Minority Populations). The federal Transit Administration published a Notice of
Intent io prepare an Envis { Impact S t in the Federal Register on July 1, 2003. A Notice of
Preparation for an Environmental Impact Report was issued by the Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line
Construction Authority on June 27, 2003, Wriiten comments will be accepted at all scoping meetings, or 1o
Susun Hodor, Public Affairs Manager, Los Angeles to Pasadena Blue Line Construction Autharity, 623 Fair
Oaks Avenue, Suite 200, South Pasadena, California 91030 ne later than August 1, 2003. All meeting
locations are accessible ta people with disabilities. Any individual with a disability who requires special
assistance, such as a sign language interpreter, should contact Susan Hodor at (626) 799-0080 at least 48
hours in advance of the meeting. Notice of Preparation documents are avaiiable at main libraries in each city.

ARG PR - B (626) 793-0080
&_i- 44 www.metrogoldline.org

Draft - Noticing E-5
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Appendix E
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Gold Line Phase Il

Pasadena to Montclair
Public Scoping Meetings

With the Gold Line Phase | set to open on July 26th from Unicn Station to
Pasadena, planning s already underway for the Phase Il extension from
Pasadena to Montclair. Recently, the Alternatives Analysis was complsted for
Phase |l and the environmental work Is now set to begin.

You are invited to attend any ane of the five
public scoping meetings which witl kick-off
the environmental process. The publicis
asked to provide input about or suggest
project alternatives, to Identify issues of
environmental concern to be addressed in
the EIS/EIR and to sign-up to receive further
information on the proposed project.

Phase [ of the Gold Linc will serve the cities of:
Los Angeles, South Pasadena, Pasadena, Monrovia, Arcadia, Duarte, Irwindale, Azusa,
Glendora, San Dimas, Pomona, Claremont and Montclair,

OPEN HOUSE FORMAT
Come any time between posted hours. Information at each scoping meeting will be the same.
Simuttaneous Spanish and Chinese Interprecation will be provided.

Tuesday, July 15,5-8 pm. Monday, July 21.5-8 pm.

City of San Dimas. Council Chambers  Ciry of Arcadia, Council Charnbers

235 E. Bonita Ave,, San Dimas 230 W Hunnngton Drive, Arcacha

Wednesday, July 16,5-8 pm. Tuesday, July 22,2 -Spm

City of Clarermaont, Citrus Room [Pubiic agencies only, pleasa)

225 2nd Stree, Clarermnont Pasadena Meuo Blue Line
Construction Authionty

Thursday. July 17.5-8 pm 625 Fair Oaks Avenue, ¥200

South Pasadena Pubhc Library South Pasaderia

1115 El Centro St, South Pasadena

Thase scrping meatings comply with the public onireach requirements of the Caltfornia Envirvamental Qualiy
Act {CEQA), the Nationul Environmentad Polley Act (NEPA ). Seciion 304 of the Clean Water Act, Sevtion 166 of
the nuttoral Historic Preservailon Acl and Executive Order 11898 (Federol Actions (o Adiress Environmental
Justice in Minurity Populations). The Federul Transit Admintsiration published a Notice of Inient (o prepure un
Envir { Impuici S in the Federal Regiseer on July 1, 2003, 4 Noitee of Preparaiion for an
Environmentad Impact Report was issued by the Las Angeles to Pusadera Meiro Blue Line Construction
Authority un June 17, 2003. Written comments will be accepied ot all scoping meetings, or 1o Suson Hodor.
Public Affairs Manager, Los Angeles to Pusadena Blue Line Constrigtior Authority, 525 Fuair Ouks Avenue,
Suite 200. Sourh Pasadena, Culifvrnia 91030 no hater than Augnest 1. 2003, All meeting locations are accessible
o people with disubilities. Any individua] with o Hsability who requires special assisuance, inh as o ngn
lunguage interpreter, shonld conract Susun Howdor ar (628) 799- 0080 ut least 48 hours @ ahvance of the
meeting Notice of Preparation documents are availuble at main libraries m eack ciiy,

For more information, please contact (626) 799-0080
or visit www.metrogoldline.org

Draft - Noticing
September 5, 2003
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] Gold Line Fase II

Pasadena a Montclair

7 E] Juntas de Info;@acién'Pﬁblica

1| Con la Fase | de la Linea Dorada programada para iniciarse el 26 de julio de Union

| Station a Pasadena, la planificacion ya se esté llievande a cabo para la extension de

/| 1a Fase Il de Pasadena a Montclair. Recientaments, el Andlisis de Altemativas ha sido .
completado para la Fasa Il y el trabajo ambiental estd listo para iniciarse.

Estén invitados para asistir a cualquiera de las
juntas de informacién publica la cual lanzard el .
proceso ambiental. Se solicita que el publico
proporcione informacion y sugiera altemalivas al
proyecto, identificar asuntos de inquietud
ambiental dirigidas en la EIS/EIR y registrarse
para mayor informacidn sobre el proyecto
propuesto. x

Fase II de la Linea Dorada serviri a las ciudades de:
. Los Angeles, South Pasadena, Pasadena, Monrovia, Arcadia, Duarnte, Irwindale, Azusa,
Glendora, San Dimas, Pornona, Claremont y Montclair.

FORMATO DE PUERTAS ABIERTAS

Vmuawalqnerhoummhshoruwﬂadu.hhﬁo«nx)ﬁnencada]mradelnfoﬂnmonwlh
misma. Se proporcionard Interpretacion simultinea en espafiol y chino.

Martes 15 dejulio, 5a 8 pm. Lunes 21 de julio, Sa8p.m.

Ciudad de San Dimas, Camara del Concejo  Ciudad de Arcadia, Camara del Concejo
245 E. Bonita Ave. San Dimas 240 W. Huntington Drive. Arcadia
Miércoles 16 de julio, 5a 8 p.m. Martes 22 de julio, 2 -5 p.m. ]
Ciudad de Clarermnont, Citrus Room  ° (Solamente agencias pUblicas, por favor)
225 2nd. Street, Claremont Pasadena Metro Blue Line

— Construction Authority
Jueves 17 de juli. 5 a 8p.m. 625 Fair Oaks Avenue, #200

Biblioteca Puiblica de South Pasadena

th Pasa

1115 Ef Centro St., South Pasadena SRR
Eunas juntas de informacion cumplen con los requisitos de ol puidlico de la Lev de Calidad Ambiental de California
(CEQA), La ley de Polttica Nacional del Ambiente (NEPA), Seccién 404 de la Lex de Agua Limpia, Seccidn 106 de la Ley
Nacional de Conservacion Hisidrica y Ordan Ejecitiva 12898 (Leyes Federales para dirigirse a la Justicia Ambienzal en
poblacionses de minorias). La Administrocitn Federal de Trdnsito publicé un aviso de Intencidn de prepara una
Declaracién de Impacto Ambiersal ¢n ¢l Regisiro Federal el lo. de julio de 2003. Un Aviso de Preparacion para sx
Reporie de Impacto Ambiental fus emitido por la Agencia de Construccidn de la Linea Azul Las Angeles a Pasadena el 27
de junio de 2003. Comentarios por escrito serdn aceplados en todas las juntas de infarmacién, o dingidas a Susan Hodor,
Public Affairs Mamager, Los Angeles 1o Pasadena Blue Line Construction Autkority, 625 Fair Oaks Avensz, Suite 200,
South Pasadena, Califernia 91030 el 0. de agoste de 2003 a mds tardar, Todas lat localidades de las junias son accesibies
para personar con incapacidades. Cualquier individuo discapocitado que requiere asisiencia especiol. coma intdrprete de
lenguaje a seftas, debe ponerse en comacio con Susan Hodor al (626} 799-0080, por lo menas 48 horas antes de la junta. El
Aviso de Preparacién de documentos esdn disporibles en las bibliotecas principales de cada ciudad.

Para mayer Informaci6n, pingase en contacto por favor al (626) 799-0080
0 visite www.metrogoldline.org §

Draft - Noticing E-7
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Gold Line Phase II Extension to Montclair Appendix F

What is Scoping?

Gold Line Phase |l

Environmental tmpact Statement / Environmental impact Report (E(S/EIR)

Explanation:

Purpose:

Comments:

A required federal and state environmental initiation process for
regionally significant projects.

The purpose of scoping is to advise the resource agencies and
general public of the following:

= the proposed project and alternatives;
= the lead agency overseeing the project;
= the environmental and public involvement process,

= opportunities to provide input on altematives and
environmental issues prior o beginning environmental
analysis.

Federal and state environmental processes requires two separate
periads for soliciting public comments:

Scoping

Comments received during Scoping will be documented in a Scoping
Report that will be used by the envirenmental consultants to begin
their analysis. No formal responses to Scoping comments will be
generated; comments serve to provide input into the planning and
environmental process.

Completion of the Draft EIS/EIR

Comments received during the 45-day public review period following
the completion of the Draft EIS/EIR are formally recorded and are
responded to in the Final EIS/EIR document.

While the planning and environmental process is underway,
information will be provided at workshops and on the website.

For more information, please contact {(626) 793-0080 or visit www.metrogoldline.org.

LOS ANCHLIS TO PASADENS

) ]
S |

COMSTAUCTION AUYHORITE

Gold Line Phase I Extcasion

Draft - Handouts
September 5, 2003
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Gold Line Phase II Extension to Montclair Appendix F

¢ Qué es la Evaluacion Inicial?

Linea Dorada Fase Il

Declaracidn de Impacto Ambiental /informe de Impacto Ambiental (EIS/EIR)

Explicacion:

Propdsito:

Comentarios:

Es un proceso ambiental inicial requerido por el gobiemo federal y
estatal para proyectos regionalmente significativos.

El propésito de la Evaluacion es de avisar a las agencies de
recursos y al piblico en general de lo siguiente:

* El propdsito del proyecto y las altemativas;
= Laagenca que encabezara el proyecto;
= El proceso de participacion del piblico y ambiental;

* De las oportunidades de proveer aportaciones de
alternativas y de asuntos ambientales antes del
comienzo del andlisis ambiental.

Los procesos federales y estatales requieren de dos periodos
separados para la solicitud de comentarios del pablico:

Evaluacion Inicial {(Scoping)

Los comentarios recibidos durante la Evaluacion se documentaran
en un Informe de Evaluacién Inicial, el cual utilizaran los asesores
para comenzar su andlisis. No se generaran respuestas formales a
los comentarios durante la Evaluacion; los comentarios ayudarin a
establecer el proceso ambiental y de planificacion.

Finalizacién del Borrador del EIS/EIR

Los comentarios recibides durante ef periodo de inspeccion pablica
de 45-dias después de la finalizacién del Borrador del EIS/EIR son
formalmente registrados y se les da respuesta en el documento
Final del EIS/EIR.

Durante el preceso de planificacion y ambiental se proveera
informacién por medio de talleres y en la pagina de Intemet.

Para mds informacidn, por favor comuniquese al (626) 799-0080 o visite

www.metrogoldline.org.

LOS AWGELES TO PASADENA

A==

= WF

COMSTRUCTION AUTHORTY

Gold Line Phase 11 Extension

Draft - Handouts
September 5, 2003
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Gold Line Phase II Extension to Montclair

Appendix F

Public Input Overview

Goid Line Phase Il
Environmental Impact Statement / Environmental Impact Report (EIS/EIR}

As part of the environmental process, public input will be solicited at Scoping Meetings to begin
the process, and during the public comment period following completion of the Draft EIS/EIR.
Public Hearings on the Draft EIS/EIR will be held.

During the conceptual engineering/environmental analysis stage, workshops will be held
in each city to discuss project and station planning issues.

A speakers bureau is available to present project information to local community groups
and civic/professional organizations.

Stakeholder briefings will be held with key leaders in each city and potentially affected
businesses.

City Council status briefings will be given periodically.

Direct mait and other media will be used to communicate project information and
upcoming meeting notifications.

The Authority will regularly post project information on their website at
www.metrogoldline com.

Call (626) 799-0080 with questions and comments.

Fax questions and comments to (626) 789-8599.
Email questions and comments to shodor@metrogoldline.or

= T Y

COMITAUCTION AUTHORITY

Gold Line Phase Il Extensien

Draft - Handouts

September 5, 2003



Gold Line Phase 1I Extension to Montclair Appendix F

Participacion del Publico

Linea Dorada Fase Il
Declaracién de impacto Ambiental /informe de Impacto Ambiental (EIS/EIR)

Como parte del proceso ambiental, se solicitara la participacion del pablico durante las
Reuniones de Evaluacion Inicial para comenzar el proceso y durante el periodo de comentarios
del publico después de completar el Borrador de EIS/EIR. Las Audiencias PUblicas para el
Borrador del EIS/EIR se llevaran a cabo:

Durante la etapa de analisis conceptual de ingenieriafambiental, habra talleres en cada
ciudad para discutir asuntos de cada estacidn y de planificacidn.

Un departamento de voceros estara disponible para hacer presentaciones informativas
a grupos comunitarios focales y organizaciones civicas/profesionales.

Habra reuniones informativas con lideres y personas clave en cada ciudad asi como
con dueftos de negocios potencialmente afectados.

Periddicamente habra reportes informativos a los Congilios de las Ciudades.

Se utilizara la correspondencia directa y otros medios para comunicar informacion del
proyecto y notificaciones de reuniones venideras.

La Autoridad regularmente publicara infarmacién del proyecto en la pagina de Intemnet
en www.metroqoldiine.com.

Liame al (626) 799-0080 para preguntas y comentarios.
Preguntas y comentarios por medio de Fax al (626) 799-8599.
Preguntas y comentarios por cofreo electronico a shodor@metrogoldline.org.

LS ANCELES TO PASADENA

COMSTAUCHION AUTHORITY

Gold Line Phase Il Extension

Draft - Handouts
September 5, 2003
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Gold Line Phase 11 Extension to Montclair

Appendix F

Project Fact Sheet

Gold Line Phase i
Environmental Impact Statement / Environmental Impact Report (EIS/EIR)

Scoping Mesting Dates:
Tuesday, July 15, 2003
Wednesday, July 16, 2003
Thursday, July 17, 2003
Monday July 21, 2003

The Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority, in cooperation with the Federal Transit
Administration (FTA), is beginning the environmental process for Phase Il of the Pasadena Gold
Line project, of which the scoping meeting commences the process. Phase il of the Pasadena
Gold Line will serve the cities of: Pasadena, Monrovia, Arcadia, Duarte, Irwindale, Azusa,
Glendora, San Dimas, La Verne, Pomona, Claremont and Montclair.

The Environmental Impact Statement / Environmental Impact Report will evaluate four
alternatives:
v No Build
= Continuation of existing bus service policies.
= Transportation improvements included in Regional Transportation Plan.
= Gold Line Phase | from Union Station to Pasadena.
v Transportaticn Systems Management / Transportation Demand Management
(TSM/TDM)
= In addition to No Build improvements
= Lower Cost mobility improvements such as traffic signal synchronization and bus
service improvements.
v Locally Preferred Alternative (LPA): Light Rail Transit (LRT)
* 24-mile Light Rail Transit from Pasadena to Montclair via the former BNSF right-
of-way.
= Adopted by all Corridor Cities.
v Light Rail Transit (LRT) Segment 1
= |nitial phase from Pasadena to Irwindale.
= First segment of the Locally Preferred Alternative.
= Future expansion to Mantclair.

These transit improvements are being proposed for the San Gabriel Valley to reduce travel
times and increase the mobility opportunities for residents and employees of the corridor.
Improved transportation will allow greater access to jobs, education, medical. shopping and
cultural opportunities, along with opportunities for economic development and downtown

planning.

For more information, please contact {(826) 799-0080 or visit www.metrogoldiine.org.

LOS AMGELES TO PASADENA

F ,‘ E Gold Line Phase 11 Extension
D | &

CONITRUCTION AUTHORITY

Draft - Handouts
September 5, 2003
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Appendix F

Datos del Proyecto

Linea Dorada Fase Il
Declaracion de impacto Ambiental /inforrne de Impacto Ambiental (EIS/EIR)

Fechas de Reuniones de Evaluacion:
Martes, 15 de julio, 2003

Miércoles, 16 de julio, 2003

Jueves, 17 de julio, 2003

Lunes, 21 de julio, 2003

La Autoridad de Construccion de La Linea Azul del Metro de Pasadena, con la Administracién
de Transporte Federal (FTA, siglas en inglés), esta dando principio al proceso ambiental para la
Fase 1l del proyecto Linea Dorada Pasadena, el cual principia con 1as reuniones de Evaluacion
Ambiental Inicial. La Fase |l de la Linea Dorada de Pasadena dara servicio a las ciudades de:
Pasadena, Monrovia, Arcadia, Duarte, irwindale, Azusa, Glendora, San Dimas, La Verne,
Pomona, Claremont y Montclair.

La Declaracién de Impacto Ambiental/Informe de Impacto Ambiental evaluara cuatro
alternativas:

v La No Construccion
» Continuar con las politicas de servicio de autobis existentes.
» Las Mejoras al Transporte seran incluidas en el Plan Regional de Transporte.
» Linea Dorada Fase | de |a Estacién Union a Pasadena.

v Administracién de Sistemas de Transporte/Administracién de Demanda de Transporte

(TSM/TDM, siglas en inglés)
= Ademas de las mejoras por la No Construccién.
= Mejoras de Bajo Costo a la mavilidad tales como sincronizacion de sefiales de
transito y mejoras al servicio de autobuses.
v Alternativa Localmente Preferida (LPA, siglas en inglés): Transporte de Tren Ligero
(LRT, siglas en inglés) ¥
= Transporte de Tren Ligero de 24-millas desde Pasadena a Montclair por el
anterior derecho de via del BNSF.

= Adoptado por todas las Ciudades en el Corredor.

v Primer Segmento del Transporte de Tren Ligero (LRT)
= Fase inicial desde Pasadena a Irwindale.
» Primer segmento de |a Altemativa Localmente Preferida.
«  Ampliacién Futura a Montclair.

Estas mejoras al transporte se estan proponienda para reducir los tiempos de viaje en el Valle
de San Gabriel y para aumentar la movilidad de sus residentes y empleados en el corredor.
Un mejor transparte permitira mayor acceso a empleos, educacidn, servicios médicos,
compras y centros culturales, asi como mejor oportunidad de desarrollo econdmico y
planificacién del centro.

Para mas informacién, por favor comunigquese al (626) 799-0080 o visite
www.metregoldline.org.

LOY AMGELES TO FASADENA
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Corridor Alignment Map

Phase || Scoping Meetings, July 2003
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Project Working Schedule

Phase || Scoping Meetings, July 2003

Alternatives Analysis I l l March ‘03

Draft Environmental Impact
Statement / Conceptual March '03 - March '04
Engineering

Final Environmental Impact

Statement / Preliminary January ‘04 - December ‘04

Engineering

50-percent Design March ‘05 - December '05
Design-Build Construction dariliaey 06 - l I

December '09

LOS ANGELES TO PASADENA
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A | A | Gold Line Phase II Extension
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Plan de Trabajo del Proyecto

Fase Il Reuniones de Evaluacién, Julio 2003

Analisis de Alternativas . l l Marzo '03

Declaracion de Impacto
Ambiental / Ingenieria Marzo '03 - Marzo ‘04
Conceptual

Declaracién Final de Impacto

Ambiental / Ingenieria Enero ‘04 - Diciembra ‘04

Preliminar

50-por ciento del Disefio Marzo '05 - Diciembre '05

Obras de Disefio-Construccién Sl - l I

Diciembre 09

LOS ANGELES TO PASADENA
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Gold Line Phase Il Extension to Montclair

Appendix F

Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority

Gold Line - Phase Il

Public Comment Card

Name: Date:

Phone: Email:

Address: —— e s S
Comments:

LOS ANGELES TO PASADENA

CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY

Please leave at the camment table or submit lo:

Los Angeles 1o Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority

Attn: Susan Hodor
625 Fair Oaks Avenue, Suite 200, South Pasadena, CA 91030
(626) 7998599 Fax

Phase2@metrogoldline.org

Scoping evnments provide inp tnio the planning and enviramental provess. No cespanses Iu sceping commeris will be nvde.

Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority

Gold Line - Phase I

Public Comment Card

Name:

Phone

Address:

Comments:

Date:

Email:

LOS ANGELES TO PASADENA

CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY

Seoping comments provide inpur inm the planiing and envirgmaienial provess. No responses ta scaping comments will be wadle

Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority

Please leave al the comment table or submit to:

Attn: Susan Hodor
625 Fair Oaks Avenue, Suite 200, South Pasadena, CA 91030
(628) 799-8599 Fax

Phase2@metrogoldiine.org

Draft - Handouts
September 5, 2003




Gold Line Phase Il Extension to Montclair Appendix F

La Autoridad de Construccion de La Linea Azul del Metro de Pasadena
Linea Dorada - Fase Il

Forma de Comentario

Nombre: _ Bt = Fecha:
Telétono: st Emall:
Direccidn: __

Comentarios:

LOS ANGELES TO FPASADENA

Favor de dejar esta forma en /a mesa de comentario o regrese a:

Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority

Altn: Susan Hodor
625 Falr Oaks Avenue, Suite 200, South Pasadena, CA 31030

(626) 799-8599 Fax
FhasezZ@metrogoidtine.org
Lov vomentarut astulandn a esuhivcer ef proveso ambieniul y de pianificacion. No se generanin rexpuestas formales u [os comentarios duranite ta Eveluacidn

CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY

La Autoridad de Construccion de La Linea Azul del Metro de Pasadena
Linea Dorada - Fase Il

Forma de Comentario

Nombra: e s e Fecha:
Telefono: Email: e
Direccion:
Comentarios:
Favor de defar esta forma en la mesa de comenltario o regrese a:
LOS ANGELES TO PASADENA
Los Angeles 10 Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority
Attn: Susan Hodor
625 Fair Oaks Avenue, Suile 200
South Pasadens, CA 91030
(626) 799-8599 Fax {
Phase2 @metrogoidline.org |
CONSTRUCTICON AUTHORITY 1
! Loy comentarion avickenin u eswblecer el proceso aosbientol vaie planifiacidn. Novve grmerusin respuesioy frenwles o s vomeaiaeios dusine o Evalunisn
£ H

Draft - Handouts F-12
September 5, 2003
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Gold Line Phase 11 Extension to Montclair Appendix G

LOS ANGELES TO PASADENA METRO GOLD LINE CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY
LOS ANGELES TO PASADENA Gold Line — Phase |l

City of San Dimas
Tuesday, July 15, 2003
CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY 5:00 - 8:00 p.m.

Name/Nombre Address/Direccion Phone/Fax
Organization/Organizacién Teléfono/Fax

Fhoned Tewionn

Ng::& Ve K A bxt,_ .

Organasbon/Oganaacstn

DCRRA / N\Q\LLDLAHL

Nagadyomiee
_\)é\n e } UJ ker
Organua oy Dypenaacidn

Lidsg L hah

Ml TAACH

O vty Crgesintacron

Organtzalon/Onganiza con

Cvanzaton/Organzacin




Gold Line Phase 1l Extension to Montclair Appendix G

LOS ANGELES TO PASADENA METRO GOLD LINE CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY
LOS ANGELES TO PASADENA Gold Line — Phase ll

City of San Dimas
Tuesday, July 15, 2003

CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY 5:00 - 8:00 p.m.
Name/Nombre Address/Direccion Phone/Fax
Organization/Organizacion Teléfono/Fax
NameNombre —

Oivin n1PRGaAeE

Oganalion Crganiracon

SUUTR PAS BOEAR
iz CRu~ci/ FLug

NomoNomore

Qoyge. C’Zfﬁma’)
Cwnu.u:u:O",v.w-u..vy
F H{ ( V(“qe =
AameNombre

él l GCM?_LA\QL

OGANZALOY TN GANEATIOn

NomeNomive

(A2t O mamer 1 -

CrpamzmtonOrpandacon

Aames ovntre

D Sy |

Orpanustantrganescon

\\"1 ° f\\tsv

?4 eh g0 )// ~§04

AameNombre

CranztorOrganeacen

Draft — Sign-in Sheets G-2
September 5, 2003



Gold Line Phase II Extension to Montclair Appendix G

LOS ANGELES TO PASADENA METRO GOLD LINE CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY
LOS ANGELES TO PASADENA Gold Line — Phase |l

City of San Dimas
Tuesday, July 15, 2003

CONSTAUCTION AUTHORITY 5:00 - 8:00 p.m.

Name/Nombre Address/Direccion Phone/Fax
Organization/Organizacion Teiéfono/Fax

| PhoneTertéon

WMue € ~hitme |

|
Ovg anaaton/Deganaecon \ "1‘-«/ N

Cebv> co \\e i

NameNcmbne

Moque Clommed-

Ormanamion OGandcon

Ems 5( fah,(‘,

CrganzatoOganracon

e
ks hne.  Folal
- et
SAN Dima
NamaNomdre

_Seex Templeman

DrgaruglonOpandgacin

O(

m;mw nermc

3@
e

Draft - Sign-in Sheets 3-3
September 5, 2003



Gold Line Phase II Extension to Montclair Appendix G

LOS ANGELES TO PASADENA METRO GOLD LINE CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY
LOS ANGELES TO PASADENA Gold Line — Phase 1l

City of San Dimas
Tuesday, July 15, 2003

CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY 5:00 - 8:00 p.m.
Name/Nombre Address/Direccion Phone/Fax
Organization/Organizacion Teléfono/Fax
Hamafombie AdcressTRECTON FroARTaifinon
L\ Jupy Micec

Organizauon/Organracisn

St Py,

Opanczsionrponizaucs

Zo) Joh

OrganizahonOrganzacion

Noowticioee
\ritsam Bt flcen
Crpanuza o Organaacon
SLer
Maqeriore

L0ffar R0OS3SE

Leganiztion Ipanzacon

Ny o

A OhpsteRIE
é%/’u //M ,5«;{;;?/” /ﬂ/ﬂmﬁ}//

Dr: m — Sign-in Shuls 7 G-4
September 5, 2003




Gold Line Phase 11 Extension to Montclair Appendix G

LOS ANGELES TO PASADENA METRO GOLD LINE CONSTRUCTION AUTHCRITY
LOS ANGELES TO PASADENA Gold Line — Phase |l

City of San Dimas
Tuesday, July 15, 2003

ONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY 5:00 - 8:00 p.m.

Name/Nombre Address/Direccion Phone/Fax
Organization/Organizacion Teléfono/Fax

“Ron Nefcham

Cryanvzation/Traanzacmn

)

mw«’ﬁ,’é oo, //77;m ,7;/‘,

Ovpanization/Organ‘zacion
NamaNomive

Gt KIET .
Qegurwcalicn Orgarmzacson

| Madt & Tolwsto-

Urganzataon/Organaaion

name/Nombra

Axcty Onega~

Oy of Azusk
'-%vw%nu A st
707&%(‘/%//& q¢e A/M

NamgNombee

(inds Derman

Organizatan Vg anzatsin

Draft — Sign-in Sheets G-5
September 5, 2003



Gold Line Phase [I Extension to Montclair Appendix G

LOS ANGELES TO PASADENA METRO GOLD LINE CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY
Gold Line — Phase Il

LOS ANGELES TO PASADENA

EJ""?;

City of San Dimas
Tuesday, July 15, 2003

CONSTRUCTION AUTORT 5:00 - 8:00 p.m.
Name/Nombre Address/Direccion Phone/Fax
Organization/Organizacion Teléfono/Fax

NernaTNomixe

SH"'Q P _C:o\«u-,vc o

OrgeviiationTiganizactia
7= )

Johy Mr<er

Organiza lionOrgan'zacion

W\b Cositespr

Omganimiion/Crganizacin

UJ// UO/Z(/(

CoganizationyOrganigacion

Xim NIZOLE K

Cryannzabion Organuacta

501’“ g_AQ,AO(,ue l/
rooﬂ WChH i nl

Nama/Normbre

Fraft — Sign-in Sheets G-6
September 5, 2003




Gold Line Phase 11 Extension to Montclair Appendix G

LOS ANGELES TO PASADENA METRO GOLD LINE CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY
LOS ANGELES TO PASADENA Gold Line — Phase |l

City of San Dimas
Tuesday, July 15, 2003

CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY 5:00 - 8:00 p.m.
Name/Nombre Address/Direccién | Phone/Fax
Organization/Organizacion Teléfono/Fax

Clitlociie” Bhovmdbos.

Crg armeston Orgoniacdn

S e / p

Orpanization Omanizacon
Py 7 I
éov‘i%d/ Dithonce
NymaNomore \J

W\FM{J\W# s

Orgamzaton'Organizacon

C “_‘1 dt San, ©Lhmas

\T?{vf 1 IEJ'\LM,

Crganzaton Organzactdn

NameNontne

PAELTIAT

CranRaonTNpanTacsn

CHes a7 MA K. |

Teaudm, MAcel

Crganaation/Dganeason

NamaNomde

e

Draft — Sign-in Sheets T &
September 5,2003



Gold Line Phase IT Extension to Montclair Appendix G

LOS ANGELES TO PASADENA METRO GOLD LINE CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY
LOS ANGELES TO PASADENA Gold Line — Phase |l

City of San Dimas
Tuesday, July 15, 2003
CONSTRUCT!ON AUTHORITY 5:00 - 8:00 p.m.

Name/Nombre Address/Direccion ' Phone/Fax
Organization/Organizacion i Teléfono/Fax
e e e e e e e e e e e e
MNameombre

TayE

?4\.—44

Crganuzaton TN M s con

OrganuratonGrganaacan

Nometombre

Drganizaticai g aniz3 con

Namedvombre

OvgantzalnvOepanizacin

NameNomine

Crgand lon/Oraanizacen

OrgancationOrganaacidn

NamoNomére

Urganza eV OnGantzsen

Draft— bwn in Sheets G-8
September §, 2003




Gold Line Phase II Extension to Montclair Appendix G

LOS ANGELES TO PASADENA METRO GOLD LINE CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY
LOS ANGELES TO PASADENA Gold Line — Phase |l

City of Claremont
Wednesday, July 16, 2003

CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY 5:00 - 8:00 p.m.
Name/Nombre Address/Direccion Phone/Fax
Organization/Organizacién Teléfono/Fax

i
Tudofl, B yssatly

Dugannsainy Copanizacsn

Bt

Mamamicie
Orpanziton Canzamin » ”

LS iAo b

DegpanizalinTepamsacdn
£ La _1(.7/««}'

HameNontes

OegarmcatenyOegance—on

rlameNomone

Ogarzaton/Organaacsn

NarmeNomom

OvganuationGrganiason

NameNamoce

QrganaetonCrganzacon

Draft — Sign-in Sheets G-9
September 5, 2003



Gold Line Phase Il Extension to Montelair Appendix G

LOS ANGELES TO PASADENA METRO GOLD LINE CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY
LOS ANGELES TQ PASADENA Gold Line - Phase |l

City of Claremont
Wednesday, July 16, 2003

CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY 5:00 - 8:00 p.m.
|
Name/Nombre Address/Direccion l Phone/Fax
Organization/Organizacion j Teléfono/Fax
Name homoee |

CC <t Al Keesreod]

Organ i/ Onganusccn

xmwzn

,g)f\t\fo(\ L kx\\c\u\_ﬁu

Croanazion/Urgamza

NameNostre

Jerry L Upprry

Crpaeseapmony!

feamaiNoinle

&'\dv’t’C.L / (C‘ﬂ/!bj‘{orf

Orpanaa ronOrpamiac)

NamaNomire
s
Pov | ener
CrganTz s Vg anaaces
0

C (M re=n M
Narma e AJTre LTRRCON
Orgavaza lonyOrgameacts Cay. Iw a

Cuwact. Coogo Fostal
Narmehoru e AN 8 SLLeCCa eI
DAz ey O 2 nIRcion Cay Zp -

Cawad Coumpr Postal

Draft — Sign-in Sheets G-10

September 5, 2003



Gold Line Phase 11 Extension to Montclair Appendix G

LOS ANGELES TO PASADENA METRO GOLD LINE CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY

LOS ANGELES TO PASADENA Gold Line — Phase Il
| Joot T -
IR A City of Claremont
i Wednesday, July 16, 2003
- ki v 4
CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY 5:00 - 8:00 p.m.
Name/Nombre Address/Direccion Phone/Fax
Organization/Organizacion Teléfono/Fax
F‘;rﬂc,'m.he .
/‘f/ tehAle l./l(liQPr
\hpmarvvf."w:-;..g-: 2
Yesent | Cihrvs &)“ G5 -
FameNoTive N
e 2 Maneld
Cryanuzaton Crgarizacda
Qo £12a AN
i Nonbie
Fox
OrgarratenwCrpen2acan Sy, 2o
Cuond, Cocne Fosel
Prone/ Teidlong
Mame/Nomive Rckms s/ Inaerxn
Organzator Oganazodn i Cty. 2w ' 7 - - &
Ca.cad, Covgo Posid
Mame tiamive ANtz sxileccn e
gl e Xt V0N JasEACON kv I
Cludae, Comgo Pesal
Namapiombm AN GEAXROED Bre e G
YAV CAGASEAL LS v, Iy e
Cextad, Ceoyu Fosta
Prore Terelare )
Ngma Nonbee Adovess Dvaccon
e = - |
Drgosaten Cuga nieacdn 4,29 {
Tuead, Congo Fostal |
|
Draft — Sign-in Sheets G-11

September 5, 2003



Gold Line Phase 11 Extension to Montclair Appendix G

LOS ANGELES TO PASADENA METRO GOLD LINE CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY
Gold Line — Phase |

LOS ANGELES TO PASADENA

City of Claremont
o : Wednesday, July 16, 2003
CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY 5:00 - 8:00 p.m.

Name/Nombre Address/Direccién Phonel/Fax
Organization/Organizacion { Teléfono/Fax

Nameiiomiore

’DW\ 51\\ Ck"-v et (
Qu;n.;.\fmo—m;o.:n
bgnlpn P\\:&»L Bg R

Darud Meleon

A It fomona
[—e
ey N Ok

OrgonizatoxnvOrgaszracon

V(TM z " (Z;EM(G’

OrgorizationOrganaacdn

ameTomone

Kim Oenes

Organzateon s Organzacadn

Chris Oenes

Orpanmatoa Trpanazacion

Cras \/E;JRS
f}w:a!m’.)‘;au;.vcfot‘

STy oF CLARemMwT
VARG D) ViSIon

Draft — Sign-in Sheets 7 - o G
September 5, 2003



Gold Line Phase 11 Extension to Montclair Appendix G

LOS ANGELES TO PASADENA METRO GOLD LINE CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY
Gold Line — Phase ||

LOS AMGELES TO FPASADENA
T T 'I ;

g,,¥ g i City of Claremont

L By Wednesday, July 16, 2003

CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY 5:00 - 8:00 p.m.

Name/Nombre Address/Direccién Phone/Fax
Organlzation/Organizacién Teléfono/Fax

MO KT COounes

“—u.\‘l'\ \u

Gexi Sl B |

O

MI‘ L/Llov&,kjﬂ

Draft — Sign-in Sheets G-13
September 5, 2003



Gold Line Phase 11 Extension to Montclair Appendix G

LOS ANGELES TO PASADENA METRO GOLD LINE CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY
LOS ANGELES TO PASADENA Gold Line — Phase Il

City of Claremont
Wednesday, July 16, 2003

CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY 5:00 - 8:00 p.m.

Name/Nombre Address/Direccién Phone/Fax
Organization/Organizacién Teléfono/Fax

NomaNomnbes

O anraton/Crganyacon

)

Nome Moy

ALAN EOR/NGcoN

OrganaatcwCrganaacon

Nomar oDy /’\ B
Copton [7eHaamAne,
CrpanzabornyDganzacda

TELS OOHAANSEN

Orparezcion Omganizackn

_Draft — Sign-in Sheets G-14

September 5, 2003



Gold Line Phase 11 Extension to Montclair Appendix G

LOS ANGELES TO PASADENA METRO GOLD LINE CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY
LOS ANGELES TO PASADENA Gold Line — Phase il

South Pasadena - Public Library
Thursday, July 17, 2003
5:00 - 8:00 p.m.

CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY

I
i
|

Name/Nombre Address/Direccién Phone/Email
Organization/Organizacién Teléfono/Email
Namehomone
L hAr e W ok
CogamntatoVOn)acetacdn
N Nombre e
. MILLER
Crganiraron/Onanizacion
NameNombee
AtBlr _Cowod
Ovpanaaton/Drganaacidn
A -
Eathevire [Ere=.
OvpanmcationyGrpanizactn

7(;%‘7' 2« Lond Use. Cralleb.

Ovganvzalon'Cryandac &n

/‘Lﬂ; Or“’jo . Pfﬁsﬁ.éé’,»tg

Peanig T fhd
ZAU ELSont S TR,
ey Q!
C\ovnnummu;xm

(=0 LNEN Lr_,q ~s

Draft — Sign-in Sheets 7 G-15
September §, 2003



Gold Line Phase I1 Extension to Montclair Appendix G

LOS ANGELES TO PASADENA METRO GOLD LINE CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY
Gold Line — Phase |l

LOS ANGELES TO PASADENA

South Pasadena — Public Library
Thursday, July 17, 2003

CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY 5:00 - 8:00 p.m.
Name/Nombre Address/Direccion Phone/Email
QOrganization/Organizacién Teléfono/Email

K/m“ HefrLey

UrpenvintonOrpanciacdn

Crpan oo Qrpanacabn

i

NOANKNE Nyckors

CrpaneaonCrpanzscon

NamaACmore
Ruipeer_Miwindy
Ozl o Orpan s acin
~W. ‘/

N‘fo(/ i HArL s
DrpaARILOVINTINIICN
Name/Nomive

CraanmatovOrganizacdr

Draft — Sign-in Sheets G-16
September S, 2003



Gold Line Phase IT Extension to Montclair Appendix G

1.OS ANGELES TO PASADENA METRO GOLD LINE CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY
LOS ANGELES TO PASADLNA Gold Line — Phase lI

South Pasadena — Public Library
Thursday, July 17, 2003
5:00 - 8:00 p.m.

CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY

Name/Nombre Address/Direccion Phone/Email
Organization/Organizacion Teléfono/Email

Nz Thorntes : @
GarALo T, MY
Otu-vfufuvcrw-lno.

Fk’(zgr\m y 4 S~xpo

X i AN g o i
NampgMNombre .
: Ebnww/v}w»”{/&eg'
.

_““F::l A lnmws I

HJ{ LL“S};L; [ﬁh M(c:\mm,

NameNomors

.;.‘NQ.AL\LLSQ ¢

PRIy Ong e,

NamaNomies

Klenarp FINLEY

OrgarnanionOrganzacty

YALIFIc H)LK(CQD%Q&—"

NaroNombre

: Emat
OrganaalonOrpanu scon Cay. 2w
Cardad, Codigo Postel

NamaNomde Aszresvlrecctn

OvganaateCrganasstn Ty, Ig
Cadad. Coago Posta

T)}at't — Sign-in Shccts G-17
September §, 2003



Gold Line Phase I1 Extension to Montelair Appendix G

LOS ANGELES TO PASADENA METRO GOLD LINE CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY
LOS ANGELES TO PASADENA Gold Line — Phase |l

South Pasadena — Public Library
Thursday, July 17, 2003

CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY 5:00 - 8:00 p.m.
Name/Nombre Address/Direccion Phone/Email
Organization/Organizacién Teléfono/Email
Hamaombes

CRptc F-lHompsav
Orgonmzation Tramnaacdn t T (' ) (-(‘V\\:

For Rellen. MepzLrTy

NamePhomore
T e 4 e Po
B TR 3 B {anee

OrpanitabonXganitacsso

%"r’?" Ciy'— @ N

CrpanastenOmanusein

NameNembre

LR RAInE AALDUS

CrpanzatonTrpanuscon

MARSHALL v

CrgansItOonOganIacon
,\
STHLE 1 Jek oy
G -
{2 :1 /C“MY[
Draft — Sign-in Sheets - G-18

September 5, 2003



Gold Line Phase II Extension to Montclair Appendix G

LOS ANGELES TO PASADENA METRO GOLD LINE CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY
Gold Line — Phase Il

LOS ANGELES TO PASADENA

| S South Pasadena — Public Library
Thursday, July 17, 2003

CONSTRUCTION AUTHORIT Y 5:00 - 8:00 p.m.

Name/Nombre Address/Direccién Phone/Email
Organization/Organizacién Teléfono/Email

ccthrn A Ros

Cvpanaavon/Organgacin

NameNomdvo

Eddie L Thomas

Crgmen zptory Organdeacdn

Abpitt L aberatnes
EIRINS

JoHM rlELLer
OrganaatcnOmaniscon

ERHA

/V/ '//-&zw /2/ &[&c»m J"'
OrpanaatenOmanaecin ]

Fe &

HgmmNombre ]
|

L,o.u: Mcéan )

‘——Z—W——TJ_‘ i’ Cagon

OrgonaatondOnanaacsn

Draft - Sign-in Sheets G-19
September 5, 2003



Gold Line Phase 11 Extension to Montclair Appendix G

LOS ANGELES TO PASADENA METRO GOLD LINE CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY
LCS ANGELES TO PASADENA Gold Line — Phase |l

South Pasadena - Public Library
Thursday, July 17, 2003

CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY 5:00 - 8:00 p.m.

Name/Nombre Addrass/Direccién | PhonefEmail
Organization/Organizacién Teléfono/Email

s 5
Mipe T
Crpacizanon/Cryantacin .
e ot . Fovadiis
Narpe/Nombes
N Oy LA ey

O A a0y O s recnn

Etic LT e EALGF (RS ] Aceava ],
Mbmped WU E TRy DO (A Certing
Wkl bar (v BRI RIS B

Narma/ Nombre /
WA e T e

OrganizatonOrganizacitn

N..rrv&.:vo- .
W) 8 Fusce

ORINZaLC Organiacin

Nametomors N
C HARCLC S MouvVTEIN

Orpanizaton/Crgarancidn

NamaNoerbiw

LR .
_Qq.\/:::_-..x.

Ot

PR Sete

Crganaabon Oganacon

Draft — Sign-in Sheets
September 5, 2003



Gold Line Phase 11 Extension to Montclair

Appendix G

LOS ANGELES TO PASADENA METRO GOLD LINE CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY
Gold Line - Phase li

LOS ANGELES TO PASADENA

CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY

South Pasadena — Public Library
Thursday, July 17, 2003
5:00 - 8:00 p.m.

Name/Nombre
Organization/Organizacion

Address/Direccién

Phone/Email
Teléfono/Email

ol SN GBR

Oegometon Crpamescn

WillamP Zoke
C,a /20 Dpﬂmmﬁ 707’

%L@m&

Con DRt \N‘CS\m\
<_J
‘Em MEJ'.SOV\A

//(// ////-.»‘/»{ C‘ C— TR

e e

OrganaatonOmanzacon
A L e

s __,,/iﬁﬁ // /,
(7LD

Al Jr_xf.ﬁ 5

\.-pmwrvﬁww

ey Jl_:(\g‘ux—\(
J

Draft— S)ig—x;in Sheets
September 5, 2003
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Gold Line Phase 11 Extension to Montclair

Appendix G

LOS ANGELES TO PASADENA METRO GOLD LINE CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY

LOS ANGELES TO PASADENA

CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY

Gold Line — Phase II

City of Arcadia - Council Chambers

Monday, July 21, 2003

5:00 - 8:00 p.m.

Name/Nombre
Qrganization/Organizacion

Address/Direccidn

Phone/Email
Teléfono/Email

Crudsd. Codogo Posial

e Lo AG L7
Opan2atonOpaneDeon
NameMNomdoe
ey
FHIL P Younlit
Qg anEntonDrganascin
NameNombs
WEROUIRURS| e - - i i e i e S0
Oganeslon/Omancacon Q. I
Crudad. Clamgo Puial
Phiora’] sidlong
Nemetéomtre Addre sy nacoon
T o N e T e A T Email SR IR
OrganvzaionOngarascdn Gity. T
Crudag, Codgo Posial
Pnone/Teittono
Narme/Nombre AddressOymecion
” S
CapanvzstionOmanzacan oy, 29

Draft — Sign-in Sheets
September 5, 2003
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Gold Line Phase II Extension to Montclair Appendix G

LOS ANGELES TO PASADENA METRO GOLD LINE CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY
LOS ANGELES TO PASADENA Gold Line — Phase

City of Arcadia — Council Chambers
Monday, July 21, 2003
5:00 - 8:00 p.m.

CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY

Name/Nombre Address/Direccion Phone/Email
Organization/Organizacion Teléfono/Email

T A BATU

Crgancaton/ g anuason

Kameh

A7 f:,/ké’aﬂqafa [«5

QepamaalionTrgan 2acin

HOM@ ownsy”

-
Res ole =t
ogmnesavogamazer 112 )
&AL A 6RKS Nowe A,
Jackre Gloer

CrpanizabionyOrpanea b0

Crganuatiny Crganvzacasn

Draft — Sign-in Sheets R G-23
September 5, 2003



Gold Line Phase 1I Extension to Montelair Appendix G

LOS ANGELES TO PASADENA METRO GOLD LINE CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY
LOS ANGELES TO PASADENA Gold Line — Phase Il

City of Arcadia — Council Chambers
Monday, July 21, 2003
5:00 - 8:00 p.m.

Name/Nombre Address/Direccién Phone/Email
Organization/Organizacion Teléfono/Email
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LOS ANGELES TO PASADENA METRO GOLD LINE CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY
LOS ANGELES TO PASADENA Gold Line — Phase |l

City of Arcadia — Council Chambers
Monday, July 21, 2003

CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY 5:00 - 8:00 p.m.

Name/Nombre Address/Direccién Phone/Email
Organization/Organizacion Teléfono/Email
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LOS ANGELES TO PASADENA METRO GOLD LINE CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY
Gold Line - Phase |l

LOS ANGELES TO PASADENA

L Jo=—
=25 | )

CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY

City of Arcadia — Council Chambers
Monday, July 21, 2003
5:00 - 8:00 p.m.

Phone/Email

Name/Naombre AddressiDireccién
Telefono/Email

Organization/Organizacion

NamaNomane |
D'.(\L v SL\BNM Hed s on [

CrgangeigyQnangasan

NameNom bee
. [’Q"“.T‘/.a KQV/{Q,\,

Qv O angnin

e

NameNorare

bovio. P\

OvgaralonCvpaniracan
1 -
1
=7l
Nemefeomee

/7/’7/& Jf)l/vwn

ONGaLa O g im0

O)W/X /ﬂ?‘([uft?ﬁ‘ OO0

NW u;mu. .

hmsr {gla \
O-vmuf-k-vmww o O =
LshA Tocest Secuiy fadi

CraniatonCganzazon

DELF

Draft — Sign-in Sheets G-26

September 5, 2003



Gold Line Phase I Extension to Montclair Appendix G

LOS ANGELES TO PASADENA METRO GOLD LINE CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY

LOS ANGELES TO PASADENA

Gold Line — Phase ||

City of Arcadia — Council Chambers
Monday, July 21, 2003
5:00 - 8:00 p.m.

Name/Nombre
Organization/Organizacion

Address/Direccion Phone/Email
Teléfono/Email
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LLOS ANGELES TO PASADENA METRO GOLD LINE CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY
LOS ANGELES TC PASADENA Gold Line — Phase [l

City of Arcadia — Council Chambers
Monday, July 21, 2003

COMSTRUCTION AUTHORITY 5:00 - 8:00 p.m.

Name/Nombre
Organization/Organizacion
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LOS ANGELES TO PASADENA METRO GOLD LINE CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY
LOS ANGELES TO PASADENA Gold Line — Phase |l

City of Arcadia — Council Chambers
Monday, July 21, 2003
CONSTRAUCTION AUTHORITY 5:00 - 8:00 p.m.

Name/Nombre Address/Direccion Phone/Email
Organization/Organizacion Teléfono/Email
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LOS ANGELES TO PASADENA METRO GOLD LINE CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY
LOS ANGELES TO PASADENA Gold Line — Phase Il

City of Arcadia — Council Chambers
Monday, July 21, 2003

CONSTRUCTICN AUTHORITY 5:00 - 8:00 p.m.
Name/Nombre Address/Direccién Phone/Email
Organization/Organizacion | Teléfono/Email
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LOS ANGELES TO PASADENA METRO GOLD LINE CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY

LOS ANGELES TO PASADENA

CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY

Gold Line — Phase |l

City of Arcadia — Council Chambers
Monday, July 21, 2003
5:00 - 8:00 p.m.

Name/Nombre
Organization/Organizacion
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LOS ANGELES TO PASADENA METRO GOLD LINE CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY
Gold Line - Phase Il

LOS ANGELES TO PASADENA
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CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY

Public Agency Scoping Meeting
Tuesday, July 22, 2003
2:00 -5:00 p.m.

Name/Nombre Address/Direccién Phone/Email
Organization/Organizacion Teléfono/Email
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LOS ANGELES TO PASADENA METRO GOLD LINE CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY
Gold Line — Phase |l

LOS ANGELES TO PASADENA
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W —ﬁ oo Public Agency Scoping Meeting

v *% g" : Tuesday, July 22, 2003
; ﬂ 2:00 - 5:00 p.m.
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LOS ANGELES TO PASADENA METRC GOLD LINE CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY

LOS ANGELES TO PASADENA

CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY

Public Agency Scoping Meeting

Gold Line — Phase |l

Tuesday, July 22, 2003
2:00 - 5:00 p.m.
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Organization/Organizacion
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Appendix H

Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority
Gold Line - Phase If

Public Comment Card

5oz

Date:

© @ggl& hp pamm} ﬂWMmb* Lo Make.
Cliee Hego. 19 6 (1000 e UL -h \w » Wit

-Nee., KELuod.
e Frank U .

LOS ANGELES TO PASADENA -
Please leave at the comment table or submit to:

Los Angeles ta Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority
Attn: Susan Hodor

625 Falr Oaks Avenue, Suite 200

South Pasadena, CA 31030

CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY (626) 799-8599 Fax

Seuping comments provide input into the planming and envirommental process. No responses o scoping comprents will be made

Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority
Gold Line - Phase Il

Public Comment Card .

Comment s aees e R RS a e el S s

’ / /e Mg.—._xﬁ/&i ; K
Com 242 u/‘f?gm 124 T35 il /L/?ALLY".A:;C_ / S —

LOS ANGELES TO PASADENA Please leave af the comment table or submit to:

Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Biue Line Construction Autharity
Attri: Susan Hodor

625 Fair Oaks Avenue, Suite 200

South Pasadena, CA 91030

(626) 799-8598 Fax

CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY

Scoping commenes provide input intes the plannsg awd eavironmental frracess. Nooresporses Jo seapiag comawents wilf be mude

Draft - Scoping Comments
September 5, 2003
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Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority
Gold Line - Phase If

Public Comment Card

Dale: __ // /C 3

o
| Name: ¢

| Phone: —
‘ Addre:
‘ Comments: __ €~ L‘T Vs b D o As Z&E”‘\W s fes ('“‘- -

o éx—t’-J\ o=k \A:JQ viees £ benessn fpese S e Choe
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Please leave at the comment table or submit to:

Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Bilue Line Construction Authority
Attn: Susan Hader

625 Falr Oaks Avenue, Suite 200

TBSR South Pasadena, CA 91030
CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY (626) 799-8599 Fax

\(l;pmg contmeniy punnh rapral 1o the planamng and envaonmental process No cespanyes tn seopiag commenns scifi e rade

Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority
Gold Line - Phase I

Public Comment Card ,

NAZ. ke Date: [ /1 ) / 023

b, . bl e Y owsad B lies Susbeof
eld pole Lo

QCL‘—E’) _i‘,_i_s.«_.é‘._{:z__.___[_1 [§€
— _c2ll St g o )

P T T O N

f‘-:_ (L0 L)«..\(_ t\‘ Please leave at the comment table or submit to:

Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Autherity
Attn: Susan Hodor

" r" 625 Fair Oaks Avenue, Suite 200
- v South Pasadena, CA 91030
CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY (626) 799-8599 Fax
Scopurg commients provide ppd ono e planamg and -;2”1"-- nted prewcisy, Nes resphnacy Lo SCopiong cammients widf b iy
Draft - Scoping Comments H-2

September 5, 2003
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Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority
Gold Line - Phase Il

Public Comment Card

« A SRy 2 L H A Ve, \ ] 3 -
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LOS ANGELES TO PASADENA

Please leave at the comment table or submit to: {
Los Angeles to Pasadena Meira Biuve Line Conslruction Authority
Attn: Susan Hodor

625 Fair Oaks Avenue, Suite 200

! South Pasadena, CA $1030
H CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY (626} 799-8599 Fax

Scoping camments provide wprt into the planning and environmeatal process. Na respunses to scoping commeats will be sude

Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority
Gold Line - Phase Il

Public Comment Card

Name: _“\\;\\"Lj’-}c& H HN i Daley’—\ 3 Y, &3 Lot
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LOS ANGELES TO PASADENA 5 i
Pleasz leave af the comment table or submit to: |

Los Angeles to Pasadsna Metro Blue Line Conslruction Authority i
' " : Aten: Susan Hodor |
a3 ‘ ' ‘ 625 Fair Oaks Avenue, Sulte 200 |

South Pasadena, CA 91030 |

CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY (626) 799-8599 Fax |
Ncoping comments providie inpuid smiv e planning amd onvionmieniol provess No ropoases fo scopnig coibmonds w Hl B vl ‘
|

Draft - bmpmg Comments -3
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Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority

Gold Line - Phase Il
Public Comment Card

Name: \ja’ 1N ("_j‘ I /l’F’TC

Comments: 1. Gy Co- ‘(J.J\r\rc \Lf'\af‘ o ’f(un (S C’Zf’f 074‘1/
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LOS ANGELES TO}ASADENA

aglye f Please Jeave at the comment table or submit to:

Los Angeles to Pasadena Melro Blue Line Construction Authority |

Attn: Susan Hodor |
625 Falr Oaks Avenue, Suite 200
South Pasadena, CA 91030

CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY

(626) 799-8599 Fax

Scuping comments primade impu 2 the pi

prmenicd prcess, ¥ espomies (o eoprny comments will be mnle
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Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority
Gold Line - Phase Il

Public Comment Card

/
//1/] & ,-}If_ /«'- -_‘}(; Lyor }:'f'o,"u , . Date: 77/{) /{ i
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Please leave at the comment table or submit to: |

Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority |

D Attn: Susan Hodor |
' ‘ ' ‘ 625 Fair Oaks Avenue, Suite 200
£33 South Pasadena, CA 91030

CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY (626) 799-8599 Fax |

Scoping comments provide input mte e planamg and eeviconmenial process. Mo responses (o scoping commoenis will be made

Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority
Gold Line - Phase Il

Public Comment Card

S\ ies

Name:

Comments: } ///, /"7’[/<_‘/" 277 ,//’..- foroA // "f/ 7 // 5 ;4(//)/‘ A /I":’l--'
' 7

ALY LAt ///’ // 1/1/"// /)'/".// ’\ ‘./’/f L7 /é//"' I/ Ao ,,5/
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LOS ANGELES TO PASADENA

Please feave al the comment lable or submil to:

Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Biue Line Construction Authority
Attn: Susan Hodor |
625 Fair Oaks Avenue, Suite 200

South Pasadena, CA 91030
CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY (626} 799-8599 Fax

; Scoprag comments provaie iput into the plannmy end ervircemental process, No resgonsis (o scopiee compenis will e nunte

Draft - Scoping C nmments 7 ' H-3
September S, 2003
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Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Biue Line Construction Authority
Gold Line - Phase Il

Public Comment Card
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verln Mpcrs gaw. LSS a2 o

Name:
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LOS ANGELES TO PASADENA
Please leave at the comment table or submlt ta:

Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Biue Line Construction Authority

V"” wrs s Attn: Susan Hodor
o ‘ ' :‘ 625 Fair Oaks Avenue, Suite 200

iekFse! South Pasadena, CA 91030
CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY (626) 799-8599 Fax

SCoprg Commenis provide spri e the planaing amd environmenil process Na repanses i scoping comments will be s

Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority
Gold Line - Phase Il

Public Comment Card

L 7/ e
Name;__ sl U Din) /’:{/L.ué.(' S—— Date: /L0 8

-/ . .
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LOS ANGELES TO PASADENA Please Jeave at the comment table or submit to: |

Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority |
Attn: Susan Hodor |

625 Fair Oaks Avenue, Suite 200

South Pasadena, CA 51030

CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY (626) 799-8599 Fax

Scopny comanty proavide inpul into the plemng and ceveeammeatal pracess. Vo respunses (o 3eopny comienis wall bt ity

Draft - Scoping Comments
September 5, 2003
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Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority
Gold Line - Phase I

Public Comment Card

! 3 i
Comments: /("{VpﬁCL/-’ { - /.( P /-«-v’( ‘ Lt Pt o £ }{lg ,. /!Z¢/ ez i’
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LOS ANGELES TO PASADENA

Please leave at the comment table or submit to:

Los Angales te Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority
Attn: Susan Hodor :

‘: ! ‘ " '] 625 Fair Oaks Avenue, Suite 200 |

South Pasadena, CA 91030 '
| CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY {626) 799-8599 Fax |

Seoping comments provide inpine inio ithe planning amd environmensal procest. No respomes to ooy comtents will i made

Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority
Gold Line - Phase Il

Public Comment Card
Name: T .m N2 ol I Date o1 —45 =~ 2ea 3
Phono:
Address
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LOS ANGELES TO PASADENA

Please ieave al the comment table or submit to:

Los Angeles (o Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority
Altn: Susan Hodar

625 Fair Qaks Avenue, Suite 200

South Pasadena, CA 81030

CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY (626) 799-8599 Fax

| Seoping conments proviche wipnd oo tie plinning ard covironmenial process. Norespones fo scopong cammenix il be asele {

Draft - Scoping Comments H-7
September 3, 2003
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Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority
Gold Line - Phase Il

Public Comment Card

Name: KF\ S H a4
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LOS ANGELES TO PASADENA

Please lcave at the comment table or submit to: |

Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authaority
Aun; Susan Hodor

625 Fair Oaks Avenue, Suite 200

South Pasadena, CA 81030

CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY (626) 799-8599 Fax

Scoping comments provide input inio the plamming and envizonmental process. No eesporaes 1o scoping comments will i mnde

Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority
Gold Line - Phase il

Public Comment Card

| ’ /
Name: \«/é’/“ _/;:‘:"LQ_/[ STHATA . _ Date f//fi//) f;
Phone: ny(:}.-»h: L) YVySs (/f/ { Cirn { Email: J -
Address: _ ;
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Please leave at the comment table or submit to:

Los Angeles to Pasade,i3 Melro Blue Line Canstruction Authority
Attn: Susan Hodor

625 Fair Oaks Avenue, Sulte 200

South Pasadena, CA 91030

CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY (625) 799-3599 Fax

Syoping comaents provide gt ato e plamnng and envieomnental process. No responses to sonping comments wiil be made
ovnmng 7 i i < P i PIng

oo i

Draft - Scoping Comments ‘ H-8
September 5, 2003
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Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority
Gold Line - Phase Il

Public Comment Card

) / 4 —t - -
{ / / A iy A L. &
Name: [/ ;¢ 4 v ilae th ot n 7ol Date: L=, &l
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Address]|

£ : / g
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te Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blua Line Construction Authority
and wla S #hscoéec Attn: Susan Hodor
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sk lerliomimc oo R &
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CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY r’!)(. ; PR £5ing S s y: (626) 799-8599 Fax
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Draft - Scoping Comments 7 H-9
September 5, 2003
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July 14, 2003

TO:

Susan Hodor

Geold Line Construction Authority
6§25 Fair Oaks Ave. Suite 200
South Pasadena, CA 91030

FROM: Foothill Village Homeowners Association

RE:

Qur
the

Our

Glendora, 91741

Gold Line Phase II
Environmental Impact

community of 60 homes liss adjacent to the south side of
right of way at the Barranca Ave. crossing.

Concerns are:
1. The noise of horns and bells triggered by the cross-
ing which would sound only a few feet from our homes.

We expect that horns can be triggered te sound at
the crossing, not from the trains themselves.

2, The foot traffic of youngsters walking on Barranca
going to and from Sandburg Middle School.

What will be done to protect children,who are known
to be careless. Are there any barriers that cross
the sidewalk as well as the street?

3. Maintenance of the right of way.

Present maintenance is poor. Water drainage from
the higher elevations north of us, runs down
Barranca into culverts on the north side of the
tracks, comes out into a "ditch" on the south side
of the tracks and moves west to a large storm drain.

The "ditch" between Barranca and the storm drain

has filled with secil, debris, plant and weed growth.
We fear that an unusually large amount of water
could undermine the track bed and/or break our wall
because the water cannot flow in an adeguate ditch.

4. Noise of trains.
what thought has been given to sound barriers where

residential areas are immediately adjacent to the
right of way?

Draft - Scoping Comments H-10

September 5, 2003
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Please keep us informed of plans and reports and decisions
as this project proceeds.

Draft ->Sc6pi1;g Comments 7 H-11
September 5, 2003
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Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority
Gold Line - Phase Il

Public Comment Card

Commeniss Lkee rL,]“gf: }c‘gmgr&: fé QC L\_)J e FLA(&M o
H(;Nl Sl AR, _‘%Q—/—’). 2 '
= L LA [
LecuiremendTe oA el

Levien), Fopmer be KoV (/e LA u«cw(; /)LQ7/M~€_
g::}./fl‘?ezml re TRACES,, |

Please [eave at the comment table or submit to: ‘

LOS ANCELES TO PASADENA

Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro 8lue Line Construction Authorfty

Attn: Susan Hodor
6§25 Fair Osks Avenue, Suite 200, South Pasadena, CA 91030

{625) 799-8599 Fax |
CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY Phase2@metragoldline.org
Scoping comments provile input wnto the planmng and eaviroamental process. No respease fo scopiing comments awill I mad

Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority
Gold Line - Phase Il

Public Comment Card

Nameé:j:?:t) KJJ /‘{CHE&\(\A f% '\} —

Date: 7/,4%33

Comments: l £ ; { : I

W OF Wl enlbonee et

’an«,\pwf& Cos™ %4&(7\,@\& . -A\/LC{ ({i’b“‘khk {/U[

(/)/\)e // \%&L €
)

LOS ANGELES TO PASAUENA

Flease Jeave at the comment table or submit to: ‘

Los Angeles to Pasacena Melro Blue Line Construction Authority

Afttn: Susan Hodor
625 Fair Oaks Avenue, Suite 200, South Pasadena, CA 91030 |

(626} 799-8584 Fax |
CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY Phase2@metrogoldline.ory |

|
Sevgunyg comments provide gt 1o e plimng ond emviromnenzal process No rosponses 1o scoping comptents will e made |
|

Draft - Scoping Comments ‘ H-12
September 5, 2003
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Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority
Gold Line - Phase !l

Public Comment Card

| Commenits: J_ LUK \ D L‘,k)A 2 i {wc{_L. i ﬁx,ub( 114 '-lé(f'{, ;.,( Lltfress i}
| b P B ] Lty

o wouled i+ e I s P\ A hy e I, AR Ml ! Conihdfic,
il o pade” hetde. Dl il R
Ol o giewahen, jicludir PHP " anil jrasa colte of
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’?[y’w‘\“" 5, G dh peisey Aoy Duadieff  If f¢ I econ
/)« S:l“"—“/ e J—' ( v}\' pTA /( il 46/3{_ LOALLA S 1/5, G

; Mg PP o P A i
! "‘ 1 f3 ol L“""‘ el /1*3 ~"\‘L- /0 1‘/\‘\ /#k e 7 B!eas teave at lhe mg:nl bbleo)rsubmu to:
LOS ANGELES TO PASADENA

Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority
Attn: Susan Hodor

625 Fair Oaks Avenue, Suite 200, South Pasadena, CA 91030
(626) 799-8559 Fax

Phase2@meltrogaldline.org

CONSTRUCTION AUTHORA!TY

Scoping comments providc wipue ey the planneng nnd environmentil process Nooresponses (0 seopise conmenic witl be mends

Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority
Gold Line - Phase I

Public Comment Card

Phane:

Comments: W,/é” /L TPV Lih GO EAfr ETSS DF
:.,//7//‘7‘" LIS § 777700, 7 A =A<y Lorrls JE7. LS/l i
V9 . :,/” //}{;«ﬁ//’ ESt G L /5/ ’ LT~ égzz/%, //};
S8, TR 208 (/A/r)?" PR 7 (/»,,( | TREIL. 4~

Please ieave at the comment table or submit to:

LOS ANGELES TO FPASADENAR

Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority
Attn: Susan Hodor |

625 Fair Oaks Avenue, Sulte 200, South Pasadena, CA 91030
(626) 799-8599 Fax |

Phase2@metrogoldiine.org |
CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY
Scaping comments provide tiput inte e planning end environmental process Ao responies W Seapang commans wall be i
Draft - Scoping Comments H-13

September 5, 2003
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Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority
Gold Line - Phase Il

Public Comment Card

Comments: | (& ? YO wa }J T e ‘l et own a,‘{__ Tlaxk ’]j J o }f-‘ ¢
. \ 3 5\
{5 AL\ €v ‘;«' :%coc'\\ T v

4

Please Jeave at the comment table or sutwnit to:

LOS ANGELES TO PASADENA
Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construclion Authority
Attn: Susan Hodor
625 Fair Oaks Avenue, Suite 200, Sauth Pasadena, CA 21030
(626} 799-8599 Fax
Phase2@metrogoldiine.org

CONSTRUCTION AUTYHORITY

Scoping comments proviite mpit into the planning and enviconmenial process No responses o woping conmments will be mole

Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority
Gold Line - Phase Il

Public Comment Card

Comments (/‘\ Zusore Ml 7 B feiu {/ CADE ((q_;(ljr wl {ex (\_LLA'.A.L WL%-{ Um). )
el : O il
\,U( e [\ u_f' ; ru U TS A w/ L\(,umc.j &4 Léﬁ )TJL\_U:CLCL\ Q_Z’ LA %ik’ L“(ng“
f\kL ( (i &\ Ltw. \‘C{:& (jl" Vg_l g._{ %»H. 4 "'(" _,-Yf,,.’_f {«\ Uf{’kuj &Lh&. L § U.L(CU.S
.L C((g,.xwth +[\./V ¢ 7 ST, 4«‘(?\( { Ql\d 7/2" [ E ; bk‘, ask b(
x._’f"x -"-—‘S“‘j’ \’“ﬂ{w«ftu)t’u *‘U(ﬁ’ f171ml4 l’Ci /LWA\LHKL“!(\ ie, e'«c-\am;i'md SP"’AL"'J

e [ 5 !
: ==t S: Siprai | ()’ l_( ‘f Please leave at the comgnen! table or submit fo: |
LOS ANGELES TO PASADENA LL(‘d 'C(L s Y L |

Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority

— \_,LU_{‘-(.LL{(CU Attn: Susan Hodor
2 Sha i é o 625 Fair Qaks Avenue, Suite 200, South Pasadena, CA 91030
7(4@/5& oy @GLE (626) 799-8599 Fax

i TNs! 5 Phase2fmetrogoldline.org
CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY M,tj( lAj(fil(- iy l'\,_{\,/llléix\.(g )

Scaping comments provide inpid st the plasming aad envicormental process. Na respuoenses fo scapinz comments sall I wads

Draft - Scoping Comments - H- 14-
September 5, 2003
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Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority
Gold Line - Phase Il

Public Comment Card

- -3

Date:

Comments: HC\QJ& i (’Lo"r‘ Lé‘_t.CtglC'{ej G QM G“‘é O'u Tre O
Cu--t*:'\ vies g,_;_)z/vnv‘f' ._/WALL.Q.C( )
7 z

Please leave at the table or submit to:

LOS ANCELES YO FASAQENA

- Los Angeles to Pasadens Metro 8lue Line Construction Authority
| A |=——="] Atin: Susan Hodor

' " - ' 625 Fair Oaks Avenue, Suite 200, South Pasadena, CA 91030
e ‘ !ﬁ] (626) 799-8599 Fax
CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY FPhase2@metrogoidiine.ory

Scoping comments provide inpua inio the pianning and enviconmenial process. No cespories to scoping commenis will be nile

Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority
Gold Line - Phase Il

Public Comment Card

Name: Z.i:,,: < /-‘,C'/A',,pp Date: 7/7/5,3

el
ppe  aliweet ,:;;Z’.

Please leave af the comment table or submit to:

LOS ANCELES TO PASADENA

Los Angeles to Pasadena Melro Biue Line Construction Authority
Aftn: Susan Hodor
625 Fair Oaks Avenue, Sufte 200, South Pasadena, CA 91030

| et ”“’:i E.;-“ (626) 799-8598 Fax

f CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY Phase2@metrogoldiine.org

Scoping conments peovide wput 1o e plasming and eavironmeninl process. No responses 1o scoping commcents will be mente

Draft - Scoping (ftiﬁ;henhs o H-15
September 5, 2003
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Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority
Gold Line - Phase Il

Public Comment Card

i N .
| B
Name: NS L L

Phone

OSUNER LARGE DI 26 (ARKING FACILITIES
e e =17 , = e T =) 4 3
AT STRTIoOS, FHeco mabDBaTeE 200200 i

E Comments: {

CA2S To FACILATATE [PRK' KINE L BBAISIT

Compm )\ TR =

i
Please lcave atthe comment table or submit lo:

LOS ANGELES TO PASADENA

Los Angeles 10 Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority
Afttn: Susan Hodor |

- X 625 Fair Oaks Avenue, Suite 200, South Pasadena, CA 910320 |
‘ z‘l’-,‘ (626) 799-8599 Fax |

CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY Phise2@metrogoldline.org ’

Scoping commenis pravide inpul inte the plaaning and vmviconmenial process No responses to scopriny comments will be made [

Draft - Scoping Comments H-16
September 5, 2003
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Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority
Gold Line - Phase

Public Comment Card
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Comments: DO S0 AR 1wy, penrcediq oA 71763 ~ weortfe

—

T v A Busines§ o A /#771.(,0«:,«7 Benosey) MmaE

' §
VISR b CanTh T e INLroD  PACFIC EReteT AUy, WE
/Hoty/ ReEtoauewn PEOESTIRiM)  ACCE3S [Fleyn THE DT
L'/t..’:\/r:'/v: St 7o ALV /ﬁi}k«.«m — 7Ife Punricn PLtzA.

NS SIUDEWTS oG mepma /A oA NITE TRATH ATUE TO it
/

LOS ANCELES YO PASADENA
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Please leave at the comment table or submitto: | — 7

A
Los Angeles (o Pasadens Metro Blue Line Construction Authority

Atn: Susan Hodor
625 Fair Oaks Avenue, Suile 200, South Pasadena, CA 91030

(626) 799-8599 Fax
Phase2@metrogoidiine.org

Scoping comments provide inpul ania the planning amd enviconmenial process Ne respunscs to scoping comments will be made.

CONSTRUCTION AUTHCRITY
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Draft - Scoping Comments 7 H-17
September 5, 2003




Gold Line Phase II Extension to Montclair Appendix H

Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority
Gold Line - Phase Il

Public Comment Card

Dleeat D Oenald

Name:

Phone;

AddressH

=
i
| Comments: { - bl %o $oitbin
| e T
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B, o 2NN, HL',,- S0 ‘['f 3
'z
F: 7
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M-ase ieave at the comment table or submit to:

Los Angeles to Paszoena Melro Bive Line Construction Authority
Attn: Susan Hodor

625 Fair Caks Avenue, Suite 200, South Pasadena, CA 31030
P (626} 799-8599 Fax
CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITT Phase2@metrogoidiine.org

Scoping comments provide wprt 1mo the plannmg emd envirummental process No eespones to scopiag comments will I mande

Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority
Gold Line - Phase !l

Public Comment Card

.5 O y R A 4
Name! S // Lyl 2t/ Date: A e
7
] |
Phone:
Address™ =0 o -
@ . 5 st |
Comments: _-/ NN e RN A FHE 4 ek it T b grwae A }
3 / el
~ ) . 5 fe.2 ot o AT e s 22 §
———— vd - - oo
- - z 2 o vasye s g g S a2 7 X T

Please leave al the comment table or submit to: |

LOS ANGELES TD PASADENA
Los Angeles to Pasadena Melro Biue Line Consiruction Authority
Aftn: Susan Hodor
625 Fair Oaks Avenue, Suite 200, South Pasadena, CA 91030
(626} 799-8593 Fax
Phase2@metrogoldlinc.org

CONSTRUCTION AUIHQ!IT T

Scoping comments prosude tipnd e the phaenitnrg el enveronmen il Process NO 2ePONes fa SWHpIE Cnimenis wadl D ol

i > = ki ! G FOR——; |

Draft - Scoping Co;ments 7 o H-18
September 5, 2003
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Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority
Gold Line - Phase Il

Public Comment Card
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Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority
Gold Line - Phase |l

Public Comment Card
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Please leave at the comment labie or submil to:

Los Angeles lo Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority

Attn: Susan Hador
825 Fair Oaks Avenue, Suile 200, South Pasadena, CA 91030

(626) 7998599 Fax
Phase2@melrogoldline.org

Scoping cemments pravide inpul inie the planning wid otvaronmental process. No respanses to seaping commnients will be ina 1

CONSTRUCTIOMN AUTHORITY

Draft - Scoping Comments H-19
September 3, 2003
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Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority
Gold Line - Phase Il

Public Comment Card

Name: % / i

Comments:

T}
LS ‘L\ L/{'—(.’;U‘LLQ_' Te At TA ne. 20Tt
Gee t AP AL e en T

Please feave at the comment table or submit to:
LOS ANGELES TO PASADENA |

A o=
W

CONITRUCTION AUTHORITY

Los Angeles (o Pasadena Metro Biue Line Construclion Authority
Atin: Susan Hodor
625 Fair Oaks Avenue, Suite 200, South Pasadena, CA 81030
(626} 799-8599 Fax
PhaseZ@metrogoldline.org

Scoping commenis provide mpil into the planmiay and environmental process Mo responses o scoping comments wifl e mede
14 P i png

Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority
Gold Line - Phase Il

Public Comment Card

Name: f‘!!—AN EeoBinsg eN Date: 7/ IfE

i Phone:

{ Addres: ___
Comments: _Bealfil!l T fyr el padevgvele ya Bl LTk s Moy by
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Piease leave at the comment ladle or submit lo:

LOS ANGELES TGO PASADENA

. tos Angeles to Pasadena Metro Biue Line Construction Authority
'. ‘ g Atin: Susan Hedor
F”’.‘.J: A N 625 Fair Daks Avenue, Suite 200, South Pasadena, CA 91030

. -.‘;;.] z‘;,m (626) 799-8599 Fax

D )
CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY PhaseZ@metrogoldiine.org

Scoping comments provide input ssto thye plannong nd environmental process. Na respunses 1 scopiag comarents will s made

Draft - Scoping Comments 7 H-20
September 5, 2003
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Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority
Gold Line - Phase Il

Public Comment Card
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LOS ANGELES TQ PASADEHNA

Pigese leave at Lhe cormment tabie or submil fo:

Los Angaies fo Pasa lena Melro Blue Line Construction Authority

AHn: Susan Hodor
625 Falr Oaks Avenue, Sufte 200, South Pasadena, CA 91030

(628) 799-8599 Fax
CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY Phase2@metrogoldline.org
[

Scoping commenis provide i into the plenning and emviroamenial process. No tespunsey io sceping comments will by e,
oz —o AT

La Autoridad de Construccion de La Linea Azul del Metro de Pasadena
Linea Dorada - Fase Il

Forma de Comentario

Nombre:

Fecha:

Teiéfono:

Direccx‘:n_

’ 3 D h :
Comentarios: (Y\ o5t @< No~dy . Podb M A 0t Na Rt 15 e 5 Seaen A Anls %* > e I3

(RIS nd Dnar_OgTen o nsy reed A e
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\ i 1
NGNS ANA nefteiian e Ledo S\ "/. A s ':\‘E\ e N SJ‘-’ g -
y 3 53 U
Favor de dejar esta forma en la mesa de comentario o regrese a:
LOS ANGELES TO PASADENA

Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority
Attn: Susan Hodor

625 Fair Oaks Avenue, Suite 200

South Pasadena, CA 91020

(626) 799-8589 Fax

Phase2@Metragoldline. org

CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY

mentarins ayidaran i cstablever of proceao ambeenial « de plampicacion N e gencedran respoeitas formales a los comeniarios durans

emenianios durante i Evilducaoon

Draft - Scoping Comments H-21
September 5, 2003
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Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority
Gold Line - Phase Il

Public Comment Card
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e B et LL iy " sas50 leave at the comment table or submit to: ‘

Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority |
Alin: Susan Hodor |

625 Fair Oaks Avenue, Suite 200, South Pasadena, CA 91030 |
(626) 799-8599 Fax ’

Phase2@metrogoidiine.org

CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY

b omper inter thee phisimang, amd cavieonmeniaf process, No responses 1o scuping comments will be made |
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Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority
Gold Line - Phase Il

Public Comment Card

o2 .
H 1 e " 5 o 4 / o } ' ,/ -‘)
CName: s o SLCSHA f/‘)z ¢ - P Date; / / o3

FPhone:
| Address !
| Comments: __~* [~V WL ynda Tl v — . |
) ; wia A o KO . ; 8
| R s 45 90 | L»',L\,/T,.' \f L B B o {7C £X ¢ L Ll 41-(_4:4/0&,.,
| . is o BB 1 D .
(A L'L._‘S_‘fj[,t;L(ﬁL(_, Al e g .‘_;&_.}L,,t_.- L) R VL,L'&__V,,') :L,-L-{’-‘f' i
|
s = |
Flease feave al the comment tadle or submit to:
LUS ANGELES TO PASAUENA f
M Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority |
v Atin: Susan Hodor |
= e~ 625 Fair Oaks Avenue, Suite 200, South Pasadena. CA 91030 |
\ > x (626) 799-8599 Fax
i CGNSIRUGTION B1) 1 IYONITY. Phase2@metrogoldiine.org

‘ Neaping comments provife impad infe e plasmnag el envirormenal procest Ne sespenses 1o scoping cometenis will e made

Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Biue Line Construction Authority
Gold Line - Phase il

Public Comment Card

Name: {1 ..,/( L

. Phone:

B J
b Gl L bss < T Dale:

i Address:

i

{ Ales 5 A N ’ A\ A{ Sty 4., 3
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Drancé hne 5}&:‘2 Stutfa o Bowbacde v dy e sk A rinn Arzedia Sa i

| 7
i f)) e mal hthtdu. 1[1¢, /\ hj ﬁ; (/t rolr J/}J‘_l Please leave at the comment table or submir to:
! LDS ANGELES TO 'AsADCN

3 & /_{’.., h} /“ iz ( ) Los Apgeles fo Pasadena Metro Biue Line Construction Authority ;

Ana: Susan Hodor §

4’14 'f-( A Z‘( /)-4 /4~ 625 Fair Oaks Aven ue, Suite 200, South Pasadena, CA $1030 |
. ) . o, | = (626) 799-8599 Fax

Nt — fifar” Sua é:’i [u’{e/ £ Vep- /,;,/-/-,,.1‘“,(‘,, f,g.‘ Phase2@metrogoldiine.org

Yeenpreiy Comimentes prrovady ingnad iin the plemiong and envirannwniol priess No tesponses o seeping comments will e waiks,
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Draft - Scoping Comments
September 5, 2003
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Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority
Gold Line - Phase il

Public Comment Card

Comments: f/{-’?ﬁ’ ( iy, el &r/_S/V[/‘/"? 2047 /‘,;) /0//»’5,4//, ﬂ/l_
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Please leave at the comment table or submit to:

LOS ANGELES TQ PASADENA

Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority
Artn: Susan Hodor

625 Falr Oaks Avenve, Suite 200, South Pasadena, CA 91030
(626) 799-8593 Fax

d Phase2@metrogoidiine. org

CONSTRUCYION AUTHORITY

Scoping comements provide pat po dhie planming and environmensd process. No responses o scopisg comments will be made |

- e e Y e =i —

Draft - Scoping Comments H-24
September 5, 2003
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Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority

Goid Line - Phase Il

Public Comment Card

Name:%‘l\L q;—\«.\\\g‘ /\\4\\\! Date: S\\\\? \q NQ}}

Address!

ety . SEENSS,  ONTR TRy PhEETHs  K

OUTSTIRaTon &R At NTRRNWARS. X |
X SR AT SES\EN, ]

Please laave al the comment table or submit ta:

LOS ANGELES TO PASADENA

Los Angeles to Pasacena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority
Attn; Susan Hodor

625 Fair Oaks Avenue, Suite 200, South Pasadens, CA 81030
(626) 793-8599 Fax

Phase2@metrogoldiine.org

CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY
Scoping comments provide impul inte the plunning and environmental procexs. No responses 10 STOPInG Coniments w il he made.

Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority
Gold Line - Phase Il

Public Comment Card

Name: é(// /[ 1 73n7 C: (r?c//vf/é‘ﬁ‘ Date: 7//7/&__?

Phone:

Address:

3 s
Comments: /4 E =L 2L ¢ il £ =

/ s
qc_":/c"l(’iﬁ IR p p T i 3:[,_({.'35 v s o2 rc]) /—/ﬂ/w,;,c letlf % g
A i ki Rbk Adgacy Ay fotrs R <77 TAFS

Lot PTOAT RulD O THT SENATTT e Ctes BBRE 4 X

& s & AR L= s%) e s TS - 1:-)<ﬁ:-74{c" 70 /7§ s 2

PR T
RS YO & BATTT _L Jq/’jﬂ(”(’ /s Please leave at the comment table or submit to:

LOS ANGELES YO PASADENA

Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority
Attn: Susan Hodor

- .j‘. e i 625 Fair Oaks Avenue, Suite 200, South Pasadena, CA 91030
R r_.;n] (626) 799-8599 Fax
Phase2@metrogoldiine.org

CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY

Scoping commenis provide input inta the planiag ond environmental process. Na responses (o scoping comments witl be muicde

Draft - Scoping Comments H-25

September 5, 2003
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Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Biue Line Construction Authority
Gold Line - Phase Il

Public Comment Card

| Name: [i/‘/‘J AE /}L ?{F’L«f\[/ Date: 7// 77/'J

|
j Address: .
i Comments: L[ FHASE 2 Gats TAn ol L ;Z-‘ Joel it [ fﬂ’—/"’}&L
oo A wiodin, ‘/3-'{,1:;/ f/\.«'f Fha < fL’ TL/m A M e
Néar &z {}ﬂ-”}?f;’sc—if; ‘f{j’ V’VE»tzﬂ-‘? ,-16447“.«»_»-?‘/ AR S A 7"</‘ e Pubfic
i \T/ ’/J'f/ —ﬂ“‘- Fd)évg’/i-ﬁ’lftx_. v _}\-11‘ /f)i-r/;( , Lokt ‘_"‘._r : v A—
' of frs T gren Lo rhpr kit o S

‘ 4
(lf - b/{"t(/(/bm‘uy | PNCA (G Please leave at (he comment table or submit to:

LOS ANG LES fo PASADENA
&£l is cottm-g e Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Caonstruction Authority

¢ ’ Attn: Susan Hodor |
11 J_Tj /w. LAX 625 Fair Oaks Avenue, Suite 200, South Pasadena, CA 91030 |

/ (626) 799-8599 Fax |
o, g Ph ine. |
CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY Ve —ff*-«v 7/72.{{,{,‘___ ase2@meltrogokdiine.ory i
Scopiay comments provale s inte the planming and cavieonmeninl grocess. No respenses [ soping Comments s Wt b
Draft - Scopmo Comments H-26

September §, 2003
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Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority
Gold Line - Phase I

Public Comment Card

Name: P\ F’\QD\—@ LE{’Y(I\L Date: C‘/’? = 1 "63

Phone:
Address:

Comments:

k’[’C)\,i L {/Re 'fj'-’«--\"(',&\l e oS [Vl A S 'Féﬂ e Il gV O
il reiterestin ¢ bad T ot wcec] eone ~th me w4 The
SRR /¢ OCC»-%(‘A ~ .-{E:;g_ ‘f/'l@_ Aarcactho. Sta ";}lc‘-t A
Aok Fhewe twoas A0 SOpPs Nearr  Ahe jZace frack
et S‘C une CH2. whicd, wovld loe <o g, _uve at th

Y e omment table or submit to:
LOS ANGELFS TO'PASADENA /_9('-‘.%3\, SRy A (e i L os€ e
P taolils % = Las Angeles to Pasadeng Metro Biue Line Canstruction Authority
14l ) - D3I ;I’IO Attn; Susan Hodor
. o y W &h 7(& [ ‘(‘fe/q“ Fair Oaks Aénua, Ite 200, South Pasadena, CA 91030
e oy 526) 793-8599 Fax
55 lea v af: Vero < . (
CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY )/ : R Phuse2@metrogoidiine.ory

T cou

Senguny comments provide input iato the plaaning and enviroamenial process. Nd respoases 10 seaping comemenis witd e made

e
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JEA LS f5 senve Hhe: peeple rmore. SO -/%af tpil
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Draft - Scoping Comments 7
September 3, 2003
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Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority
Gold Line - Phase Il

Public Comment Card

L tats_ TONISD

| Name: M ASHALC

Phane:

Addresst —

. The 2 et coes monle emnch  raed mccerr 4o dha norblein
Commenls: < "?}vw ces A
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Please leave at the comment table or submit to:

LOS ANGELES TO PASADEKRA

Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authorfty
Attn: Susan Hodor

625 Falr Oaks Avenue, Suite 200, South Pasadena, CA 91030
(626) 799-8589 Fax

Phase2@metrogoldline.org

CONSTRUCTION AUTHQAITY

Sevping compsgils pray b anput o the plunaing amil environmiental preceys. No cOSPOnyes 10 SCUNNE Coutens will he made

Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Biue Line Construction Authority
Gold Line - Phase Il

Public Comment Card

| Name: MAJESHALL LT pate: __7/17 /3>

| Phone:

Address

Comments: e & /“(j"\ g -0 7{;”‘;"- w s pegliee R-_/. e Lie f he e boul . )
7 v g -
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Please leave at the comment table or sudbmit to:

Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority
At Susan Hodor

6235 Fair Oaks Avenue, Suite 200, South Pasadena, CA 91030
(625) 799-8599 Fax

Phase2@metrogoldiine.org

CONSTRUCTION AUTHCRITY

daping Commeirs provede il ine dhe plinning wmd envin maennal Preacss N rEsORSEs T SCOINE COMIMe IS W W e muaede,

Draft - Scoping Comments - H-28
September 5, 2003
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Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority
Gold Line - Phase 1l

Public Comment Card

§~ame:Q@££ctf- HomPlons

! Phone:

Comments: THE NEW ALEGMMEVT wWILL meeh To Re GRANE SEPARATEN AT |
| SEVERA L LOC/?ndf"’f THELE TS AN URMA)&&H Foz AR RAIDKE OVER
\SAVTA ANITR AVENOE 18] AACAQIA. ALSO, ANEAS whels Te TAjck
gws 8cpsS The ol of A Homp"” Carv Be €8STLy GRME SLIRATED.

Please leave at the comment table or submit (o:

LGS ANGELES TQO PASADENA
Los Angeles lo Pasadana Metro Biue Line Construction Authority
Afttn: Susan Hodor
625 Fair Daks Avenue, Suite 200, South Pasadena, CA 91030
{626} 799-8599 Fax
Phase2@metrogoldiine.org |

CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY

Scoping commesis provide inpul into the plaaning aemd vaviroamontol process, No rexponses (6 scoping commenss will e madv

Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority
Gold Line - Phase I

Public Comment Card

| Comments: f SEREOLS  EQROR. WfS WoTe)) onm Tye €XISTING cod
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| Lzme 8z oF wvFol!

Please leave at the comment it to; '
_EOS ANTELES TO PASADENA - g g

i .
I it ;_’,‘7__/7,_0 Los Angeles i0 Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority
! ) Attn: Susan Hodor |
i . 625 Fair Oaks Avenue, Suite 200, South Pasadena, CA 91030
g5 (626) 799-8599 Fax l
CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY Phase2@metrogoidiine. °"9
i
f Scagnry covnnenis provefe dngstal viro the plurasizyg iind enveronmenticd process Na cesporses o ICOSE confaneres wilf be mastie !
Draft - Scoping Comments H-29

September 5, 2003
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Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority
Gold Line - Phase Il

Public Comment Card

Name, O A /C‘ < I:L_"'./_y_[;i 78

i
Phone

| Addres

e m— - — - ——

i Comments _’_'_r_égg,c, _,u—r;}é;[;jt;; il Lty -.\?/. vz i }/1-1 2:'2,.’ (,/_:.’.;‘./ ‘j.tq?é_jé
, S - 7 ? P b, & —— 4

wdarel - é/"!:*f fJ.-’"x- c’)’v(..g..f e f LT et 721 el /L-Cc.‘:z;—ﬂ of U A & Leg

- ! 2 () 574 ) 2 - g (
’ ‘/Zfl_;f '/A» A et (A Al a2 ‘/’}?—l}’ 7 v\:l,\ j " A 2 z‘"{{(’ /{:'“\.],«[/L(C(,f/{_'_ i
S — — L. cindrg - 7 nv —t : Vg ; ’«"'I_’— S !
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; 7 i = s

2 P : o
i *ku/ 8 &7 (e RV e Ancean Whaen ~riiain A.l/ Please leave at the comment table or submit to: |
LOS ANGELES TO PASAUENA / H

Fiteedceen Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority
. Attn: Susan Hodor

§‘f -—/'— 625 Fair Oaks Avenue, Suite 200, South Pasadena, CA 91030
- = Ly (626) 799-8599 Fax
Phase2@metrogoldline.org

CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY

Seopang cemimenis procide ingna vite the plasnses sl csaromaoniol process No respxonses 1o seopiag comiments wilk b nunde

Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority

Gold Line - Phase il

Public Comment Card
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Phone:

J
i
|
!
|
i
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!

| Comments: |\ yoant
_Ncromtion v
bi’.u QXJ%\\_LI \ Vit i
| B Seyv 105 |+ ,1¢’$F? 2 ¥ /[ 2. A S 0 Kiversi o
,;_Lé- ‘LV!/“";J\'“ 76\/" C"}S'l':‘(} 5[51% L INE & XT U"vﬂe,lf ﬂp ii:seleave at the coi‘:::‘ r:ij:'rl:;m to: ‘
| S ‘

LOS ANGELES TO PASADENA \4 '\I.:\-v T LL C‘] L
O rd ) Cﬁé - Mos Angele¥ to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority |
Attn: Susan Hodor |

625 Fair Oaks Avenue, Suite 200, South Pasadena, CA 91030 |
(626) 799-8599 Fax |
PhaseZ@metrogoaidline org |
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CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY

Scoping commurts provide mput imio the plassinge aned cuvireamental peorcsy. Na respomses o seapre s commenit will v made
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Draft - Scoping Comments
September 3, 2003
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- Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority
Gold Line - Phase Il

Public Comment Card

|
l Name: LOHN (L STH y Date: -Juisy 17 2003

1 BuinD i
USTne oo T}:":

BOWD AN kH o EJA\L_, '

=3 (GG IETHE COONTT LINS AZAP. K BEVCNEY (rervic
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VIR RTLEEN CEOLANE S & LR AR LA 20 TaMe» Please ieave af the comment table or submit to:
d LOS ANGFLI"!‘{TD 9A§Ansu5~“‘ ‘1.‘-‘) mh!:\eﬁ e i EAT L*Ll’- BY FARHTZING CouThOUD Moy M isARE
Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blug Line Construction Authosity ’
{4 TEARL ouT COADSINSTEAD QUACE. SERCANTING, Attn: Susan Hodor

6 625 Fair Oaks Avenue, Suite 200, South Pasadena, CA 91030
m‘ E:., #H5 incwe A AuEeaylougre- A daaw WIOTH ALlows [T (626) 799-8599 Fax

10 FAT 1A, SAVEy) By ShiacLo B
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TREALEINTT CHM Z- FLAMMIZED T Fo~ND AL LILE THIS ConTare
Svoping cosyments provide inpul into the plpaning amd eavirommental process. Na responses ta scoping vommenty will be prade

. Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority
Gold Line - Phase Il

Public Comment Card

| Name: ~JotN QUCTH , BADTTL JOLY 17, 20073

Date:
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Comments: _$(, EXFELAUTIE CANTCESAR CosTS 4o O € PUlrAETS - SOUNT WAl TOnNT
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EQUAL-S1270 | ) "o THE FREEuUds) SASTEM 1S mcw—eamm EiARO8 T OSE- EMHINENT
LOMAN FREELY TO GET a @ w{ HOOI -4 A0eEF TAS “TToNS\ T SYEVEM Sevi T

ADbs M + GAES TN GHERLENCY Plegse leave l}{(he commanr tabhor submu to:
LOS ANGELES TO PASADENA ;;P T(-.(L B&VECC TECTREAR CAL | Fofa

R .—«:N‘L.S T Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construcdon Authamy
PREELOAYS on2. TOUREAN ZAILTRANG T B 10 [EESUERT Attn: Susan Hodor
e FUW P BT sttt 625 Fair Oaks Avenue, Suite 200, South Pasadena, CA 91030
| e ﬁ‘m DUSCRETIONARY FONDING 10 TRaNSITS, WaLF A CENTURY (626) 799-8599 Fax
! CUNSTRUCTION RUTHORITY 4/ MPNT&&.\M/ CNSTRUCTICN] QSY‘MO Phasez@metrogoldline.org

e {160 MILES o WRRUCEZAN Wwe AT st | RaLear ( #Cife.

i
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NATINET MeET ol TS “MpETren) INTHE Q.20 WE ™D runy-
FiNAALS AL EX] BILATY pX> ,,,_» waott D Lkt 2 NDTt THAY zonaYy
Tho. SON GAEZIEL f‘nUN!A»E N SINGLE DI T HIE AWAY e
ALMOST INVISBLE  BECAOC ,/smwc%; SEVERYTY,

Draft - Scoping Comments - A H-31
September 5, 2003
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. Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority
Gold Line - Phase Il

Public Comment Card

Comments: #F CanSICEP | BINLIANG CQROSING GATES FZaM Boml SUAS o wipe
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CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY

Attn; Susan Hodor
210 Areer vse = HNoL 625 Fair Oaks Avenue, Suite 200, South Pasadens, CA 91030

3 3 E = (626) 799-8599 Fax
CR7-= NG W/ EFIETING- ot LINE T ant/ol ]
c‘&%‘%& T MTA ATTEM FIS 0 HELGE hase2@metrogoldline.org
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September 5, 2003
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Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority
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Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Bilue Line Construction Authority
Gold Line - Phase il

Plelic Comment Card

e Wi W0 D ke oue iy 17, 2008

| Phone:
"‘Address . ‘ I
i Comments: _| < /P )5’ (.L»‘Iﬂﬂf/i z'{,/,f,‘7fr A"f [l }‘-’&"5 or A-‘l wOljce F‘
fvff.(/ 7{’ e Juc lue ’""i( ) f'?’%q“.cﬂ Cen Q, r/‘;(‘ (7C(("O§
} for ” sperwheele linirS . 7Atf<ﬁ A._é /M o O/ 6‘
L oam “coscerned aben? cars CLQ‘ZIZdﬂ ‘(DKPP_LLL
l%ZIEMJ ‘71100 atnC o4 ﬁw £ VOCS’/ nq/ /.’>C//
4 g 7€Lﬁ¢’f \/u/(, / 0( é) P 4 ;%q}'é;ﬁ/ Pfease?eafvoarme comment table or submit to:

LOS ANGELES TO PASADENA
A & Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority

/ ’ _7L Ann: Susan Hodor

) ( o R ,./ oy p;s Fair Oaks Avenue, Suite 200, South Pasadena, CA 91030

oca VOGS ret Sl (626) 799-8599 Fax

Phase2@matrogoldline.org

CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY (I( re /i(.f‘ G/CPO\'CJ(\! % 4"!{.§" msqt\?(‘

Scoping commenis provide input imto the planning and envirsemenial proces /\.1 PeSpaetes i SCopng con

Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority
Gold Line - Phase Il

Public Comment Card

i’@// / £ 'z"z /4 D

Namae:

Phone:

Address: |
| Comments: 77 [ N7 Z]Q 2 O 7f / < ”f 5‘/ 14’1’ 714 e (ch{ ?‘é’ £

-~ : = r
df o 7(}* CCUtEy 1S Uelvw: Z A Tract: 209 7/5 Me

o5 LT SR, ik 2 oy Vi Gl /L_s 7L/\ Cre G "/\/ LI N .72'; !
: “,,/"/,L; Q’{ /[f‘-’ 7]7”/6‘ \/1‘/’(*‘/ c”//f_{t?‘ fé)/,;’!( /Af/f’(‘r !
ZL/LL N/\ Q/f 7‘” JUC* S (/I“/‘ Looe u’/—F—‘Q From  pord /{/;v_f"i
| chur // /L J 2 /— Houw ,(_( ﬁ)r Pleass leave at the comment r:bla or submit to: ‘

oS nw‘(lr’s YO FASADENA

Y 1 2 / 7 Los Angeles (0 Pasadena Metro Biue Line Construction Authority

(6 [———]« ‘f’/C I Atin: Susan Hodor

m“ i " !//S VER e é, 625 Fair Oaks Avenue, Suite 200, South Pasadena, CA 91030
s m‘a‘“ B2 Coprlec+ ; (625) 799-8599 Fax |

Phase?@metrogoldllne org |

CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY dc: f‘}ﬂ( / f
FS y { C “S\ //)C (, //’l lu,l/ls u[;rﬂn/z_m"ﬂgm ’A/“? "

' Stepang comments provide iy the plansing aed enviponmental process No réspo n.u: 0 X

Draft - Scoping Comments
September 5, 2003
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Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority
Gold Line - Phase ll

Public Comment Card

Name: Date:
; Phone: B = Email:
Address:

comnge | €1R0 5] LU(P LIV VIA— Epos[ToF RV,

L/;p/Tc %1/6 TR AIKHEUNE T
B/ WiesTHI LS -

Please ieave at the commaent table or submil to:

Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority
Attn: Susan Hodor

625 Fair Oaks Avenue, Swvite 200, South Pasadena, CA 81030
(626) 799-8593 Fax

Phase2@maetrogoldiine.org

CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY

Seaping camments provile inpul into the plaramg and enveeonmenit! procesy. No resgmonses o 1 oping comments wilf be e

[T =S OLERD

Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority
Gold Line - Phase Il

Public Comment Card

: Name: n: . Date:
i Phone: Email:
Address:
Comments: “HE ot $F 1AM PACTS NAVE Mo T BFFN AFS Doy A3

ThHE Apirihiry FRepni 6 £ D 3c. Prs TARMN AFA S Wt i TOR Y

N Ty A _SlLoum /Ay Fr vF PFLR G Bicrysic ¢oF T4 IrE
SPEED [fos /M Fr) Iy SP Wikl Kkip M ANY /’fc//_: § rAw sorTs
Wikl soRMg ¢f — BFcarusyr THE Biyr uner host Az

- p/ rﬂ j 2 W/Q %Ye g;;]lhe commant table or submit to:

Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority
(i ,3 r . Attn: Susan Hodor |
A [&) Uik 0 0 R 625 Fair Oaks Avenue, Suite 200, South Pasadena, CA 31030 | l

P2 -z (626) 799-8599 Fax
I W/ TATED TRAIK A TERYMNT) v ¥ 5Phase2@metrogoidiine.org

LOS ANCGELES TO PASADENAi

CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY

Scaping camments provide mput inio the plasiny and covironmenial prucess. So responses o scopnnye commaents will e made

b

Draft - Sc ()pmg C omments 7 7. H-34
September 5, 2003
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To the MTA:

My name is Elliott Caine. I live on GG
6 _ " _|
There is an old adage. Do unto others as you would have them do
unto vou.” What the MTA has done to me and my family and our
neighborhood has been unconscionable. uncivilized and
disrespectful to our right to live in a peaceful and sane living
environment. The constant chiming of the bells and blowing of the
horns has completely disrupted an old. peaceful and quiet
neighborhood, and made it verv difficult to have a good night's
sleep, enjoy an afternoon at home, and impossible Lo enjov
relaxing in the back vard.
What 1s more appalling 1s that the situation does not have to be that
way. Obviously, if the train was elevated or below ground level,
there would be no noise or disruption issue to speak of. Given the
fact that the train is running at street level, the very least the MTA
should do is slow the train to 20mph and stop the bells and horns
except in emergency situations. We're willing to accept. for now,
the traffic disruption and inconvenience that the train routing now
causes. at least until something better can be worked out. What we
are demanding, as part of basic civility, is that the bells and horns
be stopped NOW!
Sincerely

Elliott Caine (July 17. 2003)

Draft - SE(—)ping Comments H-35
September 5, 2003
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Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority
Gold Line - Phase Il

Public Comment Card

Data: ’—:T(;L\[ &\ s &CC‘?

\/\a,x,"Q_ ¢ \_" ~. -IS\.&L\

(-)L -'L‘:k CL\A TAMAA Laged r»\M L‘Y\iu‘ ‘1 L Pplease leave 3t the commaent table o'l submitto:
0w ANGELRE uAuuu

SR u,mjf o WG Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority

J) & { Attn: Susan Hodor

ran - "(\ 625 Falr Oak: Avenue, Sulte 200, South Pasadena, CA 91030

LT LR Sk . L CoEAR ARES oo (577904389 Fax

CONSTRUCTION AUTHORTTANN S o, [ g bk . s 5l

3 Wk o ‘\'/uaavné NI 2

Scuping comments pravide inpid 1eto the picanning and enviconmenid

Lok LS\T{A- _(A&:vﬂ-l» :S'L”“ 10 min's cundXC G
(.Ll‘_c_ e CLL\_‘\ W\u‘(f—fpkk 9:“\,~(\1\"x‘\&, Cl\!& L;._u,c \.\::\LQK b\"'t‘a

process. No rrv[mmn 10 scopir, ety will e mele

Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority
Gold Line - Phase Il

Public Comment Card

] /
| Name: » MEE/SE 7 - BIGEY Date: 7&/ /(25

Phone: ‘

Commenis: 7/&4/ Gl ity UALY Z{“: ol xp«izdz Coaets pd 27(¢ ;{ﬂ T Letles
s “‘) Léz 2 /0 Mf'm,/(zzgdm 77 @an- Mt ez Mff],j
U /’luw mzx_c,mcj sCindiy 4“.'11«&&-4“4,-41{_41/(/ Clpucly l/’u.z«
r
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PASADENA

Pleasc leave at the comment table or submit 10: |

LOS ANGELES |
Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Biue Line Construction Authority |
Attn: Susan Hodor

625 Fair Oaks Avenue, Suite 200, South Pasadens, CA 91030
(626) 789-8599 Fax

COMSTRUCTION AUTHORITY Phase2gmetrogoldiine.org

Scopiry commonts proside inpul ino the piaing end enveronmental process: No respanses (0 souping commenis will e made

Draft - Scopmg Comments H-36
September S, 2003
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Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority
Gold Line - Phase Il

Public Comment Card

Name ? Vil {‘_) (;é-(; Date: 7 /)"' / & ‘5'

Phone:

Address

| Comments: F (., ewxa o, ARG i ~7 -7-7-‘\,;&;;7 fir< Ao s aol -j‘\’:
; - ] . - i
e heca L~ ) G f o R O
Fad b enak ﬁ L~ s (,?L ,/'—«.)‘"?"t; Ao tar 5] o /')( TG
St oot s Cointed b CZ"‘-%(-”-'WV _#LK!»&,_P-&J RN e

Please [eave at the comment table or submit to:

LOS ANCELES TO PASADENA

Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Biue Line Construction Authonity
Alin: Susan Hodor

625 Fair Oaks Avenue, Suite 200, South Pasadena, CA 91030
(626} 799-8599 Fax

Phase2@metrogoldline.org

CONSTRUCYION AUTHORITY

Scoping commenis provide tpui inte the pianmeg and eavirenmental proacess. No respoases o seuping commenis will be e

Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority
Gold Line - Phase !l

Public Comment Card

Ten

i Phone: _ !
'_7'_@. C{. la 1\ ./K A . i (’.’\} 5 @ / }"Li'll.-(- 7 ,«7\ ;
B ST S e RS e
Comments: [AG s ef Bfn Y 770 LT AL, A itz
S 47T / _(_QL/’ 7 Ay €. o REDVG T
i #s @ (/! * 5 ¢ ) T T 3
AR LS LA = = 4 %
i pasgpt 3 ; [ & e N oy e

Please ieave at the comment table or submit to; |

Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority ‘
Attn;: Susan Hodor |

625 Fair Oaks Avenue, Suite 200, South Pasadena, CA 91030 |
(626) 799-8599 Fax |

Phase2@metrogoldiine.org |

CONSTRUCTION AUTHORLTY

Seoghneg connments previde tnd iefo the plasing gmd environmanial Jirrecay. No respares (e scoping onteents will be iy,

Draft - Scoping Comments H-37
September 53, 2003
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Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority
Gold Line - Phase Il

Public Comment Card

{ Name: pd-‘ l“\&\/“i’ L Dﬂ\-‘ 1S Date: 2.1 Ju L o 3

| Phone:

Address

Commenls LJ“&-- Can _1ve jffr YL Z /;J a hafub 01" 'fjc Sér\«/ /LJW‘J
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Please leave at the comment lable or submit fo:

LOS ANGELES TO PASADENA
Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority
Attn: Susan Hodor

625 Fair Oaks Avenue, Suite 200, South Pasadena, CA 91030
(626) 799-8599 Fax

Phase2@metrogoldiine.org

CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY

Neoping comments provide input inie bhe planinag omd environmeninl process. No respanses (o seopng commrents will be meade
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Draft - Scoping Comments H-38

September 35, 2003
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Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority
Gold Line - Phase Il

Public Comment Card

|
| Name:

| Phone: -

<
Address: = i f

ngmcnls: S Bl e P
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Please leave al the comment table or submit to.

Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority
Aftn: Susan Hodor

625 Fair Oaks Avenue, Suile 200, South Pasadena, CA 91030
(626) 799-8599 Fax

CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY Fiaza2@metmgoldiine:ory

NSoprmg commenis provide input it the plinnmg und coviconmental provess, o responses o xcoping comments will ie mede

Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority
Gold Line - Phase I

Public Comment Card

Name: ﬁz/( 6"(/-‘:‘/_—"4/(;‘/651//)

Phone

Dale:

7/2.,/003

Address|

7,,(“ Fhoce. ,/27/73 ef - %}L’@_’x‘fﬂi@i{f__jjoﬁg—._ |

Eoe we (v plece. ord o Lo slicl, TTe S
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Comments: b LS  peets To o tre g e ) Sl 3 7 m//r,aa,.;f},‘"cw

Please leave at the comment tadle or submil lo:
LOS ANGLELES TO PASADENA

Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro 8lue Line Construction Authority

Artn; Susan Hodor
625 Fair Oaks Avenue, Svife 200, South Pasadena, CA 91030

(626) 789-8589 Fax

CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY Phase2@metrogoldline.org
Seopmg comarenly provide impnt miie thie planeing amd eovironmental process. No rospanses to seopunyg comaienes will be mady
Draft - Scoping Comments H-39

September 3, 2003
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Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority
Gold Line - Phase Il

Public Comment Card

Name: !>”‘{( Huas%\ Date; Z 2"‘03

Phone:

Address:

Comments: E:ﬁcﬂ “ -é’/nt M"C/S?/ht ix_“m L‘rp [( (.Mj QJ\M}J‘J, 'g /‘lgl.'/\;]
—AL-\-i T M &’Jm o _hen A ”\Y’\J—I& t—[‘ﬂ—"’\ﬁ \‘)19""1 L QlS-‘ L"l

ol Y iliaon B fhe (et eooe T,

Please leave at the t tzble or submilt to:

LOS ANGELES TO PASADENA

Los Angejes to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority
Attn: Susan Hodor

625 Falr Oaks Avenue, Suite 200, Saouth Pasadena, CA 91030
(626) 789-8599 Fax

CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY Phase2Qmetngaldiag.org

Scoping comments provide inpt into the planming and environmyninl process. No responses (0 scoping comments will be made.

Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority
Gold Line - Phase Il

Public Comment Card

"J' N f'?’:f:,r:'/ Date:

Address: i
i) - -
Comments: } ‘Lo 4 ﬁf}ﬂt £S5,
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[ s : ~ ol Ml i R T
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:

TR /\/}f'ﬂlc'il,/J LFE Ouhp 4invé STHITENS .

Please leave at the comment table or submit to:

LOS ANGELES TO PASADENA

Los Angeles o Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority
Attn: Susan Hodor

625 Fair Oaks Avenue, Suite 200, South Pasadena, CA 91030
(626) 799-8599 Fax

CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY Phase2@moetrogaldiine.org

Scoping comments provide input into 1he plaaning and environmental process. No responses to scoping commenis will be made.

Draft - Scoping Comments - 1-40
September 5, 2003
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Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority
Gold Line - Phase Il

Public Comment Card

Name: F,h.i;ﬁbuf.‘ L Kars«m\_ . 7/‘1‘( /0.3

Comments: Tf\k_. ﬁ‘“‘k L:\ wl\:"hd W\/—‘- (o M*."v*-—(lA) A~z oo close
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LOS ANGELES TO PASADENA

Please leave at the comment tadble or submit to:

Los Angeles fo Pasadena Metro Biue Line Construction Authority
Aftn: Susan Hodor

625 Fair Oaks Avenue, Suite 200, South Pasadena, CA 81030
(626) 799-8599 Fax

Phasez@metrogoidiine.org

CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY

! Stuping commenty provide inpui inte tie planaing aed environmenial process. No rexponses lo seoping coements will be mde

M prguaas Wl (@ ADwan THE
F—t—

Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority
Gold Line - Phase Il

Public Comment Card

-y

Address:

Comments: We an't T\Q{& NQ/ rLo r\')r \Wan H\QJ Qﬂ“ Lo
L11\ P\{‘(o\'lim_ CThe DA'\\&\ U(I\CL 1A \p\PQ'\iu\ 2N
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the race Track .

Please leave at the comment table or submit to:

LDS ANGELES TO PASADENA

Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority
Attn: Susan Hodor

6§25 Fair Oaks Avenue, Suite 200, South Pasadena, CA 91030
(628) 799-8593 Fax

Phase2@metrogoldline.org

Draft - Scoping Comments
September 5, 2003
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Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority
Gold Line - Phase 1

Public Comment Card

| Name: :ﬁw\ {HL[[ éLU\\( Date: iﬂ—'L\/ ‘j\‘: ;L:O\S

| Address; SN .
Comments: _C LEARLY : Yoo v DORGE Yol WSO, TAX AAYERS Mg

OnL(Ne © Roe T heug wiTh Yod AS PRASEE T4 CAms U &0&;1/

CRAh oF SCsbulE. (ET'S GET THIS EOING 4 ittt Fok A ¢ Rerors

| 200" FinuisH.

Please leave at the comment table or submit to:

LOS ANGELES TO PASADENA |

Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority |

Attn: Susan Hodor |

625 Fair Oaks Avenue, Suite 200, South Pasadena, CA 91030 |
(626) 799-8599 Fax

Phase2@metrogoldline.org |

COMSTRUCTION AUTHORITY
Seuping commenis provide inpus into the planmmg aid envinmentol rocess. No resgonses (o seaping commanis wili be made

Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority
Gold Line - Phase i

Public Comment Card

b s /4‘ /«f/; ,’7//2"/'[a' /P” e Dats: ___,)é_’/eg =

Phonc ’
Address

>
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Please teave at the comment table or submit to! ’

Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority

Aftn: Susan Hodor |

625 Fair Oaks Avenue, Suite 200, South Pasadena, CA 91030 '
{626) 799-8599 Fax

Phase2@rmetragoldline.org

Lenvrepeonilad prcan. N responscs o sy o amtmients wili (8 nige

Draft - Scoping Comments H-42
September §, 2003
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Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority
Gold Line - Phase Il

Public Comment Card

Name: CHALLES M OUNMNTAA Date: _?/‘1 ¢ /0 -

Fnone:
Address:

Comments:

Fl/ S rHAS Srens Civin &€ RouvTe Sand DeEsrindTion

TH < $16/V8 Some7imes 5a GO CARep s erc,

/I S UEGesT HAVINGE THE SICNS Feask “Gocp tipris Ceoxveciay

(Ff THE BEuvs Covu€ert wWilTH THE (Do ep CrlE

LOS ANGELES TC PASADENA

CONSTRUCTION AUTHOHNITY

Scoping camments provide ingud inio the plassing and eavironmenial process. No responies {o scoping comaments wiil (e maile.

Please leave at the comment table ar submit to:

Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority
Altn: Susan Hodor

625 Fair OQaks Avenue, Suite 200, South Pasadena, CA 91030
(626) 799-8599 Fax
Phase2@metrogaldline.org

Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority

Name: (,/.f’ §1r7 T

i Phone:

Address:

Comments:
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< { -~ 4 7 . ¢ A /
Stodiper Fiy Fhr Sedpind Spe oie Aadediv s EBdve e el Do -

Gold Line - Phase 1l

Public Comment Card
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Fards 4 B p/" rorg JOve P rapey Sl t2) £7pfaase leave at the comment table or submit to:
LOS ANGELES TO PASADENA

CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY

-

Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Bive Lipe Construction Authority
Attn: Susan Hodor |

825 Fair Qaks Avenue, Suite 200, South Pasadena, CA 91030 |
(626) 799-8599 Fax |

Phase2@metrogoldline.orgy |

Seaping comemenis provide inp into the plasenyg imd eoviconmental provess. Na responses 1o seoping comeents will be made

Draft - Scoping Comments
September 3, 2003

H-43



Gold Line Phase II Extension to Montclair Appendix H

Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority
Gold Line - Phase Il

Public Comment Card

“Rert Spetma, v Date: ‘7,/ S (/ o>

Name:

Phone:

Addres

Comments: (.(/Jﬁ er.r, < %(J‘_Sf[‘?c Gt

&M‘QMMM

Please leave at the comment table or submil to:

LOS ANGELES TO PASADENA

Las Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority
Attn: Susan Hodor

625 Fair Oaks Avenue, Suite 200, South Pasadena, CA 91030
{626) 799-8599 Fax

Phase2@@metrogoldiine.oryg

CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY

Scoping comments provide input into the plaanmg aml environmental process. No responses ta scoging comments will be mde

Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority
Gold Line - Phase Il

Public Comment Card

Name: M \Jdﬁ\ LA-E(AL"’ Dale:

2.\ |3

Phone:

Address? o e —_—
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Please Jeave at the comment table or submit to:

LOS ANGELES TO PASADENA

Los Angeles o Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Autherity
Attn: Susan Hodor

625 Fair Oaks Avenue, Suite 200, South Pasadena, CA 91030
(626} 799-8599 Fax

Phase2@metrogoldiine.org

CONSTRUCTION AUTHOHRITY

Scoping comments provide isput o the planeig and environmensol process, No responscs fo scoping comments will be mude
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Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority
Gold Line - Phase !

Public Comment Card

, Name: (e pmei Lurfeon

i Phone:

E Address: IS

I Commenls /:}/* et B /. Ses » /(r/ff o A /7 2 g &’ A//é ///50»»;___:»_{7
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Please leave at the comment table or submit 1o:

LOS ANGELES TO PASADENA
] Los Angeles ta Pasadena Metro Biue Line Construction Autharity
Attn: Susan Hodor

625 Falr Oaks Avenue, Suite 200, South Pasadena, CA 91030
(626) 799-8559 Fax

Phase2@metrogoldiine.org

! CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY

Scaping comments pravide inprd te ihe planning and envirommental process. No responses 1o scaping comaents wiil be mude

S

Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority
Gold Line - Phase ll

Public Comment Card

Date: /’“ = ©3

lName: /\jﬂﬁ/é{////zs

! 87 7 2 E
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Please leave at the comment labie or submit to:
Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Aulhority
Attn: Susan Hodor |
6235 Fair Qaks Avenue, Suite 200, South Pasadena, CA 91030
(62€) 799-8599 Fax |
z i
CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY Phase2@metrogoidiine.org |
L SCHRE COMMENIS Provide inpld Wia the pliomesing amd omveeanmental process. No responses w songung comments will e made

Draft - Scoping Comments
September 3, 2003
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Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority
Gold Line - Phase !l

Public Comment Card

Name: /(“'Jdk{ln(.léf Z(\vl"L Date: 77/ {/CJ}

Phona:

Address:
Comments: ___| Mo u sheld L’«"'c/( ]Li’lg traj ov the wirath

'I,;,\.QQ'QE‘C’J‘p{’Q \.‘V[[/ Co e dobvm (o) -(Lé'ee.

Please leave at the comment table or submit to:

LOS ANGELES TO PASADENA

Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority
Attn: Susan Hador

625 Fair Oaks Avenue, Suite 200, South Pasadena, CA 81030
{626) 799-8599 Fax

Phase2@metrogoidiine.org

CONSTRUCTION AUTHGRITY

Scoping comments provide input into the planning and environmental proeess. No rexponses 1o scoping commaents will be mendv.

Concerns Gold Line Stage Il

e Design contract should be separate from
construction contract. NO design build contract

¢ Inspection should be with independent different
company contractors.

e Security should be provided for Park and Ride

e Freeway Barriers should be reconstructed to be
Higher and safe for stronger impact

e Provide Protection from high voltage overcrossing

e On Santa Anita, 1%, 2™ ... must be undercrossing
or tunneling

e What happen to traffic with derailment?

Draft - Scoping Comments H-46
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| Address:

Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority
Gold Line - Phase Il

Public Comment Card

oo Ay Py " .
Name. Lorde Lefeonld Date: 7 I o 1 A

2% I Y D, ~ 3 5
Comments: Learis 2y c.) /C‘I//wé-—‘/vk L’L-,41 S Ateting. Ay ﬂ» 71 o 4
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]
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Please leave at the comment table or submit to: i

LOS ANGELES TO PASADENA

lz‘ s
a5

CONSTRUCTION AUTHCRITY |

Las Angeles to Pasadena Matra Blue Line Construction Authonty
Attn: Susan Hodor

625 Fair Oaks Avenue, Suite 200, South Pasadena, CA 91030
(626) 799-8599 Fax

Phase2@metrogoldiine. org

Scoping commenis pravide inpe inio e pianning and enveronmenial process. No cesponses o sinpung conments wilf be made

Draft -

Scoping Comments

September 5, 2003
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MONTCLAIR
July 17, 2003

Mr. Thomas L. Jenkins, PE

Vice President

Parsons, Brinckerhoff, Quade, & Douglas, Inc.
444 South Flower Street

Suite 3700

Los Angeles, CA S0071

Re: Gold Line Phase Il

Thank you for taking some time last evening to discuss the Gold Line project with me. We look
forward to the second phase extension into Montclair. The existing Montclair Transcenter is an ideal
terminus for the Gold Line with its ample parking and close proximity to the Metrolink Station.

As we discussed last evening, the alignment of the extension into Montclair needs to be identified as
quickly as possible so the impacts can be fully addressed in the environmental process. Given the
present layout of our parking areas at the Transcenter, bringing the Gold Line in along the former
Pacific Electric right-of-way makes the most sense. Richton Street bisects the parking lot. The
southerly portion serves Metrolink, Omnitrans, and Foothill Transit, It is near capacity most of the
day. The northerly portion, however, is mostly empty. By having the Gold Line platform served by the
northerly lot, there would be little competition for parking between the three types of commuters.

Using the former Pacific Electric right-of-way is not without its problems. The right-of-way no longer
exists in Los Angeles County. Parts of it have even been developed in the City of Claremont. We
understand that the Gold Line would be using the Metrolink right-of-way in Claremont. it would be
necessary to create a new right-of-way to get from the Metrofink right-of-way to the former Pacific
Electric right-of-way. It would alsa be necessary to cross the San Antonio Channel and Monte Vista
Avenue. Given the close proximity of the Monte Vista Avenue/Metrolink grade separation, the
channel, and the Monte Vista Avenue/channel bridge, a grade separation between the Gold Line and
Monte Vista Avenue would be difficult. Would it be your intent to construct an at-grade crossing?

We look forward to working with you on the Gold Line extension over the next few years. If you have
any questions, please call me at 9509-625-3441.

CITY OF MONTCLAIR
PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT
ENGINEERING DIVISION

P P~er .-

Michael C. Hudson

City Engineer

66 Mayor/City Council
City Manager
Public Works Director

CITY CF MONTCLAIR
5111 Benito Street, P.O. Box 2308, Montclar, CA 91763 (009 626-8571 FAX (309) 621-1584

Mayor Paul M Faton « Mayor Pro Tem ). John Dultey « Councd Members Leanard Pauitz, Carolyn Raft, Bili Auh o Qity Manager Lee © McDouga
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Subject: Gold Line phase Il scoping comments
Date: Fri, 18 Jul 2003 14:35:31 D700
From: daniel. walker2 @boeing.com
To: mirank @myrafrank.com
Myra Frank,

It was very nice to meat you a1 the Gold Line phase Il Scoping meeting this week in San Dimas. My comments
include: '

1. overall suppart for Light Rail plan

2. widen scope to include bikeway along as much of railroad ROW as possible. 1o improve sialion access

3. in addition lo Light Rall, study improved {more frequent} Metrolink service from Montclair to Claremonl to
Pomona to LA Union Station

4. widen scope (or later separalely} to include rail access to Ontario Airporl via Gold Line phase [l andfor
Riversige Meitrolink line

5. due to probiems in phase | al some inlerseciions getting CPUC approval and community support due to
concerns about bell noise and cross traffic safety/congestion impacts, define very earfy potential inlersedlions
which may be close to residential areas or busy street at-grade crossing with

possible grade separation improvements & rough cost estimates.

6, define where single track operation may be feasible with cost savings estimale and laler cost to upgrade to full
double track operation. Impact on operalions?

7. define continying freight operations and alternatives (cost} to eliminate complelely treight from the ROW.

8. Phase il - how would JPA / governance change if/when extended to Montclair {San Bernardino county)

9. adequate amount of parking planned for each station?

10. Bus interface o planned stations (MTA new hub & spoke plan)?

Patenlial new local shuttle buses within some citias with quick fink to Gold Line station?

11. Possibilities for TOD / Joint Development near planned stations?

12. Is there sufficient ROW widih for current Pomona to Claremaent 1o Montclair double tracking project plus
double track Gold Line Light Rail for easy platform te platform lransfer?

13, location of maintenance yard? Possibility to (also) keep using brand new Gold Line yard near downtown?
14. patential route for downtown LA connector lo link Gold Line directly to 8lue/Green (& Expo) LRT Lines
(perhaps using MTA owned BNSF Harbor Subdivision railroad tracks)?

Should we send these comments 10 you only via e-mail? Ceadline for scoping comments?
Best of luck!

While | was on vacation | missed a UPS package delivery from Myra L Frank &
Associates Inc. Could you please resend to:

Daniel Walker

Co-Chair Sierra Club Transportation Commitiee {Los Angeles Chapler)

7416 Wesl B2nd Street

Los Angeles, CA 30045

(310) 416-8919

Draft - Scoping Comments H-49
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Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority
Gold Line - Phase Il

Public Comment Card

Name: QDBG‘(LT L A@‘H-EIZD LN 2N 2-003

Phona:

Address:
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Please leave at the comment tabie or submit to:
Los Angeles lo Pusadena Metro Blue Line Construcifon Autharity

FH Aftn: Susan Hodor

OUEkZ 625 Fb , South Pasadena, CA 91030

(626) 799-8599 Fax
.——-""———_—h

CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY = JUL 2 8 2003 Phase2@meirogoidiine.org
Scoping comments provide input inty the planning aad environmenial process. No rr:ponspBmeing comments will be muie. 131 Qe
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Lo3I3VES
DESEO

Susan Hodor
Gold Line Construction Authority T2
625 Fair Oaks Avenue, Suite 200
South Pasadena, CA 91030
(626) 799-8599 RECE‘VED Copy of email

hodor, ling.o! sent July 25, 2003
www metrogoldline org JUL 2 8 2003
Dear Susan, CONST. !:B! mL {ORTTY
It was a pleasure to chat with you about the Gold Line Phase ll. As promised, | am sharing my opinions
and concems.

My vision of a Regional Transportation System is one that moves swiftly, quietly and efficiently from
station to station throughout the system with minimal disruption to the lives of those in close proximity to
the system. To the extent that vision is met, the Gold Lina wikt be an exciting and positive addition to the
regional transportation infrastructure!

The "Draft Environmental Impact Report/Draft Environmental Impact Statement” states, "Most impacts
appear likely to occur in the vicinity of proposed stations, with noise impacts being an ssus along the
entire corridor because of numerous at-grade crossings that would require the sounding of
waming homs and the actuation of grade-crossing waming devices as LRT vehicies movs
through the corridor.™

This moming's newspaper (July 25, 2003) already carries a story about a truck caught in traffic at a
grade-level crassing on the Gold Line, and the line isn't even open to the public yet. Apparently, only the
crossing-gate amn was broken when it lowered onto the truck. Thankfully, no one was Injured. (To me
that's 8 cheap lesson, and one that shouid be heeded in planning for the future.)

In evalusting separated-grade crossings, upfront construction costs vs. the dispersed costs ove the life of
the system should ba analyzed. Thoss dispersed costs inciuda:

Installation of all crossing gates and waming signals

Police and staff ims to "educate” the public about crossing the tracks

Writing of Jocal ordinances to reguiate grada crossings

Enforcement of laws/ondinances regarding safety at grade crossings

Maintenance and repalr of all crossing gates and waming signals

Disruption of sleep and lifestyle for those living in close proximity to the sound of the homs and

bells - e.g. medical costs, property value costs, Interruptions of conversations, and human

suffering/stress/disturbance.

« Delays of emergency services, commercial traffic and everyday errands caused by at-grade
crossings

» Lost time caused by slower transportation on the Goid Line through the region for all riders

« Necessity of having a train operatar instead of computer controlled operation

« Human injuries and property damage directly resulting from accidents that predictably will happen
at grade-level crossings

« Damage to train cars, tracks, and other transportation equipment from such accidents

e Further delays for all and resultant additional indirect costs from such accidents

Draft - Scoping Comments Il-Si
September 5, 2003
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Gold Line - Phase Il ‘

Public Comment Card & {

Los An”.es to PasTdena Metro Blue Line Constru.on Authority

Name:

Dovnnse  fuA) Date: _,;1 S

Phene:
Address:

Comments: V2, A e
Z puk r#pr e Shirron  Locdppons Pitndd fop  Haere @

THs Clry of M5 15 4 memithes. A loctnen Ay THE wivse oF
ire £cAD ¥ prosunind AcRose fRom WAL MALY ¥ FomE Bty dess

e 4 puck Blrme  toctnon. THE ShLocdg Esottiihan Asig s
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Please leave al the comment table or submit to

LOS ANGELES TO FASADENA

Los Angeles to Pasulena Metro Blue Line Construction Autharity
Ann: Susan Hodor
625 Fair Oaks Avenue, Suite 200, South Pasadena, CA 91030

(626) 799-3599 Fax
CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY Phase2@metrogoldline.org

Scoping comments provide mpur inro the planning and eaviconmeninl process. No responses o scoping <omments wili be made.

Draft - Scoping Comments H-52
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Susan Hodor

From:

Sent: Monday, July 14, 2003 2:33 PM

To: Susan Hodor

Subject: Gold Line Phase Il written comments

Dear Ms. Hodor

| am submitting this letter as part of the Phase Il public
outreach process.

| applaud the Construction Authority for planning Phase II
of the Gold Line. However, if you're going to build the line
all the way to Montclair, you might as well go the short
extra distance to Ontario Airport.

Such an extension wouid add greatly to the value of the
line, since you would not merely have people traveliing from
Montclair to downtown LA, you would also get people
travelling from all spots along the line to Ontario.

This could also heip achieve everyone's stated goal of
reducing congestion at LAX.

As you know, the Green Line stops just a few miles short of
LAX. The North Hollywood Red Line stops just short of
Burbank Airport. Please don't make the same mistake with the
Gold Line—go the whale way to Ontario.

1 imagine this would probably help make it easier to get
federal funds to build the project--not a bad thing in the
cufrent budget climate

I wish you much success with the project

Yours truly,

— Original message —

>Date: Mon, 14 Jul 2003 12:29:24 -0700

>From: "Susan Hodor" <SHodor@metrogoldline.org>
>Subject: RE: Gold Line Phase Il written commenis
>Te: ’

>

>Email is fine

>

>Susan

>

>——0riginal Message——

>From:
e —
>To: Susan Hodor

>Subject: Gold Line Phase Il written comments

>

>Ms. Hodor,
>| received a post card announcing the Scoping Meetings for

1

Draft - Scoping Comments H-53
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>Phase Il. | saw your name and address to send writlen
>comments to,

>

>Do you accept these via e-mail as well, or must it be snail
>mail?

>

>Please advise.

>

>Thanks,

>Greg

Draft - Scoping Comments
September 5, 2003
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FROM JFOUNTAIN UALLEY ESTATES FRYX NO. 7149635483 Jul. 16 2043 @3:p500M Pl

Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority
Gold Line - Phase Il

Public Comment Card

Name: Robert H. Olander 1! o Ciste: 7 -15-2003

Comments: Thank you for the tiwn allowed ta_yview this impartant project in
the scoping meeting on 7-1% 2003. I have FIVE. _major concerns for San

Dimas.ft) Cataract at Benitu Ave.(Gate crossing time should be no wore
—‘than—i—xrirrutes‘.}?m:’vawr Lvrepirdvs whoot i n the
San Dimas downtown ares n.... stnrien, 3,) That each city be allowed tdo
personalize thelr sctardon. «.) Thut rhe state of Calif. not maxe each

Uooong camponeat. il near

oF wprt al vhe i OAGAS Rak's b Lam bBR abhel e8!

Lad Angeles 1o Paradenas Motro Bive Lins Construotion Authority

s Attn: Sussn Hodor

5.7 'vild phese two complecgly ks Avenus, Sufle 200
wait w13l a1l nceded funding ’g%’:mmc‘um
is oppigved. Hon't make the East {576) 798-8598 Fax

Scoping comments i Jarss aouter population.
Seoping o R s M S S o eomissears il bt i

LOS ANGELES TO PASADENA

CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY

RECEIVED

JUL 1 6 7003
P
CONST. A THORTTY
Draft - Scoping Comments H-55
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Page 1 of 2

This is an automatically generated Delivery Status Notification.

g/ﬁ,- 7%50/775/ He
e-m Maw fo Hha addrets

f o 77011- [&[’UC[(QM
e iy

Defivery to the following recipients failed.

I

Final-Recipient ic822;sholder@metrogoldine.org 7"8fn é @c/ 7‘(j CILU % i
Acﬁon fai:od [-500 - Commu i Hite
Status: 5.1.1 b aormeet o yen . Q-Pe/lf.( 7‘L
Wl aower <l mad Z
Received: from gatekeeper.pmbica.org ([10.0.0.200]) by pbimail.pmbica.org with Microsoft SVC ’
(5.0.2195.5329);
Tue, 15 Jul 2003 10:49:55 -0700

Received: FR!
_ed:fmm

.mx .aol.com BY gatekeeper.pmbica.org ; Tqu:j 10:4 542003—0700 ﬂffmd(a

rcma

“ Tue, 15 Jul 2003 13:49:38 -0400 (EDT) *d (b?‘ H*V”‘
;< 1dl. . aol.com>

Date: Tue, 15 Jul 2003 13:49:38 EDT

Subject: Light RaiVArcadia

To: sholder@metrogoid kne.org
MIME-Yersion: 1.0
Contant-Typa: text/piain; charsat="US-ASCII”

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

X-Mailer: 7.0 for Windows sub 10634

Return-Path: (I

X-OriginalArivalTime: 15 Jul 2003 17:48:55.0181 (UTC) FILETIME=[80094870:01C34AFQ]

7503
Dear Ms. Hokder:

I em interested In finding out exactly how soon construction wiill begin on
the 2nd link that will be golng through Arcadia.

Not too long ago they tora down the bridge over the 210 Freeway just before
the Santa Anita exit aast bound, and my hope was that, that was the end of
traing going behind my apariment.

However, | read in the paper, daily, that trains will be travelling on the

old Santa Fe tracks that go right behind saveral apartmant bulkdings in Arcadia
on Comell and Windsor Rd..

| have lived here for 32 years and ramember how extremely annoying it was to
have trains going through our neighborhood several times a day, but to have

Tuesday, July 15, 2003 America Online: Barbara Dreibus

Draft - Scoping Comments ' H-56
September 5, 2003



Gold Line Phase II Extension to Montclair Appendix H

Page 2 of 2

Metra run through from 4 a.m. to 2 a.m. would be much worse. The shaking of
these buildings is definitely imbedded in my mind and how each time it felt like
an earthquake was happening. Also how you couldn't hear your T.V. set while

it was going through, and how it would awake you from a comfaortable sleep each
time It went through.

Therafore, | am nat looking forward to your Metro going through Arcadia and |
just want to know when construction will begin and when you plan for the
trains to run through hers. Hopefully it will be many years sa | can start saving
now to move away from this neighborhood.

| would appreciata you e-mailing me back with answers to my questions. |

want to inform the other tenants in this neighbarhocd who have moved in since the
train stopped running through after the Northridge quaka. It has been

pleasantly quiat since that time and | am sure that most peaple living here have no
idea how disruptive and intrusive tralns can be on our fves in residential
neighborhoods. Just kook at the poor people who are suffering in South
Pasadena.

Sincerely,
Barbara Dreibus

Tuesday, July 15, 2003 America Online: Barbara Dreibus

Draft - Scoping Comments H-57
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STATE QF CALIFORNIA —BUSINESS, TRANSPORTATION AND HOUSING AQENCY.

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
DISTRICT 7, REGIONAL PLANNING
IGR/CEQA BRANCH

120 SO. SPRING ST.

1.0S ANGELES, CA 90012

PHONE (213) 897-6536

FAX (213) 897-1337
E-Mail:NcrsesYejaniancidot.ca.gov

Flex your power!
RECE‘VED Be energy efficient!
JUL 07 20m3

PBL
Ms. Suzan IHodar CONST. AUTHORITY
Goldline Construction Authority
625 Fair Dalts Ave., Suite 200
South Pasadena, CA. 91030
RE: IGR/CEQA# 03070INY
WNOP/Gold Line Phase [T Extension

LAR210
July 2, 2003

Dear Ms. Hodar:

Thank you for including the California Department of Transportation {Caltrans) in the
environmental review process for the Gold Line Phase II Extension Project.

Based on the information received, and to assist us in our efforts to completcly evaluate
and assess the impacts of this project on the State transportation system, a trafTic study in
advance of the DEIR should be prepared to analyze the following information:

Pleasc reference the Department’s Traffic Impact Study Guideline on the Intemet at
http://www.dot.ca.gov/bg/traffops/developserv/operationalsystems/reports/tisguide pdf

. Presentations of assumptions and methods used to develop trip generation, trip

distribution, choice of travel mode, and assignments of trips to State Routes 110&
210.

!\J

Consistency of project travel modeling with other regional and local modeling
forecasts and with travel data. ‘The IGR/CEQA office may use indices to check
results, Differences or inconsistencies must be thoroughly explained.

3. Analysis of ADT, AM, and PM peak-hour volumes for both existing and [uture
condilions in the affected area, This should include freeways, interchanges, and
intersections, and all HQV facilities. Interchange Level of Service should be

Draft - Scoping Comments
September 5, 2003
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o

cCEc Do

Ms. Hodar July 2, 2003

specified (HCM2000 method requested). Utilization of transit lines and vehicles, and
of all facilities, should be realistically estimated. Future conditions would include
build-out of all projects (see next item) and any plan-horizon years.

Tnclusion of all appropriate traffic volumes, Analysis should include traffic fom the
project, cumulative traffic generated from all specific approved developments in the
area, and traffic growth other than from the project and developments. That is,
include: existing + project + other projects + other growth.

Diseussion of mitigation measures approptiate to alleviate anticipated traffic impacts.
These mitigation discussions should include, but not be limited to, the following;
description of transportation infrastructure improvements

financial costs, funding sources and financing

sequence and scheduling considerations

implementation responsibilities, controls and manitoring

Any mitigation involving transit, HOV, or TDM must be rigorously justified and its
effects conservatively estimated. Improvements invelving dedication of land or
physical construction may be favorably considered.

Specification of developer's percent share of the cost, as well as a plan of realistic
mitigation measures under the control of the develaper, The following ratio should be
estimated: Additional traffic volume due to project implementation is divided by the
total increase in the traffic volume (see Appendix “B* of the Guidelines). That ratio
would be the project equitable share responsibility.

We note for purposes of determining project share of costs, the number of trips from
the project on each traveling segment or element is estimated in the context of
forecasted traffic volumes which include build-out of all approved and not yet
approved projects, and other sources of growth. Analytical methods such as select-
link travel forecast modeling might be used.

We lock forward to reviewing the DEIR. We expect to receive a copy from the
State Clearinghouse. However, to expedite the review process, you may send two
copies in advance to the undersigned at the following address:

Stephen Buswell

[GR/CEQA Branch Chjef

Caltrans District 07

Regional Transportation Planning Office
120 S. Spring St., Los Angeles, CA 90012

Draft - Scoping Comments
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If you have any questions regarding this response, please call the Project Engineer/Coordinator
Mr. Yerjanian at (213) 897-6536 and refer to [GR/CEQA # 03070 INY.

Sincerely,

STEPHEN 1. BUSWELL
IGR/CEQA Branch Chicf
Transportation Planning Office

*Calirans improves mobilily across California”
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N Sprint.
BREA FIBER OPERATIONS
1350 W. Lambert Rd. Suite B
Brea, Ca. 92821-2802
TEL: (714) 781-7051

RECEIVED FAX; (714) 781.7039

Juty 3, 2003 JUL 0 72003

Gold Line Construction AuU‘r%'rg PBL
625 Fair Oaks Avenue NST. AUTHORITY
Sulte 200

South Pasadena, Ca. 91030

Altn: Susan Hodor

Subject. Gold Line Phase |l Extension, Pasadena to Montclair
Dear Ms. Hodor:

Thank you for the opportunity fa submit Sprint's concemns for the proposed project The project
limits for the Gold Line extension causes Sprint to be very concemned. Sprint has had and is still
having difficulty with the project in the Comfield and Midway yards in Los Angeles, The facility will
be opening the end of July and the fiber camiers are still waiting for resolution to problem Issues
from the Authority.

Sprint’s fiber facilities reside mainly on RR ROW from Los Angeles to Rialto. | have reviewed the
provided map and it appears that Sprint will be in close proximity 1o the Gotd Line project East of
the 210 Freeway in San Dimas. | have endlosed Thomas Guide pages depicting the approximate
rurining fine of Sprint's facilities.

Sprint's fiber facilities are very sensitive to relocate, which result in high cost ta protect the system.
Sprint will require a minimum of 2-foot separation vertical and 5-foot separation horizontal from
any new structures. Sprint has prior rights on RR ROW and will require reimbursement for all
activities for this project This will include meetings, plan review, and design for the relocate and
the relocation if required. Sprint will require an Inspector on site during the your project that is near
Sprint’s fiber facilities.

Sprint has two fiber cables con this route with splice points at different locations. The splice points
are generally 3 miles apart with no aliowance for additional splices due to customer sensitivity, If a
relocate is required, the cable needs to be replaced to match existing size and length between
splices.

Sprint will have representatives at the July 22, 2003 meeting to better understand the upcoming
project Sprint request that the Design and Build process is not utilized on Phase Il Sprint has
already experienced that and it wasn't prefty.

Draft - Scoping Comments
September 5, 2003
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Please notify all Contractors that the dig alert procedures need to be utilized, CALL. BEFORE
YOU DIG 800-227-2600, T 1S THE LAW. No mechanized excavation is permitted within two feet
of Sprint's facilities.

Please forward any information to me; at the address above, regarding this project should there
be any changes or questions.

Sincerely,

Sl B

Jack Fry for

Tibar F. Laky

OSP Engineer,

Anaheim Fiber Operations

Cc Lynn Durrett

Draft - Scoping Comments H-62
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Susan Hodor

From: Harriger Jennifer A (jharriger@mwdh2o. com]
Sent: Friday, July 11, 2003 10:20 AM

To: Susan Hodor

Subject: information Request

Ms. Hodor,

The Metropolitan Water District of Southarn California would like to review
the envimonmental documentation for the Gold Line Phase Il Extension -
Pasadena to Montclair project. | have printed a copy of the NOI and NOP for
the project and other available materials from the Gold Line website.
However, | was wandering if there is an CEQA Initial Study/Environmental
Checklist that accompanies the NCP? If so, could you please send a copy?

In addition, the NOP mentions an Enviranmental Impacts Screening Report, but
1 could not locate it on the website. Could you direct me to that, or

alternatively, send me a copy. In the interest of time, transmittal via

e-mail would be preferrable.

Email: jharriger@mwdh20.com
Address: 700 N. Alameda St Los Angeles, CA 93012 or P.O Box 54153, Los
Angeles, CA 90054-0153

Thank you for your assistance,
Jennifer Harriges

Jennifer Harriger

Environmental Planning Team

The Metropolitan Water District of Southern Catifornia
Phone:

E-Mail:

Draft - Scoping Comments H-66
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COUNTY SANITATION DISTRICTS
OF LOS ANGELES COUNTY

B0 AASTE sANAGEMENT

1935 Workman Mill Road, Whirtier, CA $0401-140C

Mailing Address: PO. Box 4998, Whitier, CA 90807-4998 JAMES F. STAHL
Telephone. (562} 6997411, FAX; [562} 699-5422 Chief Engineer and Generol Monager
wowew. locsd org

July 15, 2003

File No: 31-390.10

Ms. Susan Hodor RECE‘VED

Gold Line Construction Authority JUL 17 2003
625 Fair Oaks Avenue, Suite 200
South Pasadena, CA 91030 PBL

CONST. AUTHORITY

Dear Ms. Hodor:

Gold Line Phase [1 Extension

The County Sanitation Dhstricts of Los Angeles County (Districts) received a Notice of
Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Report for the subject project on June 30, 2003, We offer
the following comments:

- The proposed project could impact several existing Districts' trunk sewers. Existing Districts’
trunk sewers arc located dircctly under and/or parallel the proposed project alignment. The
Districts cannot issue a detailed response to or permit construction of the proposed project untit
project plans and specifications that incorporate Districts' sewer lines are submitted. In order to
prepare these plans, you will need to submit a map of the proposed project alignment and details,
when available, to the attention of Mr. Tommy Sung of the Districts' Sewer Design Section at the
address shown above. The Districts will then provide you with the plans for all Districts’
facilitics that may be impacted by the proposed project. Then, when revised plans that
incorporate our sewers have been prepared, please submit copies of the same for our review and
comment.

If you have any questions, please contact the undersigned at (562) 699-7411, extension 2717.
Very truly yours,
James F. Stahl

Qitted Drazene.

Ruth I. Frazen
Engineering Technician
Planning & Property Management Section

RIF:eg

IR NI
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Susan Hodor

From: Roberts, Stephanie (Tesse) (RobertsSt@ptworld.com]
Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2003 12:22 PM

To: Susan Hodor, Jenkins, Thomas L.

Subject: FW: Azusa contact

FY! - a public contact from last night. This is a gentleman 1 have
corresponded with befere during the AA report.. ..

Tom, after lunch can we discuss his question?

—~——0Onginal Message——

From. gonzalez g

Sent. Thursday, July 17, 2003 12:17 PM
To: Raberts, Stephanie (Tesse)
Subject: Re: Azusa contact

would it possible to send the photo of the concept of
the station near the Azusa City Hall. | would like the
Architect's name, phone number, and address of the
concept, if possible.

— "Roberts, Stephanie (Tesse)”
<RobertsSt@pbworld.com> wrote:

> Gil -

>

> It was nice to meet you at the San Dimas event last
> night. The person we

> have been talking to in Azusa is Roy Bruckner,

> Director of Community

> Development, (626) 812-5236 ph and (626) 334-5464
= fax. His e-mailis

> rbruckner@ci azusa.ca.us.

>

> L hope this heips. Please let me knaw if you need
> anything else.

>

> Tesse

>

> tesse roberts

> parsons brinckerhaoff quade & douglas, inc.
> 444 south flower street, suite 3700

> los angeles, california 80071

>p. 213.426.3830

>f. 213.362.9480

> e. robertsst@pbworld com

>

Do you Yahao!?
SBC Yahoo! DSL - Now only $29.85 per manth!
http://sbe.yahoo.com
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Message left by telephone on July 17, 2003

Mark Smith

My name is Mark Smith and [’'m a Pomona resident. This is in regards to the Gold Line
extension into Montclair possibly. I'm calling to state my opinion that there was a
proposal to maybe stop it in Irwindale. The truth of the matter is I think there is more of
a need for people in the Pomona area to have that line because of the fact that if you look
at the demographies of people who ride the bus they ride the bus a lot. [t would be
advantageous if we were to get that irain to come on through, and I hope that it’s done
soon. If you need to respond back to me you can reach me at ﬂor somehow
I*ll try to contet you, Thank you.

Draft - Scoping Comments H-69
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Susan Haodor

From:

Sent: Thursday, July 17, 2003 11.57 AM
To: cveirs@ci.claremont.ca.us

Subject: Re: Gold Line Phase 2 Sound Levels

The noise level for the Gold Line vehicles for the "quacker™ (which Is

the low-level waming device sounded prior ta each intersection) is 75

dB @ 100 ft. The hom which is sounded as the “emergency” waming
device, is 85dB @ 100 ft. If you noise consuitant wants to confer on

a more technical level, have them contact ATS Consulting (Hugh Suarenman
or Darren Nielson) at 213-488-7770. Hugh and Darren have been working
with the Geld Line Construction Authority on alt of the noise issues in
Phase 1. Hugh mentioned that the noise levei of the gale crossing
waming bells can vary a lot; your guy may want lo take measurements of
those now in place in Claremont on the Metrolink/freight line so that he
accurately accounts for those. Hugh aiso mentioned that the tone of the
bell had been an issue in South Pasadena, so your guy may want to
address that was well.

cveirs@ci.claremont.ca.us wrote:

>Steven,

>

>As we discussed earlier today at Claremonl City Hall, could you please
>provide me with the maximum sound levels expected to be generated by the
>Gold Line in Claremont? | am looking for a dB max rating to reference when
~reviewing the acoustical analysis for the Olson Company residential project
>being built directly narth of the Gold Line ROW. | may also use this
>information when writing a disclosure to be signed by residents prior to
>purchasing the residences.

>

>Thank you for your assistance.
>

>Christopher Veirs
>Assaciate Planner
>City of Claremont
>

>Ph. (509) 399-5486
>fax. (908) 3§9-5327
>

>
>

begin.vcard

n:Brooks, AICP;J. Steven

tel fax 213-627-6853
tel:work:213-627-5376
x-moziila-html:FALSE

org:Myra L. Frank & Associates, Inc.
adr;;;811 W. 7th Street, Suite 800;Los Angeles;CA90017;
version.2.1

title:Sr. Project Manager

tn:J. Steven Brooks, AICP
end:vcard
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. STATE OF CALIFORNIA- - BUSINESS, TRANSPORTATION AND BOUSING ACENCY. GRAY DAVIS. CGovminer
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION lo3izi S 6
DISTRICT 7, DIVISION OF ENVIRONMENTAL PLANNING o
- 120S. SPRING STREET s
LOS ANGELES, CA 90012-3606 DESLY
PHONE (213) 897-3318 Flex your pawer?
FAX (213) 897-0685 Be energy :ymwu.'
TTY (213)897-6610

July 23, 2003

Susan Hoedor REGE‘VE

Gold Line Construction Authority JUL 2 4 7003

625 Fair Oaks Avenue, Suite 200 PBL

South Pasadena, CA 91030 CONST. AUTHORITY

Dear Ms. Hodor,

Thank you very much for the opportunity to comunent on the Notice of Preparation for the

Gold Line Phase Il Extension. The California Department of Transportation

(Department), Division of Environmental Planning has the following comments for your

consideration in preparing the Environmental Lmpact Report/Emvironmental Impact

Statement (EIR/EIS) for this project:

1. Any State bridges that may be impacted by construction or operation of the Gold Line
Extension (those located where the proposed alignment crosses over or under any
Interstate or State Route) should be included in the Area of Potential Effects (APE) for
the historical study, Bridges should be evaluated to determine if they will be 50 years
old at the time of construction, and if so, whether they are eligible for inclusion in the
National Register of Historic Places.

2. The taffic study should address impacts to freeway on and off ramps where the
proposed Gold Line alignment is in close proximity to the freeway. The study should
examine how activities at the proposed Irwindale Station would impact operation of
the Interstate Route 210 off and on ramps at Irwindale Avenue.

3. The option to supplant existing freight movements may result in additional truck traffic
on State routes. The EIR/EIS should evaluate these impacts.

4. A Traffic Management Plan (TMP) will be required for construction activities
impacting freeway operations. The TMP should be developed in coordination with the
Department. The location of construction staging areas should take into account
impacts to the freeway.

*Caltrans improvey mobdity acrosy Celifornia”
Draft - Scoping Comments H-71
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iold Line Phase 1l Extension
uly 23, 2003

5. The hazardous materials study should address the possible presence of aenally
deposited lead at locations where the alignment is in the freeway median, or where any
work will be occurring within State right-of-way.

6. Bridge structures proposed within State right-of-way will need to conform to Caltrans
design standards and seismic design criteria.

1f you have any questions regarding thesc comments, please don’t hesitate to contact me at
(213) 897-3818. We look forward to working with you on this important transportation
project.

Sincerely,

Mo s

Gary Iverson

Office Chief

Division of Environmenta! Planning

California Department of Transportation, District 7

“Caltrans imoroves mobiluy across Colifornia®
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July 24, 2003 RECEIVED

JUL 2 8 2003

PBL
Ms. Susan Hodor CONST, AUTHORITY
Gold Line Construction Authority

625 Fair Qaks Avenue, Suile 200
South Pasadena, CA 91030

| Subject: Metro Gold Line Phase Il Extension - Environmental Impact Report

Dear Ms. Hodor:

After reviewing the Notice of Preparation of the Phase Il Extension, the City of San Dimas has

the following issues and concerns that need to be addressed and analyzed in the preparation of
the Environmental Impact Report for the Phase 1l Project.

1. Aesthelics

+ The equipment necessary to operate electric Light Rail Transit has the potential of
creating negative aesthetic impacts through the city, but especially in the Frontier Village
area. The poles and the overhead wiring system along the entire length of the rail right-
of-way will have an adverse aesthetic impact on the community.

2. Traffic

+ The feasibility of a grade separation at the intersection of Bonita Avenue and Cataract
Avenue should be evaluated as the Light Rail Transit and has the potential to adversely
impact traffic flow in the heart of Downtown San Dimas. An appropriate Traffic Mitigation

and visual impact plan for the intersection of Bonita Avenue and Cataract Avenue should
be developed.

+ Relocation of the existing spur/siding line at the southeast corner of Bonita Avenue and
Cataract Avenue should be considered and analyzed.

+ Pcojéct mitigation should consider expansion of bus services and bicycle, pedestrian and
aute access facilities at each of the intermodal stations.

745 EAST DONTTA AVENVE - SANDDAAS « CALICRMUA §17733002 - (B08) 3348200 - TAX [309) 0948208
i e P
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Ms. Susan Hodor
Page 2.
July 24, 2003

3. Traffic/Land Use

s Impacts associated with the development of an intermodal station in the city along the
extension 10 be served by the Goid Line.

4. Hydrology
+ The EIR should address impacts created on existing storm drains and culven system
crossing by the proposed project.

5. Noise and Vibration
¢ Noise and vibration is identified in the Planning Aitermnative Analysis report as a signiticant
issue. All feasible mitigation measures shoukd be addressed including a mitigation
measure that considers landscaping within the rairoad right-of-way.

6. Other ftems
+ The cities of San Dimas, La Veme, Pomona and Claremont have received MTA funding

and are in the Planning Stage of developing a Class 1 Bikeway along the railroad right-of-
way. This bikeway is a parl of the MTA and the City of San Dimas’ master plan. The EIR
must analyze the impacts of the proposed project on this bikeway. In addition, the
bikeway and associated landscape and amenities may be able to be used as mitigation
of project impacts.

Should you wish to discuss this matter further, please feel free to contact me al {909) 394-6240.

Sincerely,

e

Krishna Patel
Director of Public Works

kp/ganvo7-03-28

¢: Blaine Michaelis, City Manager
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METROPOLITAN WATER DISTRICT OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA

Execulive Office

RECEIVED

JUL 2 8 2003

July 21,2003

Ms. Susan Hodor PBEL

Gold Line Construction Authority CONST. AUTHORITY
625 Fair Qaks Avenue, Suite 200 A

South Pasadena, California 91030

Dear Ms. Hodor:

Notice of Preparation and Notice of Intent for the Draft Environmental Impact Report/Draft
Environmental Impact Statement for the Gold Line Phase [ Extension — Pasadena to Montclair

The Metropolitan Water District of Southern California (Metropolitan) has reviewed a copy of
the Notice of Preparation and Notice of Intent (NOP/NOI) for the Draft Environmental Impact
Report/Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIR/EIS) for the Gold Line Phase IT Extension —
Pasadena to Montclair. The Pasadena Metro Blue Line Project Authority (Authority) is the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) lead agency and the Federal Transit
Administration is the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) lead agency for this project.
The joint EIR/EIS will be prepared to satisfy both CEQA and NEPA requirements. The project
corridor extends from the city of Pasadena to the city of Montclair. The proposed project
corridor would extend through the cities of Pasadena, Arcadia, Monrovia, Duarte, Irwindale,
Azusa, Glendora, San Dimas, La Verne, Pomona, and Claremont in Los Angeles County and the
city of Montclair in San Bernardino County.

Metropolitan owns and operates several facilities in the vicinity of the proposed project site.
Based on a review of Attachment 1 in the NOP and the location of the existing railroad tracks,
the proposed project alignment would cross Metropolitan's Middle Feeder, Orange County
Feeder, Yorba Linda Feeder and Upper Feeder pipelines. The affected areas are located in the
cities of San Dimas, La Verne, Pomona, and Claremont. Metropolitan’s pipelines within these
areas are within street right-of-ways and permanents easements. In addition, based on the Study
Area Map (Attachment 1 of the NOP), the La Vemne Pipeline, and F. E. Weymouth Filtration
Plant appear to be within the project study area boundaries. Although these facilities are north of
the existing railway and proposed project alignment, they are within the study area boundaries
shown in Attachment 1.

Metropolitan is concerned with potential impacts to our facilities that may oceur from
implementation of the proposed project. Metropolitan requests that the lead agencies identify

780 N. Alameda Stregt, Los Angeles, Cafifornia 90012 » Mailing Acdress: Box 54153, Los Angeles, California 90054-0153 » Telephone (213) 217-6000
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Ms. Susan Hodor
Page 2
July 21, 2003

and consider our facilities during their project planning and in the impact analysis in the Draft
EIR/EIS. It is necessary that the lead agencies identify and avoid potential impacts to
Metropolitan's facilities that may occur as a result of the proposed project, including any
restrictions on Metropolitan’s day-to-day operations from Gold Line construction activities
and/or operations and maintenance.

Attachment 2 of the NOP, Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measures Identified in the
Planning Alternative Analysis Report, indicates that other utility lines, including water, could be
affected by the proposed project. It states that “[b]uricd utility lines within 10-20 feet, running
parallel to the proposed alignment may need to be relocated.” Metropolitan would like to ensure
that the lead agencies identify whether protection or relocation of Metrepolitan's pipelines would
be required as a result of project implementation.

Metropolitan is alse concerned with potential impacts from parking lots, structures, train station
buildings, or other [acilities associated with the Gold Line system on or near our facilities.
Therefore, Metropolitan requests that the Draft EIR/ELS clearly identify the location of all Gold
Line support structures and identify and avoid any impacts to Metropolitan’s facilities.

Metropolitan must be allowed to maintain its rights-of-way and access to the Middle, Orange
County, Yorba Linda, and Upper feeders and any other Metropolitan facilities at all times in
order to repair and maintain the current condition of these facilities. In order to avoid potential
conflicts with Metropolitan's rights-of-way, we require that any design plans for any activity in
the arca of Metropolitan’s pipelines or facilities be submitted for our review and written approval.

The lead agencies may obtain detailed prints of drawings of Metropolitan's pipelines and rights-
of-way by calling Metropolitan's Substructures Information Line at (213) 217-6564. To assist
the lead agencics in preparing plans that are cornpatible with Metropolitan’s facilities and
easements, we have enclosed a copy of the "Guidelines for Developments in the Area of
Facilities, Fee Properties, and/or Easements of The Metropolitan Water District of Southern
California." Please note that all submitted designs or plans must clearly identify Metropolitan’s
facilities and rights-of-way.

Draft - Scoping Comments H-76
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Ms. Susan Hodor
Page 3
July 21, 2003

We appreciate the gpportunity to provide input to your planning process and we look forward to
receiving future environmental documentation, including the Draft EIR/EIS, on this project. If
we can be of further assistance, please contact Mr. William Fong of the Environmental Planning

Team at ([

Very truly yours,

L AN

[p“") Laura J. Simonek
Manager, Asset Management
and Facilities Planning Unit

JAH/rdl
(Public Folders/EPUALette:/21-JUL-034 doc - Susan Hodor)

Enclosure: Planning Guidelines
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PLANNING & DEVELOFMENT DEPARTMENT
PLANNING DIV|SION

July 24, 2003 HECEIV
Susan Hodor JUL 2 § 2003
Gold Line Construction Authority PBL

625 Fair Oaks Avenue, Suite 200 CONST, AUTHORITY

South Pasadena, CA 91030

RE: NOTICE OF PREPARATION FOR THE EIS/EIR FOR THE GOLD LINE
EXTENSION FROM PASADENA TO CLAREMONT (PHASE Il)

Dear Ms. Hodor:

Thank you for providing an opportunity to comment on the scope of the
Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report (EIS/EIR) to be
prepared for Phase Il of the Gold Line. The project involves extending the light
rail line 22.5 miles east from the East Pasadena/Sierra Madre Villa Station to
Claremont through the ten communities along the Atchison-Topeka and Santa Fe
railroad right-of-way. Construction for the proposed extension will occur in the
City of Pasadena at the East Pasadena Station located at 149 North Halstead
Avenue at Foothill Boulevard and continue eastward to the City limits with
unincorporated Los Angeles County. We have reviewed the Notice of
Preparation and have the following comments.

Other Public Agencies YWhose Approval Is Required

A project of regional significance such as this one will traverse multiple cities in
its trek across the San Gabriel Valley. The project may require local review and
discretionary approval within each jurisdiction. The EIS/EIR should clearly
indicate which discretionary approvals or actions, if any, would be required on the
part of the City of Pasadena, as well as other local governments, to implement
Phase |l of the Gold Line.

Potential Construction Impacts

A project of this size has the potential to generate construction related impacts
beyond the construction site and into the surrounding environs. A segment of the
proposed rail line will extend from the East Pasadena/Sierra Madre Villa Station
to the city limits with unincorporated Los Angeles County. If construction crews

175 North Garfleld Avenue - Pasadena, CA 9I101-1704
(626) 744-4609
wwwacl pasadena.ca us
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Ms. Susan Hudor
July 24, 2003
Page 2 of 3

will need to park within the City of Pasadena, a construction-staging plan must be
provided to the City to assess the potential impacts to public parking lots. The
EIS/EIR should describe all potential construction relaled impacts along the
project corridor, and provide adequate analysis and appropriate mitigations
measures to reduce potential construction related impacts to a level of
insignificance,

Traffic

A potential impact related to the construction-generated effect identified above is
traffic congestion resulting from project haul routes along principal mobility
corridors during peak traffic hours. The EIS/EIR should describe all mobility
corridors that may be potentially impacted by construction related traffic along the
project corridor, and provide adequate analysis and appropriate mitigations
measures to reduce potential traffic impacts to a level of insignificance.

The environmental docurment should discuss the impact of bus traffic in East
Pasadena on the roadways and intersections should the Gold Line not be
extended. Specifically, there is currently discussion on the need for satellite park
and ride locations which will use buses to link people to the Siera Madre Villa
Station; this will create additional demand on a station that already has a high
number of buses; it is our understanding that starting July 28 there will be 15
buses an hour using the station and adjacent streets. Adding more buses to this
already congested area may potentially have a significant impact on traffic.

Impacts to East Pasadena Station

The proposed project will be under construction during regular daily operation of
trains servicing the Los Angeles to Pasadena segment of the Gold Line and the
adjacent MTA garage. The EIS/EIR should describe potential impacts to
operation of train service and the MTA garage at the East Pasadena Station,
including post-construction changes in operation or use, and provide adequate
analysis and appropriate mitigations measures to reduce potential impacts to
public facilities to a level of insignificance.

Furthermore, the environmental document should address parking impacts to
Pasadena if the Gold Line is not extended. The current terminus of Gold Line
Phase | is at Sierra Madre Villa (SMV) station where the MTA's owns and will
operate the 1,000-space parking garage. Daily operation of the station and
garage will have an impact on traffic circulation and parking demand for the area
especially in the momning and afternoon peak periods. Currently, there are a total
of 1,600 transit parking spaces available in Pasadena for the anticipated 30,000
daily riders between Downtown Los Angeles and East Pasadena. These transit
users may spillover into the neighboring residential and business districts to find
alternative parking. Even though the City has implemented preferential parking
districts as well as restricted time limits on the neighboring streets, continuing
aggressive enforcement may be necessary, By completing Phase II and taking

Draft - Scoping Comments H-79
September 5, 2003



Gold Line Phase 11 Extension to Montclair Appendix H

Ms. Susan Hudor
July 24, 2003
Page 30of 3

the light rail line easterly through other cities and providing additional parking,
Phase Il has the potential to lessen the parking demand and traffic impacts for
the City of Pasadena, and would distribute the impacts maore evenly throughout
Phase | & II.

If you have any questions regarding the above comments or the environmental
review process of the City of Pasadena, please contact Robert Avila at the above
address or by calling {626) 744-6706.

Sincerely yours,

Cda

John R. Poindexter
Planning Division Manager
Department of Planning & Development

xra:jrp
C: Richard Bruckner, Pasadena Department of Planning & Development

Martin Pastucha, Pasadena Department of Public Works
Joyce Amerson, Pasadena Department of Transportation
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State of California - The Resources Agency GRAY DAVIS, Governor
DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND GAME
hitp/Awww.dfg.ca.gov
49438 Viewridge Avanue n
San Diego, CA 92123 SRR STt gk
(858) 4674201 g
— RECEIVED
2
Ms. Susan Hodor JUL 2 8 2003
Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority 8L
625 Fair Oaks Avenue, Suite 200 CONST. AUTHORITY

South Pasadena, CA 91030

Notice of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Report
for Gold Line Phasa Il Extansion
SCH # 2003061157, Los Angeles County

Dear Ms. Hodor.

The Depariment of Fish and Game (Department) appreciates this opportunity to comment
on the above-referenced project, relative to impacts to biological resources. The proposed
project involves transit Improvements from the Siemra Madre Villa Station in Pasadena to
Montclair in Los Angeles and S8an Bemardino Counties respectively.

To enable Department staff lo adequately review and comment on the proposed project
wa recommend the following information, where applicable, be included in the Draft
Environmental Impact Report:

1. A complete, recent assessment of flora and fauna within and adjacent to the project

area, with particular emphasis upon identifying endangered, threatened, and locatly
unique species and sensitive habitals.

a A thorough recent assessment of rare plants and rare natural
communities, folowing the Department's Guidelines for Assassing
Impacts to Rare Plants and Rare Natural Communities (Attachment
1)

b. A complete, recent assessment of sensitive fish, wildiife, reptile,
and amphibian species. Seasonal variations in use of the project
area should also be addressed. Recent, focused, species-specific
surveys, conducted at the appropriate time of year and time of day
when the sensitive species are active or otherwise |dentifiable, are
required. Acceptabla speciss-specific survey procedures should
be devejoped in consultation with the Department and U.S. Fish
and Wildlife Service.
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c. Rare, threatened, and endangered species to be addressed should
include all those which meet the California Environmental Quality
Act (CEQA) definition (see CEQA Guidelines, § 15380).

d. The Department’s California Natural Diversity Dala Base in
Sacramenio should be contacted at (816) 327-5960 to obtain
current information on any previously reported sensitive species
and habitats, including Significant Natural Areas identified under
Chapter 12 of the Fish and Game Code. Also, any Significant
Ecological Areas (SEAs) or Environmentally Sensitive Habitats
{ESHSs) or any areas that are considered sensitive by the local
jurisdiction that are located in or adjacent to the project area must
be addressed.

2. A thorough discussion of direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts expecied to adversely
affect biological resources, with specific measures to offset such impacts. This
discussion should focus on maximizing avoidance, and minimizing impacts,

a. CEQA Guidelines, § 15125(a), direct that knowledge of the
regional setting is critical to an assessment of environmental
impacts and that special emphasis should be placed on resources
that are rare or unique to the region.

b. Project impaclts should also be analyzed relative to their effects on
off-site habitats and populations. Specifically, this should include
nsarby public lands, open space, adjacant natural habitats, and
riparian ecosystems. Impacts to and maintenance of wildiife
corridorfmovement areas, including access to undisturbed habitat
in adjacent areas, should be fully avaluated and provided. The
analysis should also include a discussion of the potential for
impacts resulting from such effects as increased vehicle traffic and
outdoor artificial lighting.

C. A cumulative effects analysis should be developed as described
under CEQA Guidelines, § 15130. General and specific plans, as
well as past, present, and anticipated future projects, should be
analyzed relative to their impacts on similar plamt communities and
wildlife habitats,

d. Impacts fo migratory wildiife affected by the project should be fuilty
evaluated. This can include such elements as migratory butterfly
roost sites and neo-tropical bird and waterfowl stop-over and
staging sites. All migratory nongame native bird species are
protected by international treaty under the Federal Migratory Bird
Treaty Act (MBTA) of 1818 (50 C.F.R. Section 10.13). Seclions
3503, 3503.5 and 3513 of the California Fish and Game Code
prohibit take of birds and their active nests, including raptors and

Draft - Scoping Comments H-82
September 5, 2003



Gold Line Phase II Extension to Montclair Appendix H

Ms. Susan Hodor
July 24, 2003
Page 3 of 5

other migratory nongame birds as listed under the MBTA.

a. Impacts to all habitals from City or County required Fuel
Modification Zones (FMZ). Areas slated as mitigation for loss of
habitat shall not occur within the FMZ.

f Proposed project activities (including disturbances to vegetation)
should take ptace outside of the breeding bird season (February 1-
September 1) to avoid take (including disturbances which would
cause abandonment of active nests containing eggs and/or young).

If project activities cannot avoid the breeding bird season, nest
surveys should be conducted and active nests should be avoided
and provided with a minimum buffer as determined by a biological
monitor {the Department recommends a minimum 500 foot buffer
for all active raptor nests).

3. A range of alternatives should be analyzed to ensure that altematives to the proposed
project are fully considered and evaluated. A range of altematives which avoid or
otherwise minimize impacts lo sensitive biological resources including wetlands/riparian
habitats, alluvial scrub, coastal saga scrub, native woodlands, etc. should ba included.
Specific altemnative locations should also be evaluated in areas with lower resource
sensitivity where appropriats.

a. Mitigation measures for project impacts to sensitive plants,
animals, and habitals should emphasize evaluation and selection
of altematives which avoid or otherwise minimize project impacts.
Compensation for unavoidable impacts through acquisition and
protection of high quality habitat elsewhere should be addressed.

b. The Department considers Rare Natural Communities as
threatened habitats having both regional and local significance.
Thus, thase communities should be fully avoided and otherwise
protected from project-related impacts (Attachment 2).

c. The Depariment genarally does not support the use of relocation,
salvage, and/or transplantation as mitigation for impacts to rare,
threatened, or endangered species. Department studies have
shown that these efforls are experimental in nature and largely
unsuccessful,

4, A California Endangered Species Act (CESA) Permit must be oblained, if the project has
the potential to result in “take” of species of plants or animals listed under CESA, either
during construction or over the [ife of the projact. CESA Permits are issued to conserve,
protect, anhance, and restore State-fisted threatened or endangered species and thelr
habitats. Early consultation is encouraged, as significant modification 1o the proposed
project and mitigation measures may be required in order to obtain a8 CESA Permit,
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Revisions to the Fish and Game Code, effective January 1998, require that the
Department issue a separate CEQA document for the issuanca of a CESA permit uniess
the project CEQA document addresses all project impacts to listed species and specifies
a mitigation monitoring and reporting program that will meel the requirements of a CESA
permit. For these reasons, tha following information is requestsd:

a.

Biological mitigation monitoring and reporting proposals should be
of sufficient detail and resolution to satisfy the requiremants for a
CESA Pemmnit

A Department-approved Mitigation Agreement and Mitigalion Plan
are required for plants listed as rare under the Native Plant
Protection Act.

5. The Department opposes the elimination of watercourses and/or their channelization or
conversion to subsurface drains. All wetlands and watercourses, whether imermittent,
ephemeral, or perennial, must be retained and provided with substantial setbacks which
preserve the riparian and aquatic habitat values and maintain their value to on-site and
off-site wildlife populations.

a.

The Department requires a streambed agreement, pursuant to
Section 1600 et seq. of the Fish and Game Code, with the
applicant prior to any direct or indirect impact to a lake or stream
bed, bank or channel or associated riparian resources. The
Department's issuanca of a stream bed alteration agreement may
be a project that is subject ta CEQA. To facilitate our issuance of
the agreement when CEQA applies, the Departmenl as a
responsible agency under CEQA may consider the local
jurisdiction's (lead agency) document for the project. To minimize
additional requirements by the Department under CEQA the
decument should fully identify the potential impacts to the lake,
stream or riparian resources and provide adequale avoidancas,
mitigation, monitoring and reporting commitments for Issuance of
the agreement. Early consultation is recommended, since
modification of the proposed project may be required to avoid or
reduce impacis to fish and wildlife resources.
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Tha Department suggests a pre-project or early consultation planning meeting for all
projects. To make an appointment, please call Scott Harris, Wildlife Biologist, at (818) 360-8140.
Thank you for this opportunity to provide comment.

Sincerely,
Margan Wehtje
Environmental Scientist IV
Altachments
cc: Mr. Scott Harris

Ms. Betty Courtney
Ms. Leslia MacNair
Oepartment of Fish & Game
Mr. Scolt Morgan
State Clearinghouse
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: ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT
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Fax (909) 387-8130 Diractor of Public Werks

July 28, 2003 fc313ace
Ms. Susan Hodor C5 B
Goldline Construction Authority =

625 Fair Oaks Avenue, Suite 200 FD313

South Pasadena, CA 91030

File# 1O(ENV}-4.01

REFERENCE: NOTICE OF PREPARATION OF A DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
REPORT (EIR)Y ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT (EIS) -
PASADENA TO MONTCLAIR GOLD LINE PHASE Il EXTENSION

Dear Ms. Hodor:

Thank you for giving the San Bernardine County Department of Public Works (Department) the
opportunity to comment on the above-referenced project.

The project will be located along the transit route from the City of Pasadena (in the County of
Los Angeles) to the City of Montclair (in the County of San Bernardino).

The Traflic Division’s comment is as follows:

We request a Traffic Impact Analysis (TIA) report per the Congestion Management

Program (CMP) for our review,

Should there be any changes to this project, please notify our Department so that we may have
the opportunity to comment on the changes. [f you have any questions or need additional
information, please contact Kelly A. Rozich, Senior Associate Planner, at (909) 387-8114.
Sincerely,

ol
NARESH P. VARMA., Chief HECE]VED

Environmental Management Division

e
7

JUL 3 0 20
NPV :KR/Tama AsthorinyGukdlineCoastrucionbDEIR-PDEIS-Response PBL
CONST,
ce: KAM/PJM Reading File AUTHORITY
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N » B UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY & PA
i&w 3 REGION 1X
75 Hawthome Street

San Francisco, CA 394105

July 17, 2003

Susan Hodor RECE“’ED

Gold Line Construction Authority
625 Fair Oaks Avenue, Suite 200 JUL 2 8 2003
South Pasadena, California 91030

PBL
Phone: (626) 403-5500 - AUTHORITY

Dear Ms. Hodor:

The Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has reviewed the Notice of Intent to prepare
an environmental impact statement (EIS) for the Light Rail Travel Extension from Sierra Madre
Villa Station in Pasadina to Montclair in Los Angeles. Our review is pursuant to the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) regulations (40
CFR Parts 1500-1508), and Section 309 of the Clean Air Act.

EPA has no formal comments on the Notice of Intent at this time. Please send three
copics of the Draft EIS (DEIS) to this office at the same time it is officially filed with our
Washington D.C. Office. If you have any questions, please call me at 415-972-3846.

Sincerely,
<=
Q‘ x
Nova Blazej

Federal Activities Office
Cross Media Division

cc: Ray Sukys, Federal Transit Administration
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| have revisited every station location (but one) on the proposed Gold Line Phase 2 with your
Final Draft Report in hand. | believe this line will be an unqualified succass that will unleash the
potential tied-up in Gold Line 1 because it's too short. Gold Line 1+2 will be Los Angeles county’s
1st rail line to move people from the county's center to the county linel- and because of its
MetroLink connections- throughout the regicn, not just the San Gabriel Valley! Its raturn to its
historic use as a rail ine, as well as the T.0.D.-focus (that works around the world and in our past,
but never Iried to this scale in modern times in the L.A. basin!) will help save the historic cores of

all nearby cities. Please add this extended response to my previous com eg blic
scoping request for Gold Line Phase Ii; ﬁ 5

JUL 3 T 2007

PBL

A) Break the inter-county bamier; studying Gold Line 2 to Upland. Study a bnncngga"ltgl;' m%mo
Airport terminal; this would improve discretionary ridership, provide a link to additional MetroLink line
stalions for broader network coverage, and prempt the supposed ™ need” for maglev between the region's
airports.

RE: General Principles

B) Study using D.M.U. operations as an initial-cost & time-saving tool instead of shortlining the route for a
rdership-depriving M.0.S,: 1) double the length of the Sierra Madre Villa L.R.V. station platform 1o accommodate a
linear platform transfer lo D.M.U. cars st the east end, with temporary mode separation devices in tha track
sppropfiate to F R.A_ & C.P.U.C. requirements. As soon as the bridgework |s completed, track faid, signaling &
dispatch are in place, 2) run D.M.U. to all ready-i0-open stations from Sierra Madre Villa to Montclsir. Tha purpose Is
to initiate service as quickly as possidle with reduced initial capital oullay.., (Colorado Railcar's 92-seat A.D A -
accessible 1200 h.p. diesel coach w/ E.M.U.~style cab end and transit seating cost ~$2 OMiltion- comparable to an
LRV, car, and many components can be serviced in a bus yard or lrucking operation). Switch to LR.V. mode as the
electrical line work and substations can be completed. Resell D.M.U. equipment upon full electrification of Gold Line
2, or move D.M.JJ.'s to other lines (such as Exposition L.R.V., of the “Budinglon Northern Santa Fe Harbor
Subdivision” to L.A.X. airport) for the same purpose. Given the stale budget crisis, and the Feds' preference for
foreign wars to aomestic programs (like lransportalion). this could make the difference between “funded™, or not ...,

C) Prioritize access of all non-automotive modes at the proposed rail lines. Do as little as possibie to Station
designs to add inconvenient, time-absorbing rerouling to bus fines, parlicularly Foothill's. Minimize car parking lots
that enadle autornobiles and destroy urban fabric.

D) Consider retaining freight potential on the r3ilroad. (M.T.A. coukt make a modern light rall "box motor” (in the
0id days sometimes made from semi-retired trolleys) or D.M.U's coukd switch the 2 dozen freipht cars- off hours when
iransit is closed- o mect the Miller plant needs al Irwindale for instance), without forcing freight customers ta ship by
lrucks that worsens traffic burden on the 210 freeway. Aliowing the Gold Line (instead of freight raikroads) lo handie
and peofit from freight switching (part of M.T.A.'s responsibility is goods movement they do litile of a5 far as | can tell)
along Goid Line 2, hat impacts the LLR.V./ D M.U. mode choice discussion), Your maps should show current goods
cuslomers that ship by rail, with some numbers of how may rallcars are shipped daily and the equivalent truck traffic
their shipping by rsil displaces.

E) Study how the rail developmant should look that might assist lineside cities (such as Arcadia) with
development of an Historic Route 66 overtay district with architectural controls_.. one aspect might be a retro-
look to rail stations to recall Roule 66 In its heyday (Route 66 had several different alignments in LA, before it was
decommissioned In 1971), that could bring historic museums and improve merchants' botiom lines.
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F) Bikepaths an: poly shown at Monrovia & Glandora. But bicycles on trahns offer excellant non-automotive smog-
fraa extensions of rail lines, reaching far beyond the "5 minute walk™ radius shown on the T.0.D. maps- for
commuting and recreation. Pleasa study a bikeway paralieling the full route wherever possible (o reach
intermediata locations and other bikepaths, such as the one to the L.A. County Fairgrounds on the west sida of
Fairpiex Drive, not shown page 48), Whare width is not sufficient for salety; consider reusing the former Pacific
Electric right-of-way nearby (I believe Is south of the proposed Gold Ling at Duarte, and on the side of First Gureet In
Claremont, for instance). Bike lockers, bike route signage, shade. and water fountains are essential efements for a
blkeway system to be tully ulilized; please consider externalizing heir costs lo ather budgets- particulary cities™- so
the initial bikeways can be complated by he agency without ime and monetary distraction. The Canstruction
Authonty should aid City's planning & zoning depanments 10 encourage bicycle shops, restaurants, etc. to be sited
along Bikeways.

G) Make sxisting grove parking like mature trees just south of the Claremont statlon (clled out for
redeveiopment on your map) a template for other parking lots- retain exisling lineside trees, and plant more (such
a3 converting every Tth parking space 1o plant a shade tre# in its center) for an inviling oasis of shade, far more
scanic than the view of 3 stories of concrete viewed from the train on the north side of the tracks! Lineside cities
5houid be encouraged lo rival Claremont's approach to station restoration (including staffing & accessible bathrooms),
urban landscaping, brick planter-seats, eto, around {heir stations.

H} A shading alternative where treas do not exist is a shading structure topped with photovoltaic paneis (P.V.).
Building-Integrated P.V. (B.LP.V.~ ke altraclive, money-saving solar shingles or standing seam roof designs) shoukd
atso be considered al station shelters to put power into the grid to entirely offset stations’ Rghting and electical needs,
1o recharge eledric cars, and a demonstration of a futuré-oriented, non-poliuting solution to our future power needs,
anx create station identity.

1} 3 stories of concrete north of the tracks &ct s & sonic baier lo the rest of Clarsmont’s dowrtown; consider using
bems, existing and new buildings- instead of ugly and expensive new sound walls- to reduce Sound entanng
downlowns. And ieave enough room from the raif line to residantial uses for sound Impacts to fall off: LaVeme's
student houslng spproximataly 120° from tracks is probably the minimum. A betler pattern is found in trackside lowns
around Chicago: a linear trackside park (that allows for gatherings, monuments, and trackside expansion) with the
commuder station in it, (with freight generating rackside INJustry such as lumberyard spurs along the tracks further
away from the main cross-street). A street parrailel 10 the lracks with diagonal parking facing tha station, and
Supporting T.0.0 (before we called it that) with newsstand, coffes, cab stand, restaurant uses lining the sids furthest
from the Iracks, building facades facing Ihe trains. This patlern of rall towns In the midwest since the 1B80's works
even bettor loday with a single agency- Metra- operating the lines as a single network.

J)} Your study should sxplors ways to ald cities in creating common linesida thames- could be as simple 83
copying the leftering from Santa Fe stabions, 10 developing landscaping guidelines and sssistance 10 lineskie property
owners for graffiti abatement & improved landscaping, hokd a imeside twners & tenant's competition with prizes for
beautification between stations, or develop a stativn molif that could be Interpreted in varicus ways. Cost
effectiveness is essential here, however, with costs externalized from the ratl & staflons’ construction budget!

RE: Al {:] Draft

Page # Scoping consideration or correction needed:

(Cavar) There is no label narrative caption for this station, though it namowly survived threats of gemolition
recentlyl

p. 38, 1st Transportation is about moving people not cars; "trafflc jurisdictions” are pot Gods, On the water,

paragraph, big ships have the right of way over littls boats; should be the same here: 1) Each rail rider should

last 2 count the same as each sulo occupant; 2) or betier as they've chosen the mos! compact & efficient

sentances, &  form of land transportation. )it is not noted whether traffic signal preemption Is assumed (# should

p. 39, chan bs3), 4) whethar the figures given are for grade crossings in urban settings ke Gold Line Phase 1

and captions  5) where signal preemption a1 rail crossings can make Lrains vidually Invisible no less conveniers than
waiting half the time lor traffic signals already surrounding them, and 6) thet road intersedclions near
rail lines continua 10 be productive (roads paralied to the Lracks get green traffic signals and continue
t¢ flow while gates are down & lrains approach) You have 2is0 not studied rail's pctential for
expanded productivity {moving ihe most people by rail at grade crossings): 200 passangers per full
light rail car x 2 car trains (present operation) = 400 per train. Run &1 2 minute Neadways (30 trans
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per haur) moves 12.000 per hour; Gold Line 1's stabion lengths are [or 3 car trains, moving 18,000
passengers par hour- show me a row of aulos that can do that!

p 44 (Map) Santa Clara and 1st Avenue js tha worst station site possible considering the dream
alternative on the rail line 2+1/2 blocks to the southeast: for the pace of ulilily relocation (is that
sewer strapped on lhe girders?) that dream allemative is the same distance from the former 1-story
*CBD" (Central Business District} that appears moribund, with few opportunities to add mulli-story
mixed-use density without invasive demolitions. And building new 2-3 story mixed-use infil around
1he Santa Clara street location would probably suck the life oul of the CBD, rather than help it.
©n the other hand, the obvious dream Station location is on the existing bridge grade-separating the
railroad from busy Huntington Drive at 2nd Avenue: Building the station on Lhe bridge (or immediatety
t:ast of it with walkways along the beidge crossing Huntinglon Drive) will allow passengers lo ramp
down an identicat walking distance {o the Central Business District 10 the southwest, to 3 luxury hotels
©n the north end of the platfonm, dining on the northeast, strip mall shopping on the north east and
south east sides, of a huge large park with stadium lights and nighl hours on the southwesl,
Pedestrian crossaver Is already provided by the sidewalk, and could be enhanced with an additional
concrete vaulls & sidewalk tunnelling through the embankment near the abuiments, The bridge
<tafion location will ensure train dwell times minimize grade crossing lime. And the station over
Huntington Drive would be a8 Gold Line landmark & make il the posterchild of calendars and
t-ansit Irade magazine covers.

p. 44 (Map) “:twindale Road™ it incorrect; | believe il's "Irwindale Avenue™; please fix...

p. 48 (Map) - Scparation of Gok Line LLR.V. and MetroLink stalions is a huge mistake, discouraging extremety-
gesirable cross-platform transfers, making eccess between both rail lines' slalion pars neediessly
difficult. The "New Transil Station™ on University of LaVeme campus properly is a very peor choice
considering nearby White Streel (off the east edge of the map) is lhe most logical location for the
station, where Gold Line 2 and Metrolink lracks come {ogelher (ala Pomona), and Foothill Transit
crosses on its way to a popular shopping district 1o the north. Fairplex Avenue receives very little
auto traffic compared to White, s0 it would be best ta provide parking closest to White, rather than
crowding campus with cars thal dont move all day. Demolishing trackside indusiry for T.0.D. (along
Amrow Highway east of D street) may not be a good ideat Some have suggested While may lie
outside LaVeme's boundaries; if true, that is no excuse nol Lo select station tocations that serve and
funclion best. . just add "LaVeme” lo 2 hyphenated slatlon name.

p. 49 (Map) Separation of MetroLink's shefters from the historic Gold Line 2 station is 2 mistake,
drscouraging extremely desirble cross-platform transfers, that woulkd make access between both rali
lines' stalions and Foothill bus lines difficult. This study should consider getting the city to abandon
the shelterless shelters built for Metrolink on some godforsaken road 1/2 mile westl with no trip
ganerators, & move MatroLink passengers into the historic Santa Fe station 10 share it with Gold Line
2 and Foothill passengers; that stalion is large enough and could host rider-supporting uses tog! The
eqsting Park & Ride lot should be given to MetroLink for Hs maintenance equipment uses, so its
enployees coukd get to by irain and 8 long walk/ (goif cart ride?) (though Ed Von Nordeck (retired
fram MetroLink) sald of MetroLink's maintenance equipment, “.._thal styff can go anywhere...”)
Consider bringing all Foothill bus lines on Garey Avenug (nol labeled on the map) into the station
compound between Lhe tracks, instead of "Preferred location” for tha Park & Ride the map proposes.
No cars should be aliowed inside (he compound, and a spacial bus-only traffic signal could allow
turns inside the compound, with bus bays oa the south (MetroLink) side of the compound. Transit is
more eificient than aulos! Keep cars outside Lhis transit compound, in diagonal parking on the north
site of West Sanla Fe. Consider a “wild west™ archiledural thema developed from the existing 7.0.D.
archilecture of Lhe building on the southwest corner of Garey and West Santa Fe Street (absurdly
miscast as an auto repair shop!) and using ihe landscaping cues from the (vacant?) building on the
stwtheast comer of Pine Street and West Santa Fe Street.

(all T.0D. fail to show existing rail line locations in relations to the Gold Lines® tracks... especially missing on
Maps) Pamona’s. There are significant issues here re; MetroLink & freight customers’ potential should be
part of ihe planning process.

p. 71- {(Box) Compliant D.M.U_, NOT BR.T.. has the lowest capital costs up there (sea p. 78, Alt. 7); pleass
corred.
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3oal 1: There is not 8 credible range of numbers to back up the wiki fluctuating symbol ratings.

Line 2 Provide source material for difference between LR.T. & D.M.U.

.ine 3; Travel limes of 34.5 for bus, 32 for L.R.T., and D.M U. are not believable. That \rack-sharing
a6d single track numbers are the same is not credibie. That bus- especially CNG-fuetied, especially
wticulated bus' dramatically slower acceleration/ deceleration limes at 10 stations doat add up o
mnany mipules differential is nod credible, Explanations for slower grade-crossings isnt given- is this
sSUMIng raikmad crossing gates or traffic signalization al street intersections? (needs explanation In
appropriate footnotes).

-Seal 2 Symbols: Time sharing should be superior as capital costs are significanily reduced (follow
same logic as 7’5 “Good" rating)

304l 3: Change In vehicle miles not backed up by data. Cite studies of improved ridership on an
2xtended Electric Multiple Unit (E.M.U.) line displacing D.M,U. or other urban rail mode change.
~otential for nolse impacts- what are we talking about- hom blowing or motor nolse? Becausa if it's
accumulated molor noise per passenger-day, B.R.T. will be identical with D.M.U., which uses bus
engines for proputsion. Or if # it"s hom noise, D.M.U. should be identical with L.R.T. that has the same
nbligatian for wamings at grade crossings.

“Market support for T,0.0 ™ lelis us nothing; eliminate field. (see rule at bottom paragreph of p. 81)
'Development potential”: D.M.U.'s Medium-high rating is not credible- should match LR.T.
Parmanent transit infrastructure Is the surest indicator to developers a transit agency will not easity
iibandon their deveiopment site, which yields higher properly values. Merchants in T.0.0. near rail
sitations can sign long-term leases with confidence In a constant flow of customers, which yields
community stability. The transit-dependent can purchase property with confidence near significant
transit infrastructure. While bus operations -even B.R.T. as practiced in Los Angeles- can be
relocated immediately, Because roulings are not portable, bringing the highest accompanying T.0.D.
value; D.M.U_ values should match LR.T.

Godl 4 & 5: DM.U. should match LR.T.

Goal 6; "Provdes...” tells us nothing; eliminate. (See rule at bortom of paragraph on p. 81)

Goal 7. "Provide seamiess...”. "Low” word ratings should be comected to match same symbols’
"Medium® ratings eisewhere on chart,

(30al B: "New lransd service by 2008 ratings are irational. Ripping out existing track, regrading, then
paving Is not easier than rail replacement! Most of Gold Line 2 is 2 lightly used but operating railroad
taday, some good for 79mph Amtrak operation; Enviro processes and the need for bidgework are the
same. With the rail-goak-orienied J.PA. thal defivered Goid Line 1 on time & budget, and M.TA.'s
rail-hostile board politics & rail construction bumbling put on the sidelines until completion, it could
& should cerainly be comgpleted before paving, and long before 2008!

G';)al 9: tells us nothing; eliminate- you covered the topic on p. 67- Goal 4 overlaps essentially same
ivfo.

Thank you for this opportunity lo give comments and feedback; good luck to us all in completing
this project! Please call or write if you have questions, need sketches, or are interested in Eric
Lloyd Wright's architectural services.

Very Truly Yours,

un_L.oTH/ RAPH|ICS

ERIC LLOYD WRIGHT
ARCHITECTURE & PLANNING

John Jay Uilotn
Associole

TOTAL P.B4
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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES D Pw

PDOS3
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

“To Ennch Lives Through Effective and Caring Service”

900 SOUTH FREMONT AVENUE
JAMES A. NOYES, Director ALHAMBRA, CALIFORNIA 91803-1331
Telephone: (816) 451-5100

wow Radpw org ADDRESS ALL CORRESPONDENCE 10/

7.0, BOX 1380
ALHAMBRA, CALIFORNIA 91802.1460

July 30, 2003 REFERTOFRE - W4

Ms. Susan Hodor REOE‘VED

Gold Line Construction Authority
625 Fair Oaks Avenue, Suite 200 JuL 3 1 2003
South Pasadena, CA 91030 8L

A

P
UTHORITY
Dear Ms, Hodor: CONST.

RESPONSE TO A NOTICE OF PREPARATION FOR
A DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT FOR
GOLD LINE PHASE Il EXTENSION PASADENA TO
MONTCLAIR PROJECT

Thank you for the oppartunity to provide comments on the subject document. The
intent of the proposed project is to improve east-west mobility across the 24-mile-long
corridor in the San Gabriel Valley, relieve congestion on existing transportation
facilities, increase connections to work and education destinations within the San
Gabriel Valley and the Los Angeles region, support econamic revitalization in each city
along the carridor, and contribute to the preservation and enhancement of the natural
envirenment. The corridor includes the Cities of Pasadena, Arcadia, Monrovia, Duarte,
Irwindale, Azusa, Glendora, San Dimas, La Veme, Pomona, Claremont, and Montclair;
and is located in Los Angeles and San Bemardino Counties. We have reviewed the
submittal and offer the following comments.

Environmenlal Programs

As projected in the Los Angeles County Countywide Siting Element, which was
approved by a majority of the cities in the County of Los Angeles in late 1997 and by the
County Board of Supervisors in January 1998, a shortfall in permitted daily landfill
capacity may be experienced in the County within the next few years. The construction.
demalition andfor predevelopment activities associated with the proposed project and
the postdevelcpment operation over the life of the proposed project will increase the
generation of solid waste and may negatively impact solid waste management
infrastructure in the County. Therefore, the proposed environmental document must
identify what measures the project proponent plans to implement ta mitigate the impact.

Draft - Scopiné Comments - - H-92
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Mitigation measures may include, but are not limited to, implementation of waste
reduction and recycling programs to divert the solid waste, Including construction and
demolition waste, from the landfills.

The Las Angeles County Uniform Building Code, Section 110.3, requires that a building
or stucturs located on or within 1,000 feet (304.8m) of a landfill containing
decomposable material must be protected against landfil gas intrusion. Once the
alignment of the extension is determined, the project may be determined to be located
on or within 1,000 feet of a landfill containing decomposable material. This issue should
be addressed and mitigation measures provided. The discussion should include
subsurface lateral migration of landfill gas, migration delection, and control and
protection systems for affected enclosed buildings and structures. Our Environmental
Programs Division must be contacted for issuance of necessary permits.

The Los Angeles County Building Code, Section 110.4 requires that buildings or
structures adjacent to or within 200 feet {7,620 mm) of active, abandoned or idle ol or
gas wells be provided with methane gas protection systems. Once the alignment of the
extension is determined, the project may be determined to contain or lie within 200 feet
of aclive, abandoned or idle oil or gas wells. This issue should be addressed and
mitigation measures provided. Our Environmental Programs Division must be contacted
for issuance of necessary permits.

The existing hazardous waste management facilities in this County are inadequate to
handle the hazardous waste currently being generated. The demolition phase of the
proposed project may potentially generate hazardous waste (such as asbestos, lead
based paint, and/or contaminated soil), which could adversely impact existing
hazardous waste management facilities. This issue should be addressed and mitigation
measures provided.

Should any operation within the subject project include the construction/installation,
modification or removal of industrial waste treatment or disposal facilities, andlor
stormwater treatment facilities, our Environmental Programs Division must be contacted
for required approvals and operating permits.

if you have any questions, please contact Mr. Robert Barker at (626) 458-5167.
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Geotechnical and Materials Engineering

The Environmental Impact Report shall address the geotachnical issues identified in the
Notice of Preparation/initial Study.

Description of the project and the associated grading, [.e., existing and proposed
grades, etc., must be shown on a topographic map. Also all geotechnical hazards must
be identified, and any mitigation measures discussed in delall. The requested
information shall be included in the appropriate documents, as requesled by others.

Portions of the project site are located within both mapped potentially liqusfiable areas
and mapped potential seismically induced landslide areas, per the State of Califomnia
Seismic Hazard Zone Map, Pasadena, Mount Wilson, Azusa, and Glendora
Quadrangles. However. Liquefaction analysis and seismic slope stability analysis are
not warranted at this time, Detailed liquefaction and seismic stability analyses,
conforming to the requirements of the State of California Division of Mines and Geology
Special Publication 117, must be canducted at the tentative map and/or grading/building
plan stages.

If you have any questions, please contact Mr. Amir M. Alam at (626) 458-4925.

Land Developoment

Grading and Drainage

We have reviewed the subject document and have no comment.

If you have any questions, please contact Mr. Michael Hales at (626) 458-4921.
Transporiation Planning

The project study area includes unincorporated lLos Angeles County areas. If
necessary, Metropolitan Transit Authority should coordinate with the County

Department of Public Works to minimize impacts to County Highway Plan routes.

If you have any questions, please contact Mr, Hubent Seto at (626) 458-4348.
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Traffic and Lighting
The proposed project has the potential to significantly impact County and County/City
roadways. We would like the opportunity to review the related environmental
documents and traffic study upon its completion. The County's methodology shall he
used when evaluating the County and/or County/City intersections. The study shall also
address the cumulative impacts generated by this and nearby developments and
include the level of service analysis for the affected intersections. If traffic signals or
other mitigation measures are wamanted at the affected intersections, the developer
shall determine its proportionate share of traffic signal or other mitigation costs and
submit this information to Public Works for review and approval. A copy of cur Traffic
Impact Analysis Report Guidelines is enclosed.
If you have any questions, please contact Mr. Nickelas Van Gunst at (626) 300-4768.
Watershed Management
The proposed project should include investigation of watershed management
opportunities to maximize capture of local rainfall on the project site, eliminate
incremental increase in flows to the storm drain system, and provide filtering of flows to
capture contaminants originating from the project site.
If you have any questions regarding the environmental review process of Public Works,
please contact Massie Munroe at the address on the first page or at (626) 458-4358.
Very truly yours,
JAMES A. NOYES
Director of Public Works
7=
ROD H. KUBOMQTO
(ﬁ/ Assistant Deputy Director
Watershed Management Division
MM:sw
C/EIRs/18.dec
Enc.
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CITY OF SOUTH PASADENA

OFFICE OF THE CITY MANAGER
1414 MISSION STREET, SOUTH PASADENA, CA 31030
TEL: 625.403.7210 * FAX: 626.403.721t * EMAIL: SJOYCE®CI.SOUTH-PASADENA.CA.US
WWW.CLLSOUTH-PASADENA.CA.US

RECEIVED

July 31, 2003 JUL 3 1 2003

Mr. Richard Thorpe, CEO CONST.l;%%'HORﬂY
Metro Blue Line Construction Authority

625 Fair Oaks Avenue, Suite 200
South Pasadena, Ca. 91030

Att,  Ms. Susan Hodor

Re:  Notice of Preparation, Gold Line Phase I1 Extension, Draft EIR / EIS
Environmental Impact Statement, Request for Participation

The City of South Pasadena supports the proposed extension of the Gold Line to the east San
Gabriel Valley and beyond. We have received the Notice of Preparation and attended the Gold
Line Phase II Extension meetings and have read the other information provided about the
proposed scope of analysis and impacts of the project.

The City of South Pasadena has concems related to the proposed scope of the studies, Several
points of concern are highlighted below.

* The scope of the EIR / EIS must be revised to include impacts that may occur in South
Pasadena. The Phasc II project is integral with the Phase I project. South Pasadena may be
impacted during the construction phase and most certainly will be impacted in the long-term
from secondary and potential considerable cumulative impacts.

* Aesthetics. The construction and operation of the Phase Il project may result in the need for
the construction of additional TPSS stations and other facilities in South Pasadena. Those
changes and medifications require a full and complete disclosure because of the impact on
the neighborhoods and potential adverse impacts to residents’ quality of life. Decreased
headways would require reconsideration of deficient or marginal rail crossings, both
acsthetically and operationally.
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» Cultural Resources. The Phase I project is in close proximity to a number of historic
properties of local, state and national significance. We are quite concerned about the impacts
on these structures and their uses if the Gold Line Phase Ul results in additional LRT traffie
and other traffic in the close proximity.

+ Noise and Vibration. We are very concerned about the noise and vibration resulting from
the Phase [ project. Any additional noise and vibration resulting from a Phase T project
could be considered intolerable. This is a secondary impact of the combined Phase 1 and
Phase IT project that requires significant efforts to identify, evaluate, and to mitigate,

* Socio-Economic. We believe there are substamtial potential impacts that need to be
analyzed. Further analysis is needed 1o understand these impacts. South Pasadena has
experienced new residential development due to the construction of the Phase I project. We
have concerns about added demand for redevelopment and the need for additional parking
with the further success and use of the combined Phase I and Phase [1 project. Any
mitigation measures proposed o alleviate parking, traffic, and redevelopment impacts should
include, but not limited to: financing, scheduling considerations, implementation
responsibilities, and momnitoring plan.

» Public Services and Facilities. We are very concerned that additional LRT traffic will
result in decreases headways, and greater congestion of cross streets, Such increase may
significantly impact our Fire and Police response time to emergencies. Furthermore, we have
schools that are in close proximity to the crossings and therefore pedestrian safety is of preat
concemn. Jt should also be noted that traffic increases could affect the condition of existing
underground utilities. Some of those lines are more than seventy to eighty years old.

* LRT and Traffic Operations. We are quite concerned about the frequency and duration of
LRT operations and its tmpact on traffic circulation. It should be addressed as a primary
issue due to its importance in an at-grade LRT system and with further impacts on traffic
congestion and pedestrian conflicts.

« Corridor Trapsportation Patterns and Impacts. The impact of the proposed project
should be analyzed on the whole highway system, including the cumulative impact of the
entire rail corridor {Phase I and IT) on the various highway improvement projects within the
subregion including the potential impact on the extension of the I-710.
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We look forward to the process and suceessful mitigation of all the primary and secondary
impacts resulting from the Phase Il project. The City of South Pasadena therefore requests to be
considered a full participant in the EIR / EIS process for the Phase [I project. We would
appreciate advance copies of the DEIR and associated studies to facilitate internal review.
Please submut all notices, reports, agendas, and other material related to the Phase 11
Environmental Analysis to the attention of the City's designated City Council representative, the
transportation manager, and to me.

Your assistance in this matter is appreciated.
Sincerely,

v

Sean Joyce
City Manager

o South Pasadena City Council
Jim Davis, Director of Public Works
Karen Heit, Transportation Manager
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92/31/2883 13:14 526-337-2965 BALDWIN PARK CEC RDA

Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority
Gold Line - Phase /I

Public Comment Card

PAGE  B2/83

Name: Loro—  Roudoa. Date: l\7/3’/03

Phone;

Afdres:

Comments.

Phese  See  Adteched

Preaze lvave ot the comment table or submit ta:

Los Angeles to Passdena Meloo Biue Line Constructon Authority
Artn: Susan Hodor

625 Fair Oaks Avenue, Suite 200

CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY RO P};‘;Zf’,‘;ﬁ‘;’;ﬂ:‘:

Soming commenis pravide mput into the planning and eavironmenia! process. No respoeses 10 scoping comments wili b made

| S —
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87/31/2003 13314 626-337-2965 BALDWIN PARK CEQ RDA PAGE 83/83

July 31, 2003

Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority
Aitn: Susan Hodor

625 Falr Oaks Avenue, Sta. 200

South Pasadena, CA 91030

Subject: _CITY OF BALDWIN PARK GOLD LINE PHASE Il SCOPING
COMMENTS

While not one of the elaven cities directly impacted by the proposed Metro Gold
Lina extension 1o Claremont and possibly Montclair, the City of Baldwin Park
feels that thelr will impacts beyond this eleven citles that should be addressed
during the development of the Draft Environmental Impact Report.

Most importantly, the City of Baldwin Park feels that our residents may be
negatively Impacted by changes in transit services and traffic pattems. First, we
are concernad that regional ransportation services, including Foothill Transt,
ansure that there Is a careful balance in the services that are changed or created
to serve the new Gold Line stationa.

We understand that services may be re-routed to serve the Gold Line reducing
the arnount of service available to our residents or possibly [engthening the trip
times for our residents. Our hope Is that these impacts are considered and
funding identified to ensure mitigation factors to prevent this. |n addition, while
ensuring that the trip lengths are not increased and services decreased, wa
would like to' ensure that those residents and business people using the Gold
Line for their commute do have a connection to and from Baldwin Park. This
could be providad at a regional level or, f new funding is Identified, could be
provided by the City.

In addition the City of Baldwin Park strongly feels that conslideration should be
given o the traffic impacts on north-south arterials in our City and neighboring
cities, It can be anticipated that commuters traveling along the |-10 corridor may
opt to travel north to the Gald Line to connect with Pasadena. These impacts
should ba considarad during the drafting of the Environmental Impact Report and

mitigation measures for these impacts should be included as a part of the final
report.

The City of Baldwin Park iz happy to work coaoperatively with the Construction
Authority In the study of the impacts to our City and the development of mitigation
factors to address these impacts, We would also be willing to wark couperatively

with the Construction Authaority in securing State or Federal funding to address
thesa concems.
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APR-15-1908 @957 P.e2
THECITY OF
POMONA
‘5“59‘*?3,' " PlaAning Division
Duector

July 31, 2003

Susan Hodor

Gold Line Construction Authonity
625 Fair Oaks Avenue, Suites 200
South Pasadena, Califomia 91030

Re:  Noticz of Preparation of a Draft Environmental Impact Report

Dear Mrs, Hodor:

The City of Pomona Planning Division was pleased Lo reccive a rFou'cc of Public Hearing
from your agency. We appreciate being included in the review regarding the
Environmental Impact Report for the proposed transit improvemdnts from Pasadena,
through Pomona to Montclair. The City of Pomona belicves thatlthe following issues
should be addressed in the proposcd Draft Environmental Impact :

1. The potential impacts emanating from the increased parking requirements at the
proposed station near Garey Avenuc in Pornona. Pleasc indicate where and how
parking will be provided for Gold Linc users.

2: The potential impacts on vehicular and pedestrian circulatjon at the proposed
station near Garey Avenue. Pleaso addreas tha circulation impacts from the
increased vehicular and pedestrian traffic catcring and exiting the proposed
station near Garey Avenue,

Again, thark you for the opportunity to review and comment on this project. We look
forward to continuing our relatiohship with the Gold Line Constritction Authority to
cnsure that the best possible project is buill.
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APR-15-1500 09:57 P.23

Sincerely,

Home g

Paul Samaras,
Assistant Plarmer

Gold Line ETR.doc

TATA P AR
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Susan Hodor

1RwW)

From: |

Friday, August 01, 2003 11:07 AM RECE‘VED

Sent:

To: Susan Hodor JUL 8 1 2m3
Ce: Camille Diaz; Kwok Tam

Subject: Comments to NOP, City of irwindale CONST. PA%me

Susan, the following are Irwindale's comments with respect to the Notice of Preparation for the Gold Line Phase i
Extension Draft Environmental Impact Report (Study)

1

The City reserves the right not to approve the proposal for the development of a train maintenance
facility yard, storage yard, or other such use that is developed for the purpose of supporting the use of
trains and their ancillary equipment and facilities in the City of lrwindale.

Because of the proposed location of the Irwindale Train Station, the scope of the FIR/EIS needs to
analyze and propose various alternatives for transparting train patrons from the station on the Miller
grounds to Irwindale Avenue as there are significant grade differences.

The EIR/EIS needs to analyze and recommend what inner city and intra-regional transportation
systems the Clty shouid consider and passidly support in order to put the most efficient system into
effect for transporting train patrons to various destinations in the City and elsewhere. Potential intra-
city partnerships and programs for supporting an intra-transportation program should part of the
study’s consideration. This should not be limited to molorized vehicles but should inciude
opportunities for bike paths and pedestian pathways that are also sensitive (o the handicapped.

The study should recommend what land use and development opportunities the city can expect from
the establishment of a train station and what if any long term potices, programs and objectives shouid
be included into the Clty's General Plan, or a future specific plan or transportation oriented district
program. Caonsideration should be given whether opportunities exist for linking future strategic land
use and transportation districts with ather cities to facilitate and direct deveiopment.

As each city has committed to establishing design standards for their stations, Irwindale has
established design guidelines that require all architecture in the industrial and commercial sectors ta
Incorporate a Spanish/Mission design. The design requirements alsa extend to landscaping,
walkways, lighting and specific design elements that add to the Spanish/Mission effect.

The study needs o analyze the eflect conceming transportation ¥npacts from any vehicle trip
increase into the proposed train station site at the Miller Plant, including Irwindale Boulevard, and
First Street in order to avoid and mitigate any impacts to existing truck and vehide circulaticn. The
study should also include potential transportation impacts along the entira lrwindale Avenue corridor
from Foothill south to Arrow Highway. Consideration shouid be given to the modification and
placement of signalization and other vehicle calming measures as necessary in order tc mitigate
impacts,

Thank you for the cppertunity of commenting on the NOP, Please confirm receipt of e-mail. Thank you.

Reuben Arceo

Director of Planning

City of Irwindale

626 430-2207
rarceo@ci.irwindale.ca.us

8/1/03
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Susan dodoz

50L4 Linz Construction Autnority
325 Fair Jaks Avenue, 3uite 2970
3outn 2asadena, TA 31932

July 22, 29903

R¥: So0ld Lin2 Pnase IT Extzasion

The snvironmental iampact concerns feor tais projact ars
tae saaz complaints as thos2 nos heiny sxprassed by the citizens
2f South Pasadena about Pnasa I.

I suygest the oractice of soundiag warning horns ha ca-
visited and re-evaluated since the 2aviroamnsntal iasasc of tais
sractice will a2xtend into the entire study arza (and p2rnans
sayond) a5 portrayzd in Attacnacab I 3tudy Area iap. It could
nave a ngygative impact uson almost an entires commuaity such
as Glendora.

I am suggesting a nore extansive iaplementation of using
ragular tcaffic lights at railroad crossiags, wnich woull

J
precade and 52 in addition te the darrisrs and waraings already

-

n 2xisteace. Activatioa would also »drecade tne otner warning
jevices. I'nis would all be in lizu of s0unding wacniayg horas.

Sincarely,

. James Ij)_u):::'n;hk
B —— ]
Clendora.CA 517406306 RECEIVED

JUL 3 1 2003

PBL
CONST. AUTHORITY
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\"‘ Department of Toxic Substances Control

Edwin F. Lowry, Director
1011 N. Grandview Avenue
Winston H. Hickox Glendale, California 81201

Gray Davis
Agency Secretary Govemor
California Environmental

Protection Agency

July 30, 2003 REGElVED
JUL 3 1 200

Ms. Susan Hodor PBL

Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority CONST. AUTHORITY
625 Fair Oaks Avenue, Suite 200

South Pasadena, California 91030

NOTICE OF PREPARATION FOR THE GOLD LINE PHASE I} EXTENSION PROJECT
(PROJECT), SCH 2003061157

Dear Ms, Hodor:

The Department of Toxic Substances Control {DTSC) has received your Notice of
Preparation (NOP) of a draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the above
mentioned Project.

Based an cur review of the document, the DTSC comments are as follows:

1) The draft EIR needs to identify and determine whether current or historic uses at the
. Project site have resulted in any release of hazardous wastes/substances at the Project
area.

2) The draft EIR needs to identify any known or potentially contaminated site within the
proposed Project area. For all identified sites, the draft EIR needs to evaluate whether
conditions at the site pose a threat to human health or the environment.

3) The draft EIR should identify the mechanism to initiate any required investigation
and/or remediation for any site that may require remediation, and which govemment
agency will provide appropriate regulatory oversight.

4) If during construction of the project, sail contamination is suspected, construction in
the area should stop and appropriate Health and Safety procedures should be
implemented. If it Is determined that contaminated soil exists, the draft EIR should
identify how any required investigation and/or remediation will be conducted, and which
government agency will provide appropriate regulatory oversight.

The energy challengs facing Cablifornis is reat. Every Californmn nesds Io lake imimediste sction fo reduce energy consumption.
For 3 Vst of simple ways you can educe demand aod cut your energy costs, see our Web-site af www.disc.ca gov.

® Printed on Recycied Paper
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Ms. Hoder
July 30, 2003
Page 2

DTSC provides guidance for Preliminary Endangerment Assessment (PEA)
preparation and cleanup oversight through the Voluntary Cleanup Program (V CP). For
additional information on the VCP please visit DTSC's web site at www.dtsc.ca.gov. If
you would like to meet and discuss this matter further please contact Ryan Kinseila,
Project Manager, at (818) 551-2961 or me at (818) 551-2877.

Sincerely,

Y cikat WM

Harlan R. Jeche
Unit Chief
Southern California Cleanup Cperations - Glendale Office

cc:  Govemor's Office of Planning and Research
State Clearinghouse
P.O. Box 3044
Sacramento, California 95812-3044

Mr. Guenther W. Maoskat, Chief

Planning and Environmental Analysis Section
CEQA Tracking Center

Department of Toxic Substances Control
P.0. Box 806

Sacramento, California 95812-0806

Draft - Scoping Comments H-106
September 5, 2003



Gold Line Phase I1 Extension to Montclair Appendix H

July 30, 2003

Los Angeles 10 Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authoriy
Attn: Susan Hodor

625 Fair Oaks Avenue, Suite 200 < "
South Pasadena, CA 91030 BU 72440490 ug
Fax: 626 799-8599

bxprecs ngjl:

Re: Comments on Phase 1}
Dear Ms. Hodor:

We, the residences of Arcadia below, expressed our concem regarding the Phase 1
project.

The railroad project of Phase Il is located right ai the back of our houses. Our primary
concern regarding this project is as follows:

1. The noise (during and after construction)

2. Vibration

3. Derailment (safety)

With so much accidents happened lately, who will assure us of the safety of our
children in our own property?

4. The hours of operation and frequent of use {2:00AM and every 10 minules)
The fact that the purpose of having train is to avoid (reduce) traffic jam on the
freeway, the hour of operation should strictly on the business hours only, We
should not accommodate the people that are going to clubs or for entertainment
use.

5. The future property value

All that we are asking is that please think about us who had been living in the area for
many many years and for many generations , “What would you do if you were one of
us?”  Enclosed are the picture of our backyards that will be greatly impacted. Thank
you for your understanding regarding this matter.

Name Address

- s S 0 Ao
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Cc: Parsons Brinckerhaff Quade & Douglas, Inc.
444 South Flower Street Suite 3700

Los Angeles, CA 90071

Aﬂ:n.'l Tesse Roberts
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Monresia Nursery

18331 E Eoathill Boulevard
P.O. Box 1385

Azuse, CA 91702-1385
Tel-'800-993-932!

AzZUva,

Carro, GA

Wight Nucseries

1579 GA Highway i1t South
. P.O. Bor 390

Cairo, GA 3987_.8

Tel; aco-.342-6.o|2
Davrron, OR
nrovia Nursery

13455 5. E'..J bf-ytu: Highway .

9azlou OR 97134~ a+|6
el c_oo -666-g321 .
N

’ NG
W.‘h:'w.-,...., 5o

La Granca.

P 0. Qox 478 »' 3
L* Gun‘z NC 2855
Tel: K‘oc-qgo 9195’%
Srunr.rln.n: OH
Bnrr)hlr){wnu'fu
4001 Moareﬁdzknd

Springfield. OH 4,5502
Tel: 8oo- 995 {DO! b

AL 2
Main Orr1ce: 18231 E. Fosthill Boulev

City T
. SWlﬁ&P»‘;

& 1dpnnﬁed.£or. a~fisture station.

iozx32_13
oS3
MONROVIA 508
GROWERS

HORTICULTURAL CRAFTSMEN SINCE 1926

* July 29, 2003 RECEIVED
: 5 AUG 01 2003
Ms. Susan Hodor PBL
Gold Line ‘Construction Authority CONST. AUTHORITY

625 Fa.u' Qaks Avenue, Suite 200

“

Sofith Pa.sadcna, California 91030
Subjccl: Gold Line Phase II Extension Notice of Preparation (NOP)

Dcar Mm Egodor

_* Monr @gﬁa Nursery Company has reviewed the Gold Line Constmcl.non

- Authority’s NOP for the Gold Line Phase II Extension. Monrovia
L 3
eS8 %% in the cities of Azusa and Glendora and in unincorporated
A fgtgclcs County. The preferred alignment of the Phase II Extension
‘gmfhgm bounda:y of the Nursery property from just cast of
Venue’m‘} 52 lo Barranca Avenue in Glendora.
f y"‘ 4?%
recentlf”fgproved a Vesting Tentative Tract Map and
;ﬁaNurs:ry property. The Specific Plan envisions a
3 tnaster planned community, including a new K-
L. paxks, and uaxls ‘The Specific Plan also contemplates a new
transit stop “fo%.the Phase 11 Extension at Citrus Avenue. Land has been
In addition, the Monrovia Nursery
Spcc:ﬁr.gla:r-has.been designed to grade separate the existing Palm
Drive mto:thcNursay as well as the extension of Citrus Avenue. The
Gold Line Phase 1 Extension EIR should analyze the proposed project
in light of recent appmvals on the Nursery property.

oy

and operates a2 commercial nursery on approxnmately 600

A_-

Dcvclopment of the Nursery property is anucxpatcd and approved, but
nqt: gyapnteed 'Iberefore, the EIR must also analyze potenua] 1mpact’s

"www.monaroviz.cam

"7 0. Box 1385 + Azusa. CA 91702-1385 - Tel: 800-999-9321

@ Priarcd ou recveled pabir
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some of that property and other portions of that property are within the railroad right-of-
way and leased for agricultural operations.. The Nursery also has two private at-grade
road crossings at Palm Drive. The EIR should analyze potenual lmpacts at all of these
crossings, including noise and traﬁic

We would be happy to provide assistance or information 1o -the Gold Line’s
representatives regarding existing Nursery operations and/or the approved Specific Plan.
Please contact Peter Carlson at 949-489-2700, ext. 208 for more information or to
schedyle a meeting. -

Miles Rosedale -
Managing Director

Cc:  City Councilman Dick Stanford, City of Azusaa
Rick Cole, City of Azmsa
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1031322
PDSIZ
August 1, 2003 ARC

Richard D. Thorpe ED
t ’ Chief Executive Officer RECE‘V

Ar dla Pasadeaa Metro Blue Line Construction Authority AUG o 1 2003

625 Fair Oaks Avenue, Suite 200

South Pasadena CA 91030 PBL
CONST. AUTHORITY
Dear Mr. Thorpe:
Office of the
City Manager Thank you for organizing, and meeting in our City Council Chambers, the July

% & 21, 2003 Public Open House/Scoping Meeting for the *Notice of Preparation,

Gold Line Phase 11 Extension” sponsored by the Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro

Blue Line Construction Authority (Authority).
William R. Kelly
City Manager On July 21, 2003, the City of Arcadia submitted a “formal” request to the
Authority for an extension of time to submit comments. The extcnsion was
requested because of the short time frame between the scoping meeting and the
comment deadline. However, because the Authority has not responded to our
request, we are complying with the established deadline; based upon the limited
time we have had to prepare comments, as attached.

Please be advised that this response has been prepared based upon information
presented to the City of Arcadia as of the date of this letter. The City of Arcadia
reserves the right to supplement this response if additional information regarding
the proposed project or its potential environmental impacts becomes available to
the City, or if the scope or description of the project changes.

Thank you for your consideration in this matter. Please feel free to contact Don
Peaman, Assistant City Manager/Development Services Director at (626) 574-
5414 if you have any questions or need further assistance.

Sincerely,

)

William R. Kelly
City Manager

WRK:PAW:pa
Enclosure

cc: Mayor and City Council
Don Penman, Assistant City Manager/Development Services Director

240 West Hustingron Drive Stephen Deitsch, City Attorney

Pasr Office Box 60021
Arcadia, CA 910666021
(628) 574-5402

(626N 445729 Fav
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GOLD LINE PHASE II EXTENSION
NOTICE OF PREPARATION OF AN EIR
CITY OF ARCADIA COMMENTS
JULY 31,2003

The following comments are in response to the “Notice of Preparation, Gold Line Phase
II Extension™ issued by the Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction
Authority. The City of Arcadia has previously gone on record in a letter to the Blue Line
Construction Authority dated February 27, 2002 supporting grade separations at its two
at-grade street crossings (Santa Anita Avenue and First Avenue). The EIR should
address both the alternatives of at-grade and grade separated crossings. The comments

below shall apply to both cenditions and where applicable the EIR should address the
comments both ways.

AESTHETICS

1.

The City of Arcadia is concerned with the aesthetics of all bridges as well as the
overhead wiring of the light rail system. This is compounded by the effect of the
rail line grade and bridges elevated above adjacent land uses for the majority of
the Arcadia segment. The overhead wiring will partially obstruct views along the
rail line. The impacts on view corridors of public streets and from private
properties must be addressed and mitigation measures identified. The City of
Arcadia requests design review and approval of the aesthetics of all bridges, new
and retrofit, such as the color, materjals and architecture.

TRAFFIC

I

I~

It is the City of Arcadia’s desire that the rail crossing on Santa Anila Avenue will
be separated from the street. The proposed grade separation is critical to the
movement of traffic on this important transportation corridor.  Santa Anita
Avenue currently carries approximately 33,000 vehicles per day. It is Arcadia’s
primary north-south street with access to the 1-210 Freeway, the Santa Anita Race
Track, the City’s downtown, Arcadia High School, the County Regional Park and
Golf Course. This segment of Santa Anita Avenue from the 1-210 Freeway to
Huntington Drive is also an important transit route for the San Gabricl Valley
with two fixed bus routes using the street and making several stops in the general
area. The rail crossing is less than a quarter mile south of the I-210 Freeway and
directly south of Colorade Boulevard.

A grade separation at Sania Anila Avenue must address the impact to the street.
If a grade separation requires the street to be lowered, the impacts to the street and
the surrounding properties must be identified and mitigated.

The City of Arcadia is concerned with the grade of the rail line proposed in the
preliminary rail line plan and profile prepared with the Goldline Phase II
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Alternatives Analysis. A grade separation at Santa Anita Avenue causes a steep
grade transition to occur between Santa Anita Avenue and the proposed rail
station at Front Street and Santa Clara Avenue. The EIR should address the
impacts of this condition and whether a station can be constructed at-grade or if it
must be elevated. If the grade of the station is affected, what is the affect on the
adjacent street crossing?

Proposed at-grade crossings at any street must be studied for the impacts and
diversions they cause. The analysis of proposed at-grade crossing(s) must
consider the close proximity to the proposed station and consider the maximum
interruption to traffic flow caused by the trains accelerating and decelerating as
they enter and leave the station. The analysis must be based on the maximum
number of trains per day with the shortest proposed headways. The City is
concemed that the street traffic interruptions may be lengthened where a train pre-
empts a rail crossing beyond the rail station before the train has stopped at the
station. The analysis should also address impacts to the City’s traffic signal
interconnect system.

The impact of the rail station at Front Street and Santa Clara Avenue could
generate a significant amount of peak hour traffic. For this reason, the following
intersections should be analyzed:
i. Santa Anita Avenue and Colorado Boulevard
il. Santa Anita Avenue and Santa Clara Avenue
ii. Santa Anita Avenue and Huntington Drive
iv. Colorado Boulevard and Second Avenuc
v. Huntington Drive and Second Avenue
vi. Santa Clara Avenue and First Avenue
vii. Santa Clara Avenue and Second Avenue

The rail station shall provide adequate circulation for both vehicles and
pedestrians and must accommodate loading zones for vehicles and buses.

LAND USE / STATION

1.

The EIR must address the location and size of the proposed rail station and
include both an at-grade and a raised platform. Altemative layouts should be

considered including the potential for additional land adjacent to the proposed
site.

The City is concerned with the potentially high parking demand at the Arcadia
Rail Station. Parking will be an impact due to the limited space available. The
EIR must address alternatives for meeting the parking demand including the
feasibility of a parking structure or off-site parking.

The EIR must address existing and potential new land uses in the vicinity of the
rail line and station.
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4.

1L is the City’s understanding that the funding of each rail station will be the
responsibility of each city. It is uncertain at this time who will be responsible for
the design and conslruction of the stations. The EIR must address this as a
potential coordination issue and how the final design will relate to the EIR
docurnent.

PUBLIC SAFETY

NOISE
L;

L

The City has concems relative to parking lot security, on-grade andfor in a
parking structure. Any large parking area providing all day parking invites
eriminal activity such as auto theft and auto burglary, Vehicle owners are also
subject to criminal acts while coming and going from their vehicles. Without a
previous history to draw upon in Arcadia from the Gold Line project, it is
important to study what impacts the rail stations and parking lots have had in
other jurisdictions that the rail traverses. At this point it is toa early to know the
added criminal impacts the rail will have in this regard in Arcadia; however,
having the metro rail authorities provide information from their experience in
other jurisdietions where the rail has been established for a significant period of
time would be helpful in drawing some conclusions.

The City recommends the establishment of a Fire and Life Safety Committee,
comprised of all agencies affected by the Gold Line, Phases 1 and II. It is our
understanding that this process worked very well during the original Gold Line
construction phase.

Noise is a concern for Arcadia, especially with much of the current alignment
above grade. The EIR must address the noise impacts of the elevated or at-grade
rail line on the surrounding land uses and particularly the noise sensitive
residential areas. This would include, as a minimum, noise from the train itself as
well as from the train horns and the at-grade crossing operation and alert systems.

The City is concerned with the proposed locations of traction power sites. The
EIR must address the location of these sites, the noise gencrated and the
compatibility with surrounding land uses.

The EIR must address the noise relative to construction. What types of noises are
to be expected and how any potential noise impacts will be mitigated,

VIBRATION

L

The EIR must address the impacts of construction vibrations on adjacent land
uses.
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2. The EIR must address (he impacts of train vibrations on all adjacent land uses,

and especially the effects of vibrations from the raised rail line sections.

HAZARDQUS MATERIALS

. With the existing rail line, there is a potential for hazardous materials to exist,

The EIR must address the potential existence of hazardous materials and the
measures to be taken to clean the site.

CONSTRUCTION

L. The City is concerned, that the “design/build” contract process does not allow the

cities reasonable time to review and comment on design features. The more
traditional bidding process accommodates review time by the cities prior to
bidding and construction. If a “design/build” concept is selected, the EIR must
address how the City of Arcadia will be a part of the process. This review should
include Fire, Police, Public Works Services and Development Services
Departments.

- Construction and staging areas need 1o be clearly defined so as to understand the

limits of the disturbed and/or demolition areas. Staging areas should allow ample

room for all anticipated needs including construction worker parking.

- Ensure fire department access on roadways, right-of-ways, ctc., during and

following construction. A fifteen (15) foot minimum roadway width should be
established to ensure fire apparatus access.

- Construction activity must include the protection and maintenance of existing fire

hydrants and provide access to them at all times. Agreement on hydrant
upgrades/improvements, and notification of removal of any hydrant or the
shutting down of water mains must be made with the City in advance of any
activitics.

. The City of Arcadia has two parks that abut the rail line. They are Newcastle

Park on Colorado Boulevard and Bonita Park on Bonita Street. The rail line abuts
the north side of both parks for a significant distance. At Newcastle Park, the
back-up walls for several handball courts and a row of mature trees are directly
adjacent to the fence line and the tow of the rail line slope. At Bonita Park, the
newly construcied Skate Park is directly adjacent to the tow of the rail line slope.
These conditions make potential encroachments into the park a critical issue, The
limits of disturbed areas must be clearly defined and extra precautions taken 1o
protect existing facilities. Any debris, heavy dust, or other construction activity
should be planned with mitigation measures so as to protect the parks and their
users,
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6. It has been previously stated that the rail bndges over Coelorado Boulevard and

Huntington Dirive will require structural retrofits. The EIR must address the need
to widen and or structurally enhance the bndges, and the impact on the
surrcunding street system, traffic, noise and the surrounding land uses.

PHASING

L.

The EIR must address the potential phasing of the Gold Line Phase II project.
Because Arcadia will be in the first segment built, the potential phasing of the
project could have a significant impact on the ridership at the Arcadia rail station.
All potential phasing scenarios must address the impacts to the previous phase(s)

stations and the traffic generations and impacts caused by these phasing
conditions,
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MTA
August 1, 2003

Ms. S Hod
Gosld E:: C:nsot:uclion Authority REGE‘\'m

' 625 Fair Oaks Avenue, Suite 200 UG 01 2003
Metropoliten  gouth Pasadena, CA 91030 K
Transportation PBL
s Dear Ms. Hodor: CONST.AUTH 10

One Gaieway Plaza
Los Angeles, CA
90012-2952

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Notice of Preparation (NOP) for the
Gold Line Phase 11 Extension. This letter conveys recommendations from the Los
Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (MTA) concerning issues that
are germane (o our agency’s statulory responsibilities in rejation to ihe proposed
project.

Specific Issues

The MTA requests that the Drafl EIS/EIR thoroughly analyzes the alternative that
involves construction of a2 minimum operable segmeat (MOS) to the City of
Irwindale. MTA also requests that the Draft EIS/EIR incorporate an analysis of the
potential for placing a rail maintenance and storage yard in the general vicinity of the
City of Irwindale. Any extension of the Gold Line would require the construction of a
rail maintenance and storage facility in this general area in order for the operation of
an extension to be feasible.

Congestion Management Program Requirements

A Traffic Impact Analysis (TIA) with highway, freeway and transit components, is
required under the State of California Congestion Management Program (CMP)
statute. The CMP TIA Guidelines are published in Appendix D of the “2002
Congestion Management Program for Los Angeles County.™ The geographic area
examined in the TIA must include the following at a minimum:

1. All CMP arterial monitoring intersections, including monitored freeway
on/off-ramp intersections, where the proposed project will add 50 or more
trips during either, the am. or p.m. weekday peak hour (of adjacent street
traffic); and

2. Mainline freeway-monitoring locations where the project will add 150 or
more trips, in cither direction, during either the a.m. or p.m. weekday peak
houyr.

PARE
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The analysis of development-reiated impacts to transit should include:

1. Evidence that the affected transit operators received the NOP for the Draft EIR;

2. A summary of the existing transit services in the area;

3. Estimated project trip generation and mode assignment for both moming and evening
peak peniads;

4. Documentation on the assumptions/analyses used to determine the number of
percentage of trips assigned to transit;

5. Information on facilities and/or programs that will be incorporated in to the
development plan that will encourage public transit usage and transportation demand
management policies and programs; and

6. An analysis of the expected project impacts on current and future transit services
along with proposed project mitigation.

MTA looks forward to reviewing the Draft EIS/EIR. If you have any questions regarding this

response, please call me at 213-922-2238 or email at foxs@mta.net. Please send the Draft

EIS/EIR to the following address:
LACMTA
One Gateway Plaza
Attn: Steve Fox
Long Range Planning, 99-23-2
Los Angeles, CA $0012-2952

Sincerely,

< o

Stephen G. Fox

Program Manager, Long Range Planning
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pSi3
SCA
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA July 30, 2003 REGE‘VED
AUG 0 1 2003
Ms. Susan Hodor PEL
Gold Line Construction Authority
625 Fair Oaks Avanue, Sulte 200 CONST. AUTHORTTY
South Pasadena, CA 91030
ASSOCIATION of RE: Comments on the Notice of Preparation for a Draft Environmental Impact
GOVERNMENTS Report for tha Gold Line Phase Il Extension — SCAG No. | 20030367
Main Office Dear Ms. Hodor:
813 West Seventh Street ’ ;
12th Rloar Thank you for submitting the Notice of Preparation for a Draft Environmental Impact
Los Angeles. Callfornia Report lor the Gold Line Phase Il Extension to SCAG for review and comment. As
argawide clearinghouse tor regionally significant projects, SCAG raviews the consislency of
N39S local plans, projects, and programs with regional plans. This activity is based on SCAG's
responsibilities as a regional planning organization pursuant to state and federal laws and
1313 2363500 regulations. Guidance provided by these reviews is infendad to assist local agencies and
T(213) 2363825 project sponsors fo take aclions that contribute to the attainment of regional goals and
policies.
Ww.3CIE.Ca. 50V
Wa have reviewad the alorementioned Notice of Preparation and have determined that
oo Prsare eyt e e Wi - (it the proposed Profect Is reglonally significant and directiy relates ia tha policles and
emom Ao Atts, Tomeciie + P strategies In SCAG's Reglonal Comprehensive Plan and Guide (RGPG) and Regional
D R ‘Transportation Plar (RTP). The propased Project Invalves the consirueticn of pxpansion
[ P g ER——— of a lixed lransit roule, such as light rall. CEQA requres ihst EIRs discuss any
'_“_‘:_ R inconsistencios between the proposed project and appicabie ganeral pians and regional
L Argeies, County - dev Varsiavs i, LoS Mpeies plans (Saction 15125 [d]). If there are inconsistancias, an explanation and mbonalization for
oy - Mrarse Andrews, (oovston -
Saldwin, Sun Gobool + Saud B, Corits « such inconsistenciaz shoultl be provided.
Toy Caudenss, (08 Angeies * Gene Darmich,
Parumoued * Wik Disprea, Fomedale = Ry
e el % ol Las daqui Pelicies of SCAG's Regional Comprehensive Plan and Guide and Regionai Transportation
m&;:m,'“:“: Plan, which may be applicable to your project, are outlined in the attachment. Wu expect the
Lo oL oye btals Lol iy Draft EIR to specifically cite tha appropriate SCAG polkcies and address the manner In
Ut vy« e e e which the Project Is consistent with applicable core policles or supportive of
Soalh - Pr G 30 B s e applicabie ancillary policies. Please use our pollcy numbers to refer 1o them In your
ey et i ooy o) Draft EIR. Also, we would encourage you to use a side-by-side comparison of SCAG
reit Lo gt e I policies with a discussion of the consistency or support of the policy with the
otarilocher s el o Proposed Project.
e m A
Bob Ywvichan, endae + Oranis 7 De, L Please provide 2 minimum of 45 days for SCAG 1o raview tha Draft EIR when this document
B s Col oA kg e i is availabie. if have any questions regarding the attached comments, please contact ma
Batrs. L Asis + A Briwn, Bowns Pask Loy alﬂThaﬂk you.
Bume. Faulin - Behand Owve. doahein + Debine
Dwon,
N
ITH, AICP
. enior Regignal Planner
iy e proion Intergovernmental Review
o
Moty (omane _Mowe,_ veanuis (Dwapy
Gien Brcam, S * Lok Marehonte, S
Buasnaatue = Toms Tugmg, e
Tvecsiie Gty Inaipariotion Comm b
Robin Lir, Mot
Veotura Cowaty Inaspartstion Commiaslon: Bet
Drywss, Sami vy
[, LSS iy
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Ms. Susan Hodor
Page 2

COMMENTS ON THE PROPOSAL TO DEVELOP A
DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT
FOR THE
GOLD LINE PHASE Il EXTENSION
SCAG NO. 1 20030367

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The proposed Project considers a series of improvement attematives to improve east-
west mability across the 24-mile long comidor in the San Gabriel Valiey, to relieve
congeslion on existing transportation facilities, to increase connections to work and
educational destinations within the San Gabriel Valley, Los Angeles and San
Bernardino Counties. The corridor includes the cities of Pasadena, Arcadia, Monrovia,
Duarte, lrwindale, Azusa, Glendora, San Dimas, La Veme, Pomona, Claremont, and
Monitclair. These cities are located in Los Angeles and San Bemardino Counties

CONSISTENCY WITH REGIONAL COMPREHENSIVE PLAN AND GUIDE POLICIES

The Growth Management Chapter (GMC) of the Regional Comprehensive Plan and
Guide (RCPG) contains the following policies that are particularly applicable and should
be addressed in the Draft EIR for the Gold Line Phase Il Extension.

3.07 The population, housing, and jobs forecasts, which are adopted by SCAG's

Hegional Council and that reflect local plans and policies, shall be used by SCAG
in all phases of implementation and review.

Regional Growth Forecasts

The Draft EIR should reflect the most cument SCAG forecasts which are the 2001 RTP
{April 2001) Population, Household and Employment forecasts for the San Gabriel Valley
Association of Govemments (SGVAG) and the San Bemardino Association of
Govemnments (SANBAG) subregions. These forecast follows:
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3.03 The timing, financing, and location of public facilities, utility systems, and
transportation systems shall be used by SCAG fo implement the region’s growth policies.

GMC POLICIES RELATED TO THE RCPG GOAL TO IMPROVE THE REGIONAL
STANDARD OF LIVING

The Growth Management goals to develop urban forms that enable individuals to spend
less income on housing cost, that minimize public and private development costs, and
that enable fims to be more competitive, strengthen the regional strategic goal to
stimulate the regicnal economy. The evaluation of the proposed project in relation to the
following policies would be intended to guide efforts toward achievement of such goals
and does not infer regional interference with local land use powers.

3.05 Encourage pattems of urban development and land use, which reduce costs on
infrastructure construction and make better use of existing facilities.

3.08 Support local jurisdictions’ efforts to minimize the cost of infrasiructure and public
servica delivery, and efforts 1o seek new sources of funding for development and
the provision of services.

3.10 Support focal jurisdictions’ actions to minimize red tape and expedile the permitting
process to maintain economic vitality and competitiveness.

GMC POLICIES RELATED TO THE RCPG GOAL TO IMPROVE THE REGIONAL
QUALITY OF LIFE

The Growth Management goals to attain mobility and clean air goals and to develop
urban forms that enhance quality of life, that accommodate a diversity of life styles, that
preserve open space and natural resources, and that are aesthetically pleasing and
preserve the character of communities, enhance the regional strategic goal of maintaining
the regional quality of life. The aevaluation of the proposed project in rslation to the
following policies would be intended to provide direction for pian implementation, and
does not allude to regional mandates.
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3.18 Encourage planned development in locations least likely to cause environmental
impact.

3.20 Suppert the protection of vital resources such as wetlands, groundwater recharge
areas, woodlands, production lands, and land containing unique and endangersd
plants and animals.

3.21 Encourage the implementation of measures aimed at the preservation and
protection of recorded and unrecorded cultural resources and archaeological sitas.

3.22 Discourage developmaent, or encourage the use of special design requirerments, in
areas with steep slopes, high fire, flood, and seismic hazards.

3.23 Encourage mitigation measures that reduce noise in certain locations, measures
aimed at preservation of biclogical and ecological resources, measures that would
reduce expesure to seismic hazards, minimize earthquake damage, and to
develop emergency response and recovery plans.

GMC POLICIES RELATED TO THE RCPG GOAL TO PROVIDE SOCIAL, POLITICAL,
AND CULTURAL EQUITY

The Growth Management Goal to develop urban forms that avoid economic and social
polarization promoles the regional strategic goal of minimizing soclal and geographic
disparities and of reaching equity among all segments of society. The evaluation of the
proposed project in relation to the policy stated below is intended guide direction for the
accomplishment of this goal, and does not infer regional mandates and interference with
local land use powers.

3.27 Support local jurisdictions and other service providers in their efforts to develop
sustainable communities and provide, equally to all members of society, accessible
and effective services such as: public education, housing, heatth care, social
services, recreational facilities, law enforcement, and fire protection.

REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN

The Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) also has goals, objectives, policies and
actions pertinent to this proposed project. This RTP links the goal of sustaining mobility
with the goals of fostering economic development, enhancing the environment, reducing
energy consumption, promoting transportation-friendly development pattems, and
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encouraging fair and equitable access to residents affected by socio-economic,
geographic and commercial limitations. Among the relevant goals, objectives, policies and
actions of the RTP are the following:
Core Regional Transportation Plan Policies
4.01 Transportation invesiments shall bae based on SCAG's adopted Regional
Performance Indicators:
Mobility - Transponation Systems should meet the public nesd for improved
access, and for safe, comfortable, convenient, faster and economical movements
of people and goods.
« Average Work Trip Travel Time in Minutes - 25 minutes (Auto)
+ PM Peak Freeway Travel Speed — 45 minutes (Transit}
« PM Peak Non-Freeway Travel Speed
« Parcent of PM Paak Travel in Delay (Fwy)
= Poarcent of PM Paak Travel in Delay (Non-Fwy)
Accessibility - Transportation system should ensure the ease with which
opportunittes are reached. Transportation and land use measures should be
employed to ensure minimal time and cost.
= Work Opportunities within 45 Minutes door to door travel time (Mode Neutral)
+ Average transit access time
Environment - Transportation system should sustain development and
preservation of the existing system and the environment. (Ail Trips)
« CO, ROG, NOx, PM10, PMZ2.5 — Mest the applicable SIP Emission Budget and
the Transportation Conformity requirements
Reliabitity — Transportation system should have reasonable and dependable levels
of service by mods. (All Trips)
s Transit—83%
« Highway — 76%
Safety - Transportation systerns should provide minimal accident, death and injury.
(All Trips)
« Fatalities Per Million Passenger Miles — 0
» Injury Accidents — 0
Equity/Environmental Justice - The benefits of transportation investments should
be equitably distributed armong all ethnic, age and income groups. (All trips)
» By Income Groups Share of Net Benefits — Equitable Distribution of Benafits
Draft - Scoping Comments H-127
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amang all Incoma Quintiles
Cost-Effectiveness - Maxm'ze retum on transportation Investment (Al Trips). Air
Quality, Moblity, Accassibility and Safety
» Ratum on Total Investment — Oplimize retum on Transportation Investments

4.02 Transpontation investments shall mitigate environmental impacts to an acceptable
leval.

4.04 Transportation Control Measures shall be a priorty.

4.09 Al existing and new public transit services, faciiitles and/or systams shall be fully
accessble to parson'§ with disabilities as required by applicabla seclions of the
1990 Americans with Disabilities Act.

4.10 All existing and new public lransit services shall be provided in a manner
consistent with Title V! of the 1964 Civil Rights Act and Executive Order 12898 on
Environmental Jusdca including tha prohibition of intentional discrimination and
adverse disparate impact with regard ta race, ethnictty, or national origin,

4.11  All existing and new public transit services, facilities and/or systerns shall evaluate
the potential for pn-yare seclor participation through the use of competitve
procurement and feasible institutional arrangements..

4.16 Maintaining and operating the existing transportation systam will be a priority over
expanding capacity.

AIR QUALITY CHAPTER CORE ACTIONS

The Alr Quality Chapter cora actions related to the proposed project includes:

5.07 Determine specific programs and associated actions neaded (e.g., indirect sourpe
rules, enhanced use §f telecommunications, provision of community based shuttle
services, provision o[ demand management based programs, or vehicle-miles-
travaled/emission rees) so that options te command and controf reguiations can be
assessad.

5.11 Through the environmental document raview process, ensure that plans at aft
laveals of govemment {ragmnal air basin, county, subreglonal and local) consider
air qualty, fand use. transportation and etonomic relationships lo ensure
consistancy and minirhize confiicts.

Draft - Scoping Comments H-128
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CONCLUSIONS

All fegsibie measures needed o miligate any potentially negative regional impacts
associated with the proposed project should be implemented and monitored, as required
by CEQA.

Draft - Scoping Comments H-129
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SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS
Roles and Authoritles

THE SOUTHERN CALIFOANIA ASSOCIATION OF GOVERNMENTS (SCAG) is a Jolnt Powars Agency establicshed
under Calfomnia Government Code Section 6502 ef seq. Under federal and state law, SCAG is designated as a Councit
of Govemments (COG), a Regional Transportation Planning Agency (RTPA), and a Matropolitan Planning Organization
(MPQ). SCAG's mandated roles and responsibiities inciude the following:

SCAG is designated by the federal govemment as the Region's Metropoiitan Planning Organizstion and mandated to
malrtain a continuing, cooperative, andcanpnhmsivolranspodaﬁonptanmvgprooess resulting in a Regional
Transporiation Plan and a Reglonal Transp imp 1t Program pi to 23 U.S.C. "134, 49 U.S.C. '5301
et seq., 23 C.F.R. 450, and 43 C.F.R. '613. SCAG is also tha designated Reglonal Transportation Planning Agency,
and as such Is tesponsible for both preparation of tha Regional Transportaion Plan (RTP) and Regionel Transportation
Improvement Program (ATIP) under Califomia Government Code Section 85080 and 55082 respectively.

SCAG is responsible for developing the demographic projections and the integrated land use, housing, employment,
and transportation programs, measures, and strategles portions of the South Coast Air Quality Managemen! Plan,
pursuant to California Health and Safety Code Section 40460(b)-(c). SCAG is also designated under 42 U.S.C. 7504(a)
as a Co-Lead Agency for alr quality planning for tha Cenlral Coast and Southeast Desert Air Basin District.

SCAG 1 responsible under the Faderal Clean Air Act lor determining Conformity of Projects, Plans and Programs to
the Stata Implementation Plan, pursuant 10 42 U.S.C. 7506.

Pursuant 1o Califomia Govemment Code Section 655089.2, SCAG is responsible for iewing all C: st

Management Plans (CMPs) for I y with regional transportation pians required by Section 85080 of the
Govemment Code. SCAG must also evaluate the consistency and compatbility of such programs within the region.

SCAG Is tha authorized regional agency for Inter-Governmental Review ol Pregrams proposed for federal financial
1 and direct davelopment activities, pursuant lo Presidential Executive Order 12,372 (replacing A-95 Review).

SCAG raviews, pursuant to Public Rescurces Code Sections 21083 and 21087, Environmental Impacts Reports of
projects of regional significance for consistency with regional plans [California Environmental Quality Act Guldefines
Sections 15206 and 15125(b)}.

Pursuant to 33 U.S.C. '1288{a)2) (Section 20B of the Federal Water Poifution Control Act), SCAG is the authorized
A ida Waste Traatment Manag Planning Agerncy.

SCAG Is responsiia for preparation of tha Regfonal Housing Neads Assessmant, pursuant 1o Califomia Govemment
Code Section 65584(a).

SCAG Is respensible {with the Association of Bay Area Govemments, the Sacramento Area Council of Govemments,
ard the Association of Monterey Bay Area Govemments) for preparing the Southern Californja Hazardous Wasta
Management Pian pursuant to Califomia Health and Safety Code Section 25135.3,

Revised July 001
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San Gabriel & Lower Los Angeles

RIVERS AND MOUNTAINS CONSERVANCY
August 5, 2003 RECE'VED

ITORNIA RISOURCES AGENCY

Governing Board of the

Conservancy Ms. Susan Hodor AUG 0 8 2003
g::c“'m gﬂ;str'-; Goclgi l.;lna Construscﬁon 2/’:_)Lgﬂority PBL

of Looa Boadk air Oaks Avenue, Suite ;
sl South Pasadena, CA 81030 CONST. AUTHORITY
Vice-Chair
o Sy s M A apae! Re: Notice of Preparation for Gold Line Phasa Il Extension
My D Nichols Draft Environmental Impact Report/Draft Environmental Impact
Secretary for Reowrees Statement
Rasowsces Agaacy
s unhﬂa:::-v Cousal of Dear Ms, Hodor:
Corerments
Cristins Cruz Madrid Thank you for the opportunity to submit comments on the above
I O Yty Comal referenced Notice of Preparation. The San Gabriel and Lower Los
Ed Wilson Angeles Rivers and Mountains Conservancy, or Rivers and Mountains
Gute way Cives Councl of Guveramena Conservancy (RMC) was created in 1998 lo preserve urban open
3:0- De Jemss space and habitat for the enjoyment of, and appreciaticn by, present
S Oobeal ey Waar kst and future generations. The goals of the RMC are described
Steve Peace Commen Ground, the Conservancy's Watershed and Open Space
Direcior

Plan. The Plan presents a simple vision for the future: restora balance
between natural and human systems in the watersheds. The
Ny centerpiece of the Plan is a series of Guiding Principles that cities,
California Beviecnasea] Prokectros federal, state and local agencies, communities, groups and individuals

Agency .
b htais can use to plan future open space., water resource, and habitat

Departement of Fiasnce
Winston H. Hickox

Los Angolca Cousty Board of Supervison projects.

Rick Ruiz Further information on the RMC is available at our website,

Eavinmascrtil Piake Mcab WWW.ITNC.Ca.QoV.

Dr. Paul Yout

ey D e e S Because a significant portion of the RMC territory is comprised of the

Galifbams Citiey subject area for the proposed planned expansion of the Goki Line, the

?::;2 e — RMC would like to work with the planning team towards minimizing

R impacts 1o recreation, open space and habitat and wildlife in the

Acting Dhrecir: planned work zone. While mitigation measures can be implemented

Z:“"'“‘ Pk md Revreninn during the construction phase, the effects of lighting and waming
oel Richird Thompson signals relating to operations should be considered. We stro

R e e e Y 0 G er?courage co?\gsultation witi the RMC and with open space recrea?n%lz

Al Wright user groups towards meeting these objectives. In addition, we feel it is

e T ire important that the project should incorporate into the overall design

T the use of appropriate native planting in any landscape improvements

am G ahoet Trvee Woeter Maarr together Ihe use of best management prachices with respect lo water

lim Noyes quality cbjectives.

LA L sutmy Tulisd Witha Slncefe'y,

Inck Plackwell —

i Rotenis Fatinas

Vidi Wibwa Belinda Faustinas

Executive Officer
Helinde
:——"'I&'.t wiiagr

Y60 S, Fremont Ave.. Annex. 2™ Floor » P O. Box 1460 « Alhambra. CA 91802-[460
Phone. (626) 458-4315 « Fax: (626) 979-5363 ¢ E-mail: bfaustinos @rme.ca gov

WWW.ImC Gl oV
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July 30, 2003

Susan Hodor

Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Construction Authority
625 Fair Oaks Avenue, Suite 200

South Pasadena, CA 91030

Dear Ms. Hedor:
RE: Gold Linc Phase [1 Extension Scoping

We are writing to participate in the official NEPA/CEQA scoping process for the Gold
Line Phase I1 Extension EIS/EIR. There are several issues we believe should be
addressed as part of this environmental review.

1. Public Qutreach: The Authority has held four public and one interagency scoping
meetings. While we appreciate the challenges of trying to provide access to people in a
commidor 24 miles long, it appears that the meetings held have not adequately touched all
of the diverse segments of the population of the San Gabriel Valley along the proposed
alignment. There are several communities with substantial minority populations
(primarily Asian or Latino) and only one of them (Arcadia) was the site of a scoping
meeting. Our in-person observation is that presentation materials were not readily
available i languages otber than English.

Additionally, during the preparation of the Environmental Assessment, the public
outreach process was unfocused and conducted in a passive manner that failed to engage
a substantial number of peoplc in the corridor communities,

It may be too late to hold additional meetings as part of the scoping process, but we
encourage the Authority to become more assertive in its future outreach efforts in the
corridor communities relative to future aspects of Phase II. A recent meeting we held in
Azusa to launch & station-area planning process in that suggested that there are
potentially many more people in the corridor who are interested in learning more about
Phase 1. However, they have heretofore been unaware of any public process that has
been undertaken, We encourage coordination with local efforts to assist and compliment

outreach projects taking place at the grassroots level.

Land Use Trensportation Civic Engogement Public Participation Public Policy

823 North Azusa Avenua + Azusa, Calfornia 91702
(8268) 868-5599 phone » (828) 989-3969 fax
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2. DMoise and Vibration: Based on the Authority’s experience with communities along
the Gold Line Phaso I alignment regarding noise issues, the EIS/EIR should explore the
full rango of available options regarding the mandated use of bells and horns at grade
crossings and at stations. There should be full disclosure of all applicable regulations and
compliance alternatives.

As a practical matter, the Authority should also plan to directly engage interested persons
in communities along the alignment to address specificlocal conditions and develop
appropriate mitigation measures. This will reduce the need for future responses to threats
of appeals to the California Public Utilities Commission or potemtial litigation.

3. Storm Draing: Design and mitigation measures for parking and maintenance facilities
should incorporate elements intended to minimize the generation of polluted runoff that
would add to the Total Daily Maximum Load (TMDL) problems already experienced by
corridor communities. Drains should be designed to include devices that capture litter
and other pollutants. Facilities should be designed to incorporate pervious elements
(including landscaping) to allow for percolation and natural processing of runoff. There
is & growing body of evidence and experience that suggests that the on-site capture of
runoff is quite feasible and not necessarily injurious to ground water quality. The
EIS/EIR should include a {ull review of these options.

4. A
Surface Water - As noted above, handling of nunoff should incorporate methodologies
that reduce the amount of water discharged into receiving water. There is a growing
body of evidence and experience that suggests that the on-site capture of nmoffis
feasible and not necessarily injuricus ta ground water quality. The EIS/EIR should
include a futll review of these options.

Ground Water — We respectfully disagree with the assertion that techniques for handling
runoff should avoid percolation into the soil. There is a growing body of evidence and
cxperience that suggests that the on-site capture of runoff is quite feasible and pot
necessarily injurious to ground water quality. The EIS/EIR should include a full review
of these options,

5. Safety at Grade Crossings: We are encouraged that the Alternatives Analysis calls for
a detailed delay and accident analysis to determine the most appropriate safety measures
for grade crossings along the alignment. Past experience with the Long Beach Blue Line
and the new Gold Line Phasz [ should be taken into consideration, along with that of
other light rail and street car lines in similar California communities (San Diego, San
Jose, Sacramento, San Francisco).

823 North Azusa Avenue » Azusa, Callfornia 91702
(626) 969-5599 phone « (626) BE9-3968 fax
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We believe that, over time, Southern California will re-acclimate to street running rail
mass transit, minimizing perccived hazards for pedestrians and motorists. But while the
technology is being reintroduced, there are legitimate safety issues that must be analyzed.
The Gold Line Phase [T potentially poses dangers similar to those found on segments of
the Blue Line where the proximity of unmindful motorists with obstructed sight-lines to
high speed trains has led to a number of tragic accidents. The lessons leamed from the
Bhue Line will be invaluable in planning Phase II.

We hope these comments are useful to the Phase II environmental process and look
forward to continuing to participate as it moves forward.

Sincerely,

Katherine Aguilar Perez

Executive Director
KAP/jb
623 North Azusa Avenue * Azusa, Califomia 81702
(526) 969-5599 phone » (826) 589-3969 fax
Draft - Scoping Comments H-134
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City of MONROVIA
1' l

Lwpartonend of Publc Werke

August 25, 2003

Goid Line Construction Authority
628 Fair Oaks Avenue, Sulte 200

South Pasadena, CA 91030

ATTN: Susan Hodor

RE: Notice of Preparation, Draft EIR/EIS
Gold Line Phase It Extension
City Comment Submitial

Doar Ms. Hodor:

The City of Monrovia respectfully submits the following commenis tor the above
raferenced project. The concems ane as {ofiows:

3 [f

Address pedestrian interaction with kght rad vehicies st stations, Partiand,
Seatie and San Diego risdictions allow pedestrians o cross tracks and
faciities, when It is 8aga, in #ou of construcling bridges and overpasses.
Typicalty, most pedestrians will not utiize bridges or overpasses.

Address the mixing or separation of light rail and heavy rail opsrations
within fimited right-ol-way. Specifically within the jurisdictions of Monrovis
end Arcadls were the right-of-way is 50 fest wide. Provide an anelysis of
traffic impacts with the potential of three (3) tracks at each grade crossing
versus the relocation of freight operations from the limited nght-of-way
areas in Monrovia and Arcadia, Specifically, addreas the following:

A, The removal of the team track in Arcadia. Relocation of team track
and rail car storage to Irwindale or points castedy.

B. The remaoval of the grainery operationa in Monrovia. Retocetion of
operations and weekly rail servics to Irwindate or points aastory.

1887

115 Scuth vy Avenue  +  Mongovia, Califonia 910162888  «  (626) 932-5575 FAX (626) 932-5559
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3. Address noise companaons from pravious heavy fraight operations fo light
rakl bperations. Provids histerical heavy fraight operations, Inchding
average speod, train frequencies, hom operations, adoning property
vibration Impacts and crossing operations of the Santa Fe rsiiroad prior fo
the line's doaure. Compare this with curment light rad opersations of the
Gald Line for each ostegory.

4. Address noise impects in sreas were tracks are elevatad above the
prades of adjoining single/mull family residencee.

5 Address potantial use of landscape buffers in conjunction with appropriate
safety fencing siong the right-of-way.

Thank yout for your cooperation In this matier. The City ks looking forward to
working on the project. If have any further questions, pisasa feel free to
contact ma directty at

Ce David Fike, Director of Public Works
Alice Grisaila, Director of Community Davelopment

Draft - Scoping Comments

September 5, 2003
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* STAYE OF CALIFORNIA Gray Davis, Govemor
PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 102133563
T 220 wea € Tree e $00 £DS! 3
/—-uu«a.u worl W ¢
August 25, 2003 File Number: 183/19, 30/NOP
RECE‘VED Gold Line Phase II Extcnsion
AUG 2 6 2003 (Pasadera to Montclair)
PBL
CONST. AUTHORITY
Susan Hodor
Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority (PBLCA)
625 Fair Oaks Avenue, Suite 200
South Pasadena, CA 91030

Re:  Notice of Preparation
Gold Line Phase II Extension (Pasadens to Montclair)
SCH# 2003061157

Dear Ms. Hodor:

We reviewed the Notice of Preparation of the Pasadena to Montclair Draft Environmental [mpact
Report / Draft Environmental Impact Statement for the proposed Gold Line Phase II Extension,
dated June 27, 2003, State Clearinghouse # 2003061157, This document discusses the exicasion of
the light-rail transit line from Pasadcna to Montclair. The following comments are offered for your
consideration.

California Public Utilities Code requires the approval of the Public Utilitics Commission either to
construct new or modify existing rail crossings. Gemeral Order 164-C requires that PBLCA shall
submit a Safery Cenification Plan to the Commission swaff for review and approval by the
Commission priot 1o preliminary engineering. During our approval process we may require
modifications 1 the railroad waming devices, the climination of at-grade Gossings, or other
revisions of the project design.

Please note that the Comumission is a responsible agency for this project under the provisions of the
California Environmental Quality Act. As part of its review, the Commission will cousider portions
of the environmental conscquences of this project within its area of expertisc that are subject 10 its
discretionary approval. The areas of safery, security, wansportation, and noise are within the scape
of the Commission’s authority.

Draft - Seoping Comments H-137
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Ms. Susan Hodor, PBLCA
Augnst 25, 2003
Pago 2

Please send copies of future environmental impact reports for this project to:

Micheel Robertsen, PE

Senior Utitities Engi
Californis Public Utilities Cormmission
320 West 4th Stroet, Suite 500 '
Los Angeles, CA 90013-1105

If you have qne:ﬂuns,ywmqemm&hmndnrd_

Very truly yours,

Michae! Robertson, PE
Senior Utilities Engineer
Rail Croszing Engineering Section

Draft - Scoping Comments H-138
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----- Original Message -----

From: Dave Robeck

To: mfrank @ myrafrank.com

Sent: Wednesday, August 20, 2003 10:59 AM
Subject: Gold Line Extension

Good moming Frank,

My name is Dave Robeck,l am a resident of the ¢ity of Ontario and also work at the Ontario
International Airport, I believe the airport would be a great stop for several reasons,

Proximity to parking with 24 hour security,

The California HSR is supposed to have a stop there,

The closeness of 3 major inter-state freeways,

Hopefully having trains to Palm Springs for Folks who dont want to pay the premium prices to
fly into Palm Springs and Don need to get a car once they are there,

The Ontario Airport stop could also be an Amtrak stop

This could be quite a an Intermodal stop and really put Ontario on the map.\
Thank for all the info

Dave Robeck

Draft - Scoping Comments H-139
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-----Original Message-----

From: Arlene Andrew

Sent: Friday, August 01, 2003 2:42 PM
To: I———

Ce:

Subject: Notice of Intent Comments

In response to the inquiry at the July 31, 2003 Gold Line Phase Il meeting, the City of La Verne would
like to submit the following list of issues to be addressed in the Gold Line Phase I EIS/EIR .

The City is La Veme is concerned about:

Noise impacts, particularly late at night and very early in the moming near sensitive receptors such as
homes and dormitorices.

Traffic impacts: Delays in north-south traffic flow, with special concern about emergency vehicle delays.
The ROW scparates La Verne's businesses park (San Polo), Brackett Airport, Arrow Highway with its
many businesses, the Walnut neighborhood and the Puddingstone Hill neighborhoods from the rest of the
City and from public safety facilities.

Also, the effect of increased bus traffic (to feed passengers to the Gold Line) on local streets and
intersections and on the Lordsburg neighborhood, especially White Avenue, which has experienced a
heavy increase in traffic since the opening of the 210 Freeway,

The compounded effect on north-south traffic where the Gold Line and the Metrolink Line are close
together.

Parking impacts: Effect on residential neighborhoods, University of La Verne, and businesses around the
future station. The concern is that Gold Line passengers will park on the street and in public parking lots,
thereby inconveniencing or dislocating current users.

Aesthetic impact: Overhead wires and poles that support them.

Safety impacts: Effect on the safety of pedestrians and bicyclists as well as motor vehicles at crossings
and elsewhere. Effect on emergency vehicles, as stated above.

Economic impacts:  The cost of a new station and associated parking in a City with no existing station
and a modest budget.

Also, the economic effect of transit-oriented development on existing small industrial-type businesses in
the immediate area.

Note: La Verne has not yet sefected a station location. It is unlikely that the station will be at the location
shown in the Alternatives Analysis (at D’ Street). The cnvironmental document should not make this
assumption. The location is likely to be east of the downtown.

Arlene Andrew
Senior Planner

Draft - Scoping Comments H-140
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Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority
Gold Line - Phase I

Public Comment Card

Date: 7://7/(?—

Name: CHARCES Ao TAN

Phone:

Addre

Comments: i
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Please leave at the comment table or submit to:

LOS ANGELES TO PASADENA

Los Angoles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority
Attn: Susan Hodor

625 Fair Oaks Avenue, Suite 200, South Pasadena, CA 91030
{626) 799-8599 Fax

Phase2@metrogoldline.org

CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY

Seoping comments provide input inta tie planning usd environmenial provess. No responses to scoping comments will be made

Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority
Gold Line - Phase 1}

Public Comment Card

Comments: C‘,Q\\_ CLA € ()\ -’-:.‘e:)/o\fjv’ —;{J.J_ /{,(CL«-\- J.}_;’,\_;_‘:, !\\DV('C\* to S%r«.‘f
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Please leave at the comment table or submit (o:

LOS ANGELES TO PASADENA
Los Angeles to Pzsadena Metro Blue Line Constructian Authority
Aftn: Susan Hodor
625 Fair Oalis Mvenue, Suite 200, South Pasadena, CA 91030
(626) 799-8599 Fax
Phase2@metrogoldiine.org

CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY

Scoping comments provide ingna inta the planning and environmental process. No respones o scopng comnnvnts will be mogde
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Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority
Gold Line - Phase Il

Public Comment Card

Name: Tc A N € [5 <N

Phone:

Date: 7—=17-03

Address:

Comments: —_[—'he-- mc}_se:.. ?-‘Dbiélx W‘:ulcl{ S b ’l'o be 'Ttr:, ync—S'i'_

ng';c;u 5 !cr'q the te.r‘n'. | FJ, g“f
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e —— 5 : st
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VJE'T’~—<w"”|€- an f"as" it b f“"—"an s it :ﬂ“ 3 q’o’s:kavearthacommenftable"or;;l:bmltfo
LOS ANGELES TO PASADENA ,.c;__,zm“,_‘l A /h‘"dlmﬂ's

_f.ua Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Canstruction Authority
IIE ef geease shoul.

Attn: Susan Hodor

kel 625 Falr Oaks Avenue, Suvite 200, South Pasadena, CA 91030
&l P’ (625) 799-8598 Fax
CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY Phase2@metrogoldiine.org

|
|
Scaping comments provide inpat inter the plarning and enviranmental process. No respanses 1o scoping comments will be murde

Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority
Gold Line - Phase I

Public Comment Card

Name: \)QQ nno- Md&.kf}[f Ul Date:
Phaone:

Email:

Address:

Comments: A’l )&% #«‘«C,J 4 M 744#'7/ C/S‘?/K i

i
/x;/z/ At Al La-> &‘AIALW

Plzase leave at the comment table or submit to:
LOS ANGELES TO PASADENA

Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Biue Line Construction Authority

Attn: Susan Hodor
625 Fair Oaks Avenue, Suite 200, South Pasadena, CA 91030

(626) 799-8599 Fax
Phase2@metrogoidiine.org

CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY

Scoping comments provide input into the planning and environmental process. No responses io scoping comments wifl be made.
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Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority
Gold Line - Phase Il

Public Comment Card

NDT‘
! éﬁé/ﬁwﬁx

Wﬁﬂ%

MTIEATION O MITICATION. FMHLL Vv BN LD Pﬁzgs.

# fﬁ/ﬁ’/"f Pleaso leave at the camment fable or submit to:

LOS ANCELES TO PASADENA

Los Angeles fo Pasadena Melro Blue Line Construction Authority
Attn: Susan Hodor

625 Falr Oaks Avenue, Suite 200, South Pasadena, CA 91030
(626) 799-8599 Fax

CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY Phase2@metrogoldiine.org

Scoprng commenis pravide input inte the plaaming and onvonaicntal process Ao responses 1o scopeg comments wall he maile

Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority
Gold Line - Phase Il

Public Comment Card

| Name: g{///]p&_ Date: 4227 _.Z__ £t

Comments: -

Aol A Lo AL - L TROO0 OANAn s
N L1728 @l T TLOAR (o o leti o, feorhen . Lebng
Ml Hatira 4

Please leave at the comment table or submit to:

LOS ANCELES TO PASADENA

Los Angeles fo Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority
Atin: Susan Hodor

625 Fair Oaks Avenue, Suite 200, South Pasadenas, CA 31030
(626) 799-8599 Fax

Phase2@metrogaldiine.org

CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY

Seoping comments provide inpit wire the planning aad e commental prociss No respensos o scapfay commaents will i made

Draft - Scoping Comments H-143
September 5,2003
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Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority
Gold Line - Phase !l

Public Comment Card

Name: 2Ty S Sm ¢ 731

Phone:

Address:

Comments: ;
T TRAIN (S CrinG 70 pE ABiessiie - Ll AR 9emNEe
wsED Do THE pimisire  BUT  THe Dine DDING oF |

THE BEZLS 15 pRINING  Jur  NERVESKAL: |
e semops  DPONT HAve Time JO GET ACKOSS Tp& STREET

Piease ieave at the comment table or submit to!

LOS ANGELES TO PASADENA

Los Angeles lo Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority
Attn: Sussn Hodor

625 Fair Oaks Avenue, Suite 200, South Pasadena, CA 91030

o (626) 799-8599 Fax
CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY Fhase2@metrogoidiine.ony

Scoping comments provide inpwt tnio the planning and environmenial process Na respanses ta scoping commenis will be made

Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority
Gold Line - Phase Il

Public Comment Card

Name: ANATE . THeRSon)

Phene:

Address:

Comments: _E /1) TEAATRLY SORPRISED THAT THERC HASV'T RBeéew
ANy DIScuSSiorv BRBOVT £ QoNNECoA  RETweay THE RLYE AVD
(OLD LINES oN ALAMNEOS STREET. THRE'G Re o Mone
THAN A STRICovS, And  IT woold RELICYE PRESSVURE opy
e RED LINVE  RETWEEN (IWzon) STAmron § 7™M - /icing Eenyen .

Please leave at the comment table or submit to;

LOS ANGELES TO PASADENA

Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority
Atmn: Susan Hodor

625 Fair Oaks Avenue, Suite 200, South Pasadena, CA $1030
(6526) 799-8599 Fax

CONSTRUCTION AUTHORITY Phase2@metrogoldiine.org

Scoping comments provide inpid inti Hie planming and envirenmenn! process. No cesprses 10 seaping comnients will be made

Draft - Scoping Comments H-144
September 5, 2003
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Los Angeles to Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authorify
Gold Line - Phase ll

Public Comment Card

Name: ﬁi\qﬁd

Phone:

> Vet il

Address: —
Comments: __Three. Lomtsyns. 1) La Vevne Slatim (3 nex Clppn i
Ak 4l ﬂnd/’(‘,m Ly s Leimy . Lie aé aupbm://)«m»/vmt
! ! - { yebloarts Ao 4hire //?’)Z"!M‘U{( Ll ¥d —
“Heds pre Lzéru/ 3] /50— e ulr’ 2 b/ /Znﬁr; Dacts -
y . . Wﬁq

772 /Zﬂ l/’ "!/5’/ m rﬁ-m-'g Please leave at the comment table or submit to: |

DS ANGELES TEFASADENA

Los Angeles to Pasadena Motro Blue Line Construclion Aulhon!y
Atin: Susan Hodor |
625 Falr Oaks Avenue, Sulte 200, South Pasadena, CA 91030 [
(626) 799-8599 Fax |

CONSTRUCTION AUTHCGRITY Phase2@metrogoldiine.org
Scoping contments provede by o the plunsng and cavtrunmenial process. No resporses jo seopung comments wil b made
Draft - Scoping Comments H-145
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Susan Hodor

From: Robb, Duncan (I

Sent: Wednescay, July 09, 2003 7:39 AM

To: Goldsmith, Lynne; Susan Hodor

ce: Juarez. Rufina; Fox. Stephen:
Subject: RE: NOP for Golg Line Phase 1l

This ROW (situated between Claremont and Arcadia) is owned by the Pasadena
Blue Line Construction Authority (PBLCA) and was formerly identified as the
Pasadena Subdivision that was acquired by MTA (and subsequently transferred
to PBLCA) from the BNSF Railroad in 1992. ILis stll used by BNSF for

freight railroad operations and alsc by SCRRA for its Melrolink operations
(SCRRA's San Gabrel Subdivison) for a shert segment between Pomona and
Claremont (LA County/San Bermardino County Line). SANBAG ownership of this
ROW does not commence until the county line.

Sluart Ondeck of my office is the Senior Real Estate Officer responsible for
this ROW and should be included in future correspondence,

Thank you,

Duncan W. Robb - Manager, MTA Real Estate
X22435

> ——Original Message—

> From: Geldsmith, Lynne

> Sent; Tuesday, July 08, 2003 6:08 PM

>To:

>Cc: Juarez. Rufina; Robb, Duncan; Fox, Stephen;
o

> Subject: 3 or Gold Line Phase Il
>

>

> To Whom It May Concern:

> MTA's San Gabriel Valley Bikeway Master Plan, adopted in 1985, identifies
> a regionally significant bikeway on the rail-night-of-way from Azusa 1o

> Claremont. There is currently a Class | bikeway being designed on the

> right-of-way between San Dimas and Glaremont. | imagine there will be an
> interest in possibly extending that bikeway west. Will the DEIR/DEIS

> acknowledge and discuss the planned and proposed bikeway?

>

> Please clarify for me: The NOP says the R/W is owned by the Gold Line
> Authority and SANBAG?? |s this correct? Is this the RAW Metrolink is

> alse using?

>

> Thank you.

>

> Lynne Goldsmith

> MTA Bikeway Modal Lead
> Planning

C

Draft - Scoping Comments H-146
September §, 2003
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LAPRSBLLEL INE Fax 16267938599 Aug S 2003 9:33 P.02
/-04-0'3 10:23 P

b
54kt

7% 0641/#-4
CITY OF GLENDORA v satt _ @opesn]
' 116 Easz Foothill Blvd.. Glendora, Califori 9114;
, 53 ' FAX (626) ;;d-en;.’
OFFICE Of YHE MAYOR Wl gm&mam
August 1, 2003
i
Sen Gabrial Valley COG ;
3871 E. Colorado Bivd. ; ,
Saite 101 i v
Pasadena, CA 91107-3970 P

Confirrning mmy commants at the July 31, 2003 Gold Line maeoting, the City of
Glendora does not wish o sarva as host city for a Gold Line maintenance facility.

With rospect to passenger stations, atthough the Gity Councit has, fom time to
time, discussed the possibility of having multiple stations in the dty, the only .
station approved by the Cy Coundl is the Glendora station site focated on i
Glendora Avenue narth of Routa 56 which Is the sie of the former Santa Fe I
station here it Glendora.

if, at some future date, the neghboring dtios of Azusa or San Dimas wish to
discuss the possbility of a joirt effort in support of 3 sateliite station or platform,
we may ba receptive 1o the proposal. However, such sction s not contemplated |
at this tme. [
Should you nead further dadficaton concoring the & poaiion on theaa
mﬁmummmmmcwmwmzwz-

[

i

Sincerely. : !

: Z gz ; E

Cormway ]

o3 |

i

1

[

|

PRIDE OF THE FOOTHILLS I

I88/203°d flaoe 1770 BTE GFS PAIET $FAD KAWSTA

Draft - Secoping Comments H-147

September 5, 2003
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