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Responses to Comments from Local Agencies and Organizations 
 
 
This section provides responses to comments received on the draft environmental document from local/regional 
agencies and organizations.  
  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Summary of Comment Letters Received from  
Local Agencies and Organizations 

Comment 
Code Agency Commenter 

Name 
Date Letter 
Received Comment Topic(s) 

Appendix 
J 

Page No. 

L-1 
Los Angeles County 
Department of Regional 
Planning 

Max Thelander 09/21/16 
Alternatives, Land Use, 
Farmlands, Biological 
Environment, Mitigation 

44 - 54 

L-2 Los Angeles County Fire 
Department – Forestry Division Kevin Johnson 09/16/16 Erosion Control, Watershed 

Management 
55 - 56 

L-3 
Los Angeles Department of 
Water & Power – 
Environmental Planning  

Aiden Leong 09/15/16 Utilities, Right-of-Way, Relocation 
of Towers 

57 - 60 

L-4 Land Projects Mutual Water 
Company Deborah Boyd 09/27/16 Water Well Locations 61 

L-5 Santa Clarita Valley Chamber 
of Commerce Curtis Woods 09/20/16 General Support 62 

L-6 Golden State Gateway 
Coalition 

Victor 
Lindenheim 09/20/16 General Support 63 

L-7 Tejon Ranch  Greg Medeiros 09/19/16 Access Locations  64 
L-8 Pacific Crest Trail Association Anitra Kass 09/19/16 Pacific Crest Trail, Section 4(f) 65 - 67 

L-9 
Building Industry Association 
of Southern California – 
LA/Ventura  

De’Andre 
Valencia 09/19/16 Alternatives, Traffic, Cost 

Estimates  

68 - 69 

L-10 
California Native Plant Society 
– LA/Santa Monica Mountains 
Chapter 

Julie Clark De 
Blasio 09/19/16 Biological Resources 

70 - 72 

L-11 Center for Biological Diversity Ileene 
Anderson 09/19/16 Alternatives, Biological Resources, 

GHG Emissions 
73 - 80 

L-12 Greater Antelope Valley 
Economic Alliance  

Kimberly 
Maevers 09/01/16 General Support 81 

L-13 Three Points-Liebre Mountain 
Town Council Susan Zahnter 09/19/16 

Growth, Visual/Aesthetics, 
Hydrology, Air Quality, Biological 
Environment  

82 - 92 

L-14 Antelope Acres Town Council Virginia Stout 09/16/16 
Antelope Acres Loop, Access, 
Mitigation, Noise, 
Visual/Aesthetics 

93 - 98 

L-15 Endangered Habitats League Dan Silver 08/10/16 Request for Extension of 
Comment Period 

99 

L-16 Tejon Indian Tribe William Gollnick 09/16/16 Request for Consultation 100 

L-17 County Sanitation Districts of 
Los Angeles County Adriana Raza 09/15/16 Access Points, Permits 101 

L-18 Tri County Watchdogs Katherine King 09/16/16 Water, Wildlife, Air Quality, 
Visuals/Aesthetics 

102 - 104 

L-19 Southern California Edison - 
Environmental Services Wendy Miller 09/08/16 Impacts to Facilities, Right-of-Way, 

Access 
106 - 107 

L-20 Los Angeles County 
Department of Public Works Gail Farber 09/28/16 Traffic, Drainage, Water Quality, 

Hazardous Waste, Storm Water 
108 - 113 
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Responses to Comment Letter L-1 
Los Angeles County Department of Regional Planning 

 
Response to Comment L-1.1 
Section 1.2 (Purpose and Need) has been revised to reflect this information. 
 
 
Response to Comment L-1.2 
The Safety discussion in section 1.2 (Purpose and Need) has been revised for clarity. 
 
 
Response to Comment L-1.3 
Tables 2 has been revised to include the requested information. 
 
 
Response to Comment L-1.4 
The recently released SCAG 2016-2040 RTP/SCS model has been reviewed to determine the potential impacts on the 
project purpose and need.  After a review of the land use assumptions in the 2016 model, it was observed that the land 
uses developed for the 2012 model for the SR-138 and the Antelope Valley Area Plan (AVAP) have not significantly 
changed.  Additionally, key corridor volumes were compared between the models and there were not significant 
differences in these volumes. 
 
 
Response to Comment L-1.5 
The environmental document has been revised to make this correction. 
 
 
Response to Comment L-1.6 
The Project Need discussion in section 1.2 (Purpose and Need) has been revised to reflect updated projections. 
 
 
Response to Comment L-1.7 
Further information on Economic Opportunity Area boundaries has been added to the environmental document. 
 
 
Response to Comment L-1.8 
Sections 3.1.2 (Growth) and 4.3 (Growth Inducing Impacts) have been updated to reflect the current status of the 
Antelope Valley Groundwater Basin adjudication, which would provide water resource management to prevent 
depletion and damage to the basin. 
 
 
Response to Comment L-1.9 
Section 2.1 (Project Description) has been updated with maps and cross-sections to allow for comparison of facility 
types (i.e., freeway, expressway, and conventional highway) with regard to access control and grade separation. 
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Responses to Comment Letter L-1 
Los Angeles County Department of Regional Planning 
 
Response to Comment L-1.10 
Section 2.1.1 (No-Build Alternative) has been revised for clarification. 
 
 
Response to Comment L-1.11 
The Project Need discussion in section 1.2 (Purpose and Need) has been revised to reflect this information.  The project 
area is defined by the area of direct impact of the project.  This includes a study area that surrounds the current highway 
and the expanded area of the build alternatives.  Transportation System Management (TSM) may be considered in the 
future as future projects are anticipated or studied.  If the area develops to a level of 200,000, which is above the 
projected approved land uses in the Antelope Valley Area Plan, then TSM would need to be considered at that time of 
the future study.  Transportation Demand Management strategies will be incorporated in the actual implementation of 
the corridor improvements.  As improvements are needed, based on traffic growth, improvements will be incorporated 
to improve the operations of the existing facility based on the actual travel demand and characteristics of the travel 
demands at the various stages of the implementation. 
 

 
Response to Comment L-1.12 
The 300 feet nominal dimensions centered around the existing highway was determined to be the maximum extent of 
the direct impacts of the project to improve the existing facility to meet the purpose and need of the project and 
ultimately the build alternatives.  
 
 
Response to Comment L-1.13 
This revision has been made in section 3.1.1.1 (Existing and Future Land Use). 
 
 
Response to Comment L-1.14 
The section has been revised for clarity. 
 
 
Response to Comment L-1.15 
The section has been revised for clarity. 
 
 
Response to Comment L-1.16 
A community description for Gorman can be found in section 3.1.1.1 (Existing and Future Land Use). 
 
 
Response to Comment L-1.17 
The section has been revised for accuracy. 
 
 
Response to Comment L-1.18 
Table 8 has been revised to accurately reflect the development trends in the project area. 
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Responses to Comment Letter L-1 
Los Angeles County Department of Regional Planning 

 
Response to Comment L-1.19 
Table 8 has been revised to accurately reflect the development trends in the project area. 
 
 
Response to Comment L-1.20 
Table 10 has been revised with the goals and policies listed in numerical order. 
 
 
Response to Comment L-1.21 
The discussion related to Policy M 2.4 has been revised in Table 10. 
 
 
Response to Comment L-1.22 
To maintain the continuity of the bike routes within the western project limits, a bicycle path is proposed along the 
access road between the highway and Quail Lake outside of Caltrans R/W.  Also, specific improvements include a 
Class I bike path, which will be established by utilizing the proposed utility corridor and remnant portions of the 
existing SR-138. Other improvements include pedestrian and bike refuge areas, cross-walks, and median cutthroughs 
for bikes. Please see Chapter 3.16 for a discussion of how the proposed alignment would maintain continuity with bike 
routes. 
 
 
Response to Comment L-1.23 
The project is consistent with Policy M 11.1 because it would improve existing pedestrian routes and create new 
pedestrian routes.  Pedestrian overcrossings are proposed at 3 locations to facilitate pedestrian and bicycle movement 
through the corridor. The proposed locations are near 75th Street, 100th Street, and 280th Street, and would be fully 
determined in the design phase of the project.  Pedestrian overcrossings help reduce the distance that pedestrians need 
to travel between proposed crossings. Since a majority of the corridor is currently rural and undeveloped, the three 
potential pedestrian overcrossings proposed are in the communities of Antelope Acres and Neenach, serving current 
pedestrian needs.  Diverting motorized and non-motorized modes of traffic to grade separated crossing points or 
signalized intersections may enhance safety for pedestrians.                                                                                                                                                                    
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Responses to Comment Letter L-1 
Los Angeles County Department of Regional Planning 

 
Response to Comment L-1.24 
 
The following mitigation options for impacts to biological resources will be considered: 
 
- Working with the Antelope Valley Resource Conservation District and the Transition Habitat Conservancy to 
preserve adjacent similar habitat such as Joshua tree woodland within the Joshua Tree Woodland SEA and to acquire 
agricultural conservation easements to preserve open space for foraging species. 
 
- Working with the Peterson Ranch which is within the boundaries of the San Andreas Rift Zone SEA to preserve 
habitat within that SEA. 
 
There are approximately 72 existing cross culverts within the project limits.  Approximately 47 existing cross culverts 
will be maintained or expanded.  Approximately 25 cross culverts will be abandoned and an additional 93 cross culverts 
will be constructed to maintain hydrologic integrity and support wildlife movement.  Culverts will range in size from 24 
inches to 10 ft. by 10 ft. in width and height, and ranging from 80 ft. to 200 ft. in length and vary between reinforced 
concrete pipes, reinforced concrete boxes, and corrugated metal pipes.  A detailed wildlife passage impact assessment 
shall be conducted during the final design phase to confirm the proposed culverts for wildlife passage will be effective 
according to standards outlined in Section 3.3.1 Wildlife Movement and Habitat Connectivity, BIO-7 and BIO-8, as 
additionally set forth in FHWA Wildlife Crossing Structure handbook (2011) and in a manner as natural and easy for 
wildlife to cross such that they will promote use by local wildlife with consideration to current land use, approved 
projects within the area, and further coordination with CDFW and USFWS. 
 
 
Response to Comment L-1.25 
Large trees and shrubs marked for removal will be replaced in kind with native trees and shrubs. 
 

 
Response to Comment L-1.26 
This area of the County has a "Dark Sky" policy that limits the amount of lighting that can be used within the corridor.  
Intersection Safety Lighting will be included as required and the use of Solar Powered lighting will be considered for 
enhanced sustainability, and in compliance with Caltrans Lighting Standards. 
 
 
Response to Comment L-1.27 
The existing transmission lines have been identified along the corridor.  The new transmission lines that are anticipated 
are included in the analysis and included in the project footprint based upon coordination with the responsible utility 
company.  SCE has significant transmission lines along SR-138 and both SCE and LADPW have existing and proposed 
transmission lines that cross the SR-138 alignment and will be coordinated with during final design of the 
improvements. See response to comments from LADWP and SCE for further detail. 
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Responses to Comment Letter L-1 
Los Angeles County Department of Regional Planning 

 
Response to Comment L-1.28 
Caltrans is required to provide the required light for roadway users. The standards must be consistent with overall 
protection of the public health, safety and welfare.  However, where necessary the Project design would be done in 
compliance with the Rural Outdoor Lighting District Ordinance of Los Angeles County. 
 
 
Response to Comment L-1.29 
The Project Development Team is actively considering the acquisition of mitigation land in Joshua Tree Woodland and 
San Andreas Rift Zone SEA’s. 
 
 
Response to Comment L-1.30 
The paragraph has been revised for clarification.  Reduction in congestion from this project   contributes to the overall 
reduction in GHG emissions in the region, as demonstrated in the Southern California Association of Governments 
Regional Transportation Plan.  An assessment of the greenhouse gas emissions and climate changes is included in 
section 4.4 (Climate Change). 
 
 
Response to Comment L-1.31 
The project development team would engage local communities and agencies in the planning and implementation of 
transportation improvements as follows: 
 
• Upon approval of the project, and when sufficient design details are known, Caltrans ROW staff will contact any 
potentially affected livestock owner to discuss how the project may affect grazing operations and to address 
compensation strategies as part of the Relocation Assistance Program (RAP). 
 
• To ensure that persons displaced as a result of the project are treated fairly, consistently, and equitably, relocation 
services and benefits shall be administered according to the RAP. As part of Caltrans’ RAP, advisory services would be 
provided to assist individuals and businesses displaced by the project. 
 
• Caltrans would coordinate with all affected private and public service utilities during the design stage to identify any 
potential conflicts with existing utilities. This process would include evaluation of ways to avoid utility relocations by 
refining the project design and/or protecting existing utilities in place. After seeking approval from utility providers, 
final relocation/protection in place measures would be incorporated into the final plans and specifications.  
 
• Caltrans would coordinate the proposed project work with the emergency service providers in the area. Contractors 
would work closely with the Antelope Valley and Newhall CHP areas to determine the best time for closures and 
detours if necessary. Utilizing CHP officers for traffic control, potential temporary speed reductions, and proper 
signage would be utilized as needed. 
 
• It is anticipated that underground utilities within the proposed ROW may require removal or abandonment during 
construction activities, which may result in temporary service disruptions to some utility users in the vicinity of such 
activities. Measure UT-1 from section 3.1.5 (Utilities/Emergency Services) addresses coordination with affected private 
and public service utilities 
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Responses to Comment Letter L-1 
Los Angeles County Department of Regional Planning 

 
Response to Comment L-1.32 
Section 3.1.2 (Growth) has been revised to address the comment. 
 
 
Response to Comment L-1.33 
Section 3.1.2 (Growth) has been revised to address the comment. 
 
 
Response to Comment L-1.34 
Section 3.1.2 (Growth) has been revised to address the comment. 
 
 
Response to Comment L-1.35 
The interaction of supply and demand for housing and business properties in the land market produces the pattern of 
development within an area. Within this market, households and businesses create demand for new buildings and 
locations while developers provide these products within the supply and cost constraints of local government. External 
factors, such as zoning laws and proximity of public transit and roadways also influence this relationship.  Local 
government actions attract or discourage development by influencing the supply of land available for 
development/redevelopment; densities at which development can occur; and directly or indirectly the cost of 
development.  Also, developers’ projects can be constrained by the ability of local governments to provide needed 
infrastructure.   
 
The need for the project is based on an assessment of the existing and future transportation demand in the project area 
compared to the existing capacity of the facility.  The improvements included in the alternatives were developed based 
on the approved land use plan by Los Angeles County and as defined in the Southern California Association of 
Governments (SCAG) forecast traffic volumes for the 2040 horizon year.  The improvements will not be needed until 
the traffic increases and the traffic increases are based on how quickly the land use buildout occurs.  As new locations 
are considered for development, Los Angeles County as the approving agency will need to determine future 
improvements that are required to meet the access locations agreed to with this project and provide for local circulation 
for property access as a condition of approval.    
 
It is anticipated that the early improvements in the corridor will focus on safety and operations and will not include 
capacity improvements.  As the traffic increases in the corridor, the capacity improvements will be implemented, as 
funding is available.  A Draft Freeway Agreement has been prepared that will be executed between Caltrans and Los 
Angeles County to agree to these future intersection locations.  The types of intersection control will be determined as 
warranted by needs and timing.  The locations will not change, the types of control will be determined based on the 
conditions that warrant the improvements. 
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Responses to Comment Letter L-1 
Los Angeles County Department of Regional Planning 
 
Response to Comment L-1.36 
Please refer to Table 12 and Table 13 for project-specific Farmland information. 
 
 
Response to Comment L-1.37 
Section 3.1.3 (Farmlands) and Table 12 have been revised to include discussion of grazing land. 
 
 
Response to Comment L-1.38 
Section 3.1.3 (Farmlands) has been revised to include additional discussion of permanent and temporary impacts to 
areas within the project limits classified as grazing land by the California Department of Conservation Farmland and 
Monitoring Program (FMMP). 
 
 
Response to Comment L-1.39 
Section 3.1.4.1 (Community Character and Cohesion) has been revised for clarity. 
 
 
Response to Comment L-1.40 
The incorrect statement has been removed from section 3.1.4.1 (Community Character and Cohesion). 
 
 
Response to Comment L-1.41 
Section 3.1.4.1 (Community Character and Cohesion) has been revised for clarity. 
 
 
Response to Comment L-1.42 
The Affected Environment discussion in section 3.1.4.1(Community Character and Cohesion) has been revised to 
address this comment. 
 
 
Response to Comment L-1.43 
Further analysis related to maintaining/loss of access has been added to the Environmental Consequences discussion of 
section 3.1.4.1(Community Character and Cohesion). 
 
 
Response to Comment L-1.44 
As discussed in section 3.1.1.2   Consistency with State, Regional, and Local Plans and Programs the he project would 
be designed to conform to local and general plans.  There are no specific plans within the project limits.  Also, as 
specified in Response to Comment L-1.31, measure LU-1 already proposes early coordination with local jurisdictions 
and community throughout the design of the project.  As a result, measure COMM-2 has been removed because it is 
redundant. 
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Responses to Comment Letter L-1 
Los Angeles County Department of Regional Planning 
 
Response to Comment L-1.45 
Section 3.1.4.2 (Relocation and Real Property Acquisition) has been revised to address the effects of a partial 
acquisition. The text in this section includes references to Figure 15 (Project Area), Figure 16 (Displacement Area) and 
Figure 17 (Replacement Area). The figures correspond to the in-text references. The project area is shown as a line 
because it is located along a linear transportation corridor. The displacement area is located within the project area 
because the displacement area is defined as the portion of the project area that would be affected by displacements.  The 
communities are labeled on Figure 16, which is consistent with references in the text. 
 
 
Response to Comment L-1.46 
In order to fully integrate the goals and requirements of environmental justice into the project level NEPA/CEQA 
review, the methodology used to identify minority/low-income populations for the proposed project environmental 
justice analysis employed the FHWA California Division Environmental Justice Environmental Documents Checklist 
and closely followed the guidance in the FHWA Guidance on Environmental Justice and NEPA.  
 
 
Response to Comment L-1.47 
Section 3.3.1 (Natural Communities) has been revised for clarification on Significant Ecological Areas. 
 
 
Response to Comment L-1.48 
Sensitivity of vegetation types has been determined using the CNPS List of Vegetation Types Described in A Manual 
of California Vegetation by Sawyer, Keeler‐Wolf and Evens (2009).  Application to Joshua and juniper types has been 
revised throughout the environmental document to address the comment. 
 
 
Response to Comment L-1.49 
Joshua tree woodland will be reflected as sensitive plant community regionally.  Also, California juniper woodland will 
be consistently indicated as sensitive. 
 
 
Response to Comment L-1.50 
Table 111 (Wildlife High Use Areas) in section 3.3.1 (Natural Communities) identifies 20 locations along SR-138 as 
potential wildlife crossings that should be further evaluated to mitigate for impacts to wildlife genetic diversity and 
wildlife movement. These 20 locations have been evaluated and nine of these locations, as listed in Table 113 
(Summary of Proposed Wildlife Undercrossings on SR-138) in section 3.3.1 (Natural Communities), are feasible within 
the current project footprint. These sites include areas of road-related mortality provided by Caltrans data, local 
observations during biological surveys, local resident’s concerns, and areas where land-use was compatible with the 
wildlife crossings locations such as adjacent known open space parcels and conservation parcels. 
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Responses to Comment Letter L-1 
Los Angeles County Department of Regional Planning 
 
Response to Comment L-1.51 
A detailed wildlife passage impact assessment will be conducted during the final design phase to confirm the proposed 
culverts for wildlife passage will be effective according to standards outlined in Section 3.3.1 Wildlife Movement and 
Habitat Connectivity, BIO-7 and BIO-8, as additionally set forth in FHWA Wildlife Crossing Structure handbook 
(2011) and in a manner as natural and easy for wildlife to cross such that they will promote use by local wildlife   with 
consideration to current land use and approved projects within the area.  Further coordination will occur with Los 
Angeles County Department of Regional Planning, the California Department of Fish and Wildlife, and the US Fish 
and Wildlife Service. 
 
 
Response to Comment L-1.52 
The results of Spring 2016 rare plant surveys have been included in the Environmental Consequences discussion in 
section 3.3.3 (Plant Species). 
 
 
Response to Comment L-1.53 
Potential habitat for rare plants was estimated by combining all rare plant occurrences that were observed over the 
course of three survey years (i.e., 2014--2016). Because surveys were focused to target rare plant species, best 
professional judgement was used to determine potential habitat within the outer extents of observations recorded during 
field work.  Round-leaved filaree was observed in one soil type but the alkali mariposa lily was observed over a much 
wider range of soil types, according to NRCS Web Soil Survey.  Specific soil types, former observations, known 
occurrences, and pre-construction surveys will be utilized to prevent overestimation of potential habitat. 
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Responses to Comment Letter L-1 
Los Angeles County Department of Regional Planning 

 
Response to Comment L-1.54 
Mitigation of rare plant species has been updated as follows:   

 
• Pre-construction surveys shall be conducted to provide the numbers of individual rare plants and to ground truth 
areas with strong potential for occurrences due to soil type.  

 
• Known occurrences of rare plants shall be preserved in place, where feasible.  A qualified biologist shall protect 
known occurrences of rare plants by establishing an environmentally sensitive area (ESA). 

 
• If impacts cannot be avoided individuals of each rare plant species shall have its seeds and bulbs collected and 
propagated at preapproved nurseries and replanted onsite.   If it is determined that an on-site re-planting is in poor 
health, it shall be replaced by a healthy individual and shall continue to be monitored during the 5 year monitoring 
period.   

 
• 8-12 inches of topsoil salvage will be used to help facilitate the germination and growth of harvested seeds in the 
on-restoration areas of the Project, and to account for rare plant seeds that may be within the topsoil. 

 
• On-site mitigation plantings within Caltrans ROW shall have a separate landscape contract with a 2 year plant 
propagation period, 3 year plant establishment period, and 5 year monitoring period.  On-site mitigation plantings 
shall be monitored by a qualified biologist seasonally to determine health and viability.  If it is determined that an 
on-site planting is in poor health, it shall be replaced by a healthy individual and shall continue to be monitored 
during the 5 year monitoring period.   

 
• During the final design phase of the project, an onsite mitigation feasibility analysis shall be conducted.  If it is 
deemed that on-site relocation of individuals or on-site plantings within Caltrans ROW are not possible after 
construction is complete, off-site mitigation shall be conducted within the region and shall preserved in perpetuity.  
Efforts will be made to acquire lands adjacent to the project limits with equal habitat, equal hydrology, and equal soil 
conditions.  Caltrans anticipates off-site mitigation for permanent impacts at a 2:1 ratio and temporary impacts at a 
1:1 ratio for rare plant species and shall be coordinated with CDFW.  

 
 

Response to Comment L-1.55 
The sentence will be re-worded to highlight that direct impacts will be mitigated for either species.  If impacts to 
the Round-Leaved Filaree (California macrophylla) and/or Alkali Mariposa Lily (Calochortus striatus) species are 
unavoidable, mitigation will be required. Efforts will be made to acquire lands adjacent to the project limits with 
equal habitat, equal hydrology, and equal soil conditions.  Caltrans anticipates off-site mitigation for permanent 
impacts at a 2:1 ratio and temporary impacts at a 1:1 ratio for rare plant species and shall be coordinated with 
California Department of Fish and Wildlife.  See BIO-27 in section 3.3.4 (Plant Species). 

 
 

Response to Comment L-1.56 
Section 3.3.4 (Animal Species) has been revised to include the special-status species indicated.  

 

 
 
Responses to Comment Letter L-1 
Los Angeles County Department of Regional Planning 
 
Response to Comment L-1.57 
Mitigation for vegetation communities, which are inclusive of overwintering habitat for mountain plover is included 
in Section 3.3 (Biological Environment).  Additional foraging habitat will be acquired for preservation, and foraging 
habitat will also be preserved under agricultural conservation easements. 
 
 
Response to Comment L-1.58 
Tricolored blackbird additional foraging habitat will be acquired for preservation, and foraging  
habitat will also be preserved under agricultural conservation easements.  Temporary impacts to 
suitable foraging and nesting habitat will be mitigated in coordination with Antelope Valley  
Audubon Society, West Valley County Water District, LA County Fire Department and 
California Department of Fish and Wildlife to maintain water levels to support tricolored  
blackbirds at Holiday Lake and conduct controlled burns to refresh the riparian habitat.  These  
efforts will mitigate for permanent impacts to foraging habitat and temporary impacts to nesting  
habitat at Quail Lake during construction of the project. 
 
Response to Comment L-1.59 
At the direction of a presidential memo in June 2014 from the Obama administration regarding strategies to promote  
efforts towards conservation of pollinator species, Caltrans has since been implementing more landscape projects that 
include plants that attract pollinator species,  including monarchs.  One effort in promoting pollinator habitat is to 
preserve habitat when feasible.  There are sections of this project where milkweed is present within the permanent  
impact zone.  In an effort to preserve pollinator habitat, Caltrans is proposing to translocate milkweed individuals that 
are within the permanent impact zone and plant additional milkweed seed.  With the execution of appropriate  
replanting techniques, it is reasonable to assume that established milkweed present within the permanent impact zone  
can be successfully translocated to either the edge of right-of-way, or to a dedicated area with suitable conditions for  
these individuals.  Habitat Mitigation and Monitoring Plan will contain detailed translocation methods and will guide 
management in determining suitable locations for milkweed planting.       
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Responses to Comment Letter L-1 
Los Angeles County Department of Regional Planning 

 
Response to Comment L-1.60 
Updated measures include the following:                    

           
• The implementation of a trash abatement program throughout the project’s construction area during all phases of 
construction.  
• Wildlife corridor and wildlife fencing will minimize wildlife-vehicle collisions that will supply carrion for food. 
• The implementation of a 24-hour roadkill removal protocol. 

 
 

Response to Comment L-1.61 
BIO-45 has been revised to incorporate this information into search methodology. 

 
 

Response to Comment L-1.62 
Projects do not typically have specific avoidance/minimization measures for Tehachapi pocket  
mouse (TPM) or other non-listed fossorial species. Caltrans does not recommend burrow  
avoidance and/or installation of exclusion/eviction devices for TPM (and other sensitive  
fossorial species) for several reasons, the main reason being that it is nearly impossible to  
implement these measures. There are several other non-sensitive fossorial species that occupy  
burrows in the project area and there is really no way of knowing which or how many species  
occupy a given burrow. TPM mitigation will be implemented with burrowing owl avoidance,  
minimization, and mitigation measures. Furthermore, it has not been determined that the  
project will have significant impacts to TPM as the species was not detected during two rounds 
of focused trapping. 

 
 

Response to Comment L-1.63 
Bakersfield cactus has been identified outside of the project boundaries. They have not occurred within the project 
boundaries in any of the 3 years of plant surveys.  Coordination with USFWS to genetically identify Bakersfield 
cactus in the region is on-going.   
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Responses to Comment Letter L-2 
Los Angeles County Fire Department Forestry Division 
 
See next page. 
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Responses to Comment Letter L-2 
Los Angeles County Fire Department Forestry Division 
 
Response to Comment L-2 
The topics identified by the Forestry Division are discussed in the Final EIR/EIS as applicable. 
 

 Erosion Control - Section 3.2.2 (Water Quality and Storm Water Runoff), Section 3.2.3     
(Geology/Soils/Seismic/Topography), and Section 3.3.6 (Invasive Species) 

 
 Watershed Management - Section 3.2.2 (Water Quality and Storm Water Runoff), and Section 3.3.2 

(Wetlands and other Waters) 
 

 Rare and Endangered Species - Section 3.3.3 (Plant Species), and Section 3.3.5 (Threatened and 
Endangered Species) 

 
 Archaeological and Cultural Resources – Section 3.1.8 (Cultural Resources) 
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Responses to Comment Letter L-3 
Los Angeles Department of Water & Power – Environmental Planning 

 
Response to Comment L-3.1 
Section 3.1.8 (Cultural Resources) has been revised to acknowledge the information provided. 
 
 
Response to Comment L-3.2 
The information and list of references is acknowledged. Specific comments on the Draft EIR/EIS are not provided. 
 
 
Response to Comment L-3.3 
The LADWP transmission line that was built in 1970 is less than 50 years old, nor has it reached significance under 
criteria consideration G, and so it is not a cultural resource.  
 
 
Response to Comment L-3.4 
The statement has been removed. 
 
 
Response to Comment L-3.5 
The discussion on the Big Creek East-West Transmission Line has been revised in section B2 (Section 4(f) De 
Minimis Determination) of Appendix B. 
 
Response to Comment L-3.6 
Although preliminary studies did not identify the need to revise or relocate the existing transmission line crossings, 
the possibility exists that when the corridor expands, new criteria or additional impacts will need to be resolved.  All 
impacts and detailed design information will be coordinated during final design of the facilities and LADWP will be 
closely coordinated with to insure design approvals. 
 
 
Response to Comment L-3.7 
Preliminary plans were developed in coordination with LADWP and information provided by LADWP.  Existing and 
future right of way, clearances and access have been coordinated with LADWP and will be coordinated further, in 
close coordination with LADWP, during the subsequent design of the improvements. 
 
 
Response to Comment L-3.8 
Preliminary plans were developed in coordination with LADWP and were based upon information provided by 
LADWP.  More detailed engineering and coordination will be completed prior to final approvals and construction, 
including detailed conductor surveys and final clearances. 
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Responses to Comment Letter L-3 
Los Angeles Department of Water & Power – Environmental Planning 

 
Response to Comment L-3.9 
All construction activities will adhere to LADWP's Standard Conditions for Construction. 
 
 
Response to Comment L-3.10 
Although preliminary studies did not identify the need to revise or relocate the existing transmission line crossings, 
the possibility exists that when the corridor expands, new criteria or additional impacts will need to be resolved.  All 
impacts and detailed design information will be coordinated during final design of the facilities and LADWP will be 
closely coordinated with to insure design approvals. 
 
 
Response to Comment L-3.11 
Although preliminary studies did not identify the need to revise or relocate the existing transmission line crossings, 
the possibility exists that when the corridor expands, new criteria or additional impacts will need to be resolved.  All 
impacts and detailed design information will be coordinated during final design of the facilities and LADWP will be 
closely coordinated with to insure design approvals. 
 
 
Response to Comment L-3.12 
Although preliminary studies did not identify the need to revise or relocate the existing transmission line crossings, 
the possibility exists that when the corridor expands, new criteria or additional impacts will need to be resolved.  All 
impacts and detailed design information will be coordinated during final design of the facilities and LADWP will be 
closely coordinated with to insure design approvals. 
 
 
Response to Comment L-3.13 
Although preliminary studies did not identify the need to revise or relocate the existing transmission line crossings, 
the possibility exists that when the corridor expands, new criteria or additional impacts will need to be resolved.  All 
impacts and detailed design information will be coordinated during final design of the facilities and LADWP will be 
closely coordinated with to insure design approvals. 
 
 
Response to Comment L-3.14 
Although preliminary studies did not identify the need to revise or relocate the existing transmission line crossings, 
the possibility exists that when the corridor expands, new criteria or additional impacts will need to be resolved.  All 
impacts and detailed design information will be coordinated during final design of the facilities and LADWP will be 
closely coordinated with to insure design approvals. 
 
 
Response to Comment L-3.15 
Although preliminary studies did not identify the need to revise or relocate the existing transmission line crossings, 
the possibility exists that when the corridor expands, new criteria or additional impacts will need to be resolved.  All 
impacts and detailed design information will be coordinated during final design of the facilities and LADWP will be 
closely coordinated with to insure design approvals. 
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Responses to Comment Letter L-3 
Los Angeles Department of Water & Power – Environmental Planning 
 
Response to Comment L-3.16 
Although preliminary studies did not identify the need to revise or relocate the existing transmission line crossings, 
the possibility exists that when the corridor expands, new criteria or additional impacts will need to be resolved.  All 
impacts and detailed design information will be coordinated during final design of the facilities and LADWP will be 
closely coordinated with to insure design approvals. 
 
 
Response to Comment L-3.17 
Although preliminary studies did not identify the need to revise or relocate the existing transmission line crossings, 
the possibility exists that when the corridor expands, new criteria or additional impacts will need to be resolved.  All 
impacts and detailed design information will be coordinated during final design of the facilities and LADWP will be 
closely coordinated with to insure design approvals. 
 
 
Response to Comment L-3.18 
Although preliminary studies did not identify the need to revise or relocate the existing transmission line crossings, 
the possibility exists that when the corridor expands, new criteria or additional impacts will need to be resolved.  All 
impacts and detailed design information will be coordinated during final design of the facilities and LADWP will be 
closely coordinated with to insure design approvals. 
 
 
Response to Comment L-3.19 
Although preliminary studies did not identify the need to revise or relocate the existing transmission line crossings, 
the possibility exists that when the corridor expands, new criteria or additional impacts will need to be resolved.  All 
impacts and detailed design information will be coordinated during final design of the facilities and LADWP will be 
closely coordinated with to insure design approvals. 
 
 
Response to Comment L-3.20 
Although preliminary studies did not identify the need to revise or relocate the existing transmission line crossings, 
the possibility exists that when the corridor expands, new criteria or additional impacts will need to be resolved.  All 
impacts and detailed design information will be coordinated during final design of the facilities and LADWP will be 
closely coordinated with to insure design approvals. 
 
 
Response to Comment L-3.21 
Although preliminary studies did not identify the need to revise or relocate the existing transmission line crossings, 
the possibility exists that when the corridor expands, new criteria or additional impacts will need to be resolved.  All 
impacts and detailed design information will be coordinated during final design of the facilities and LADWP will be 
closely coordinated with to insure design approvals. 
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Responses to Comment Letter L-3 
Los Angeles Department of Water & Power – Environmental Planning 
 
Response to Comment L-3.22 
Section 3.1.8 (Cultural Resources) has been revised to clarify information related to the First Los Angeles Aqueduct 
location.  The Second Los Angeles (SLAA) pipeline that crosses under Highway 138 at 170th Street West is not 
mentioned because it is modern in age. 
 
 
Response to Comment L-3.23 
The phrase “East Branch” in relation to the LA Aqueduct has been removed. 
 
 
Response to Comment L-3.24 
The discussion on the Los Angeles Aqueduct has been revised for clarity in section B2 (Section 4(f) De Minimis 
Determination) of Appendix B.  
 
 
Response to Comment L-3.25 
Comment is acknowledged.  The purpose of Figure 6 of Appendix B is to show the general locations of Section 4(f) 
properties.  During the final design phase of the project, consideration will be given to the placing the crossings at the 
straight section as recommended by the comment 
 
Response to Comment L-3.26 
Although preliminary studies did not identify the need to revise or relocate the existing transmission line crossings, 
the possibility exists that when the corridor expands, new criteria or additional impacts will need to be resolved.  All 
impacts and detailed design information will be coordinated during final design of the facilities and LADWP will be 
closely coordinated with to insure design approvals. 
 
 
Response to Comment L-3.27 
The LADWP is already included in Table 35. 
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Responses to Comment Letter L-4 
Land Projects Mutual Water Company 
 
Response to Comment L-4 
When the project enters the next phase, the design phase, Caltrans will coordinate with Land Projects Mutual Water 
Company to coordinate relocation or protection of the well. As part of Mitigation Measure UT-1, Caltrans would 
coordinate with all affected private and public service utilities during the design stage. Final relocation/protection in 
place measures would be incorporated into the final plans and specifications. 
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Responses to Comment Letter L-5 
Santa Clarita Valley Chamber of Commerce 

 
Response to Comment L-5 
Your comment in support of the Project’s DEIR is noted.  
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 Responses to Comment Letter L-6 
Golden State Gateway Coalition 
 
Response to Comment L-6 
Your comment in support of the Project’s DEIR is noted.  
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Responses to Comment Letter L-7 
Tejon Ranch Company 

 
Response to Comment L-7.1 
The proposed land use in the western opportunity area is included along with other regional growth in the traffic 
forecasting completed for the project. The existing access location in this area are shown as improved and are included 
as part of the proposed project. The Centennial development, which is within the western opportunity area, is not an 
approved project.  The County and Caltrans will need to work together to determine the access type and locations to 
NW 138 for the Centennial development during Centennial entitlement process and the County and Caltrans approval 
processes. 
 
 
Response to Comment L-7.2 
Local Development-Intergovernmental Review (LD-IGR) is a mandated ongoing statewide effort focused primarily on 
avoiding, eliminating, or reducing to insignificance, potential adverse impacts of local development on the 
transportation system.  Caltrans is proud to share our expertise with other jurisdictions and assist them throughout their 
land use planning and decision-making processes, consistent with the requirements of the National Environmental 
Policy Act (NEPA), California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), Streets and Highways Code, and numerous 
planning and zoning laws that affect our stewardship of the State Highway System. This Program is directed to use 
‘best practices’ analysis methodologies that focus on:  improving person-capacity of our multi-modal transportation 
system; efficiently moving goods and services; and accurately describing transportation tradeoffs with other community 
values.  These values include: a sound business economy with housing near employment; a healthy ‘climate change 
sensitive’ environment, and equally safe access for both motorized and non-vehicular transportation users. 
 
Caltrans has planning staff within each of its 12 Districts statewide that are responsible for carrying out the LD-IGR 
program. Local government staff is encouraged to contact their respective district planning contacts for more 
information regarding how Caltrans can engage with local partner agencies through the LD-IGR program. 
 
Caltrans works with local jurisdictions early and throughout their land use planning and decision-making processes 
through the Local Development-Intergovernmental Review (LD-IGR) program.  Caltrans seeks to reduce vehicle trips 
associated with proposed new local development and recommends appropriate mitigation measures for dealing with the 
remaining transportation impacts of such development. Through this program Caltrans supports local development that 
addresses state priorities including achieving sustainable land use development patterns consistent with the goals of SB 
375.  
 
Further information on the LD-IGR program, including local Caltrans District office contact information, can be found 
at the following website: 
 
http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/tpp/offices/ocp/igr_ceqa.html 
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Responses to Comment Letter L-8 
Pacific Crest Trail Association 
 
Response to Comment L-8.1 
The project team identified the proper sizing of the facility early in the process in coordination with the Pacific Crest 
Trail Association.  From those meetings a 12'X12' minimum opening was identified for the existing location of the 
Pacific Crest Trail.  As part of the project, a comprehensive drainage study was completed to identify and design proper 
off-site cross drainage facilities to convey the required roadway drainages through the proposed roadway facility.  The 
undercrossing identified was not designed as a drainage facility and is not required to convey the roadway design flows.  
The proposed crossing at the existing location was designed as a multi-purpose trail crossing and does not include 
drainage flows.  A second future location of the Pacific Crest Trail was also identified and planned for in the project 
design in the vicinity of 300th Street West.  The crossing at 300th Street West has also been considered and is 
accommodated within the intersection control options provided for the SR-138/300th Street West intersection planning.  
No under or overcrossings are required at the proposed future trail location to accommodate the crossing of SR-138.   
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Responses to Comment Letter L-8 
Pacific Crest Trail Association 
 
Response to Comment L-8.2 
Caltrans appreciates the comments and easements provided by the Forest Service and the PCT Association for the PCT 
segments in the vicinity of the existing SR-138.  The FS and PCTA are correct that the trail at this location has been in 
continuous use on the ground and is considered publicly owned.  However, as stated in the revised Appendix B, some 
segments of the trail that are subject to the easements are located on the land that has previously been dedicated to 
transportation purpose as part of the local transportation system.  FHWA’s Guidance on trails says that if a publicly 
owned shared use path or trail is primarily used for transportation and is an integral part of the local transportation 
system, the requirements of Section 4(f) do not apply.  In addition, if the publicly owned path or trail is simply 
described as occupying the right-of-way of the highway and is not limited to any specific location within the right-of-
way, a Section 4(f) use of land would not occur provided that adjustments or changes in the alignment of the highway 
or the trail would not substantially impair the continuity of the path or trail. Therefore Section 4(f) requirements would 
not apply to some portions of the PCT that are within the land dedicated to the 270th Street and existing highway right-
of-way (see the Appendix B of the Final EIR/EIS for more information.) 
 
Caltrans also acknowledges that the FS has easements from the Tejon Ranch Corporation for some portions of the PCT 
(from Avenue C-6 to Avenue C-8 and from 380 feet to 0.5 mile south of the existing SR-138 right-of-way) and no 
dedication for public road is evident for these portions. Therefore, these portions maybe considered publicly owned 
recreation land and is protected by Section 4(f).  The Appendix B of the EIR/EIS has been revised to document this 
discussion (see Appendix B for more information).  The Appendix concludes that no use of these portions of the trail 
under Section 4(f) would result from the project.   
 
 
Response to Comment L-8.3 
To accommodate bicycle, recreational use, and maintenance access across the proposed SR-138 right-of-way, seven 
new standard box culverts are proposed, including one east of 300th Street West.  Coordination with affected 
stakeholders will continue as detailed plans are developed. 
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Responses to Comment Letter L-8 
Pacific Crest Trail Association 
 
See previous page.  
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Responses to Comment Letter L-9 
Building Industry Association of Southern California – Los Angeles/Ventura Chapter 

 
Response to Comment L-9.1 
The traffic analysis completed for the project includes and accommodates the AVAP Economic Opportunity Areas. The 
proposed design accommodates the land use and future traffic demand for these EOA's, including the Central Economic 
Opportunity Area.  
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Responses to Comment Letter L-9 
Building Industry Association of Southern California – Los Angeles/Ventura Chapter 
 
Response to Comment L-9.2 
The Cost Estimates prepared for the project have been developed using traditional methods of estimating costs and 
risk associated with future pricing of improvements.  A Value Analysis was also prepared for this project that further 
identified cost element risks that have been included in the project cost estimates.  These estimates are based on mid-
term construction contract timing and have been generated from current cost data and escalated to reflect the mid-
term of construction. 
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Responses to Comment Letter L-10 
California Native Plant Society – Los Angeles/Santa Monica Mountains Chapter 
 
Response to Comment L-10 
Thank you for your comment.  Your request for involvement is noted.  Numerous early coordination meetings occurred 
between Caltrans and resource agencies such as United States Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS), California 
Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW), and United States Army Corps of Engineers (USACE). In general, the 
purpose of these meetings was to provide agency personnel with the latest project design information, proposed 
approaches to survey protocol, impact analysis, and to evaluate potential mitigation measure potential. The input from 
agencies was also helpful with regard to all of these topics, especially design criteria, survey protocol, and impact 
analysis.  Refer to section 5.3 (Consultation and Coordination with Public Agencies) and section 5.3.3 (Biological 
Resource Coordination) for further information. 
 
On January 5, 2017 Caltrans received concurrence from USFWS on a determination that the proposed project is not 
likely to adversely affect the federally endangered southwestern willow flycatcher (Empidonax traillii extimus), least 
Bell’s vireo (Vireo bellii pusillus), or California condor (Gymnogyps californianus).  
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Responses to Comment Letter L-10 
California Native Plant Society – Los Angeles/Santa Monica Mountains Chapter 
 
See previous page. 
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Responses to Comment Letter L-10 
California Native Plant Society – Los Angeles/Santa Monica Mountains Chapter 
 
See previous page. 
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Responses to Comment Letter L-11 
Center for Biological Diversity 

 
See next page. 
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Responses to Comment Letter L-11 
Center for Biological Diversity 
 
Response to Comment L-11.1 
The traffic forecast volumes were developed based upon the SCAG 2012 SCS model. Based on the forecast volumes, 
there is more growth in the western economic opportunity area.  Based on the land use in the model, the traffic volumes 
are greater on the western end in the forecast year of 2040.  The facility sizing of six lanes west of 300th Street West 
and four lanes east of 300th Street West was developed based on the approved forecast volumes presented in the project 
traffic analysis. 
 
Response to Comment L-11.2 
In the Alternatives studied but rejected, Alternative 3 - Transportation System Management (TSM) alternative was 
developed to specifically study an alternative to improve safety and operations, but not complete major widening to 
accommodate anticipated growth.   This alternative was identified through public scoping as many residents in the 
corridor believed that was an option that should be studied.  The team completed detailed studies for this alternative, 
but unfortunately while addressing the shorter term safety and operations needs in the corridor, it did not address the 
future traffic volumes anticipated based on expected land uses or regional traffic growth increases in the corridor.  The 
TSM alternative was dropped from future consideration as it did not meet the stated purpose and need of the project. 
 
 
Response to Comment L-11.3 
The project traffic analysis was completed and utilized land use information from the County and Cities within the 
County as represented in the 2012 SCAG SCS/RTP.  The Antelope Valley Area Plan provided updates to the land use 
in the Antelope Valley and confirmed the land use in the Economic Opportunity areas along the corridor.  As 
development is limited within the corridor, these identified Economic Opportunity areas concentrate the land use to 
these areas.  The Western Economic Opportunity Area is the larger of the areas and resides on the western portion of 
the corridor.  This is why the facility is larger on the western portion rather than the eastern.  There are several existing 
intersections that are identified for improvements in the near term and many of these are on the eastern end of the 
project.  After the initial safety improvements are completed, the capacity of the roadway will then be completed.  The 
approved land use data reflects more growth in Western Economic Opportunity Area which shows more mainline 
volumes in the planning horizon (2040). 
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Responses to Comment Letter L-11 
Center for Biological Diversity 
 
Response to Comment L-11.4 
There are approximately 72 existing cross culverts within the project limits.  Approximately 47 existing cross culverts 
will be maintained or expanded.  Approximately 25 cross culverts will be abandoned and an additional 93 cross culverts 
will be constructed to maintain hydrologic integrity and support wildlife movement.  The expanded highway will have 
culverts ranging in size from 24 inches to 10 ft. by 10 ft. and vary between reinforced concrete pipes, reinforced 
concrete boxes, and corrugated metal pipes.  A detailed wildlife passage impact assessment shall be conducted during 
the design phase to confirm the proposed culverts for wildlife passage will be effective according to standards outlined 
in Section 3.3.1 Wildlife Movement and Habitat Connectivity, BIO-7 and BIO-8, as additionally set forth in FHWA 
Wildlife Crossing Structure handbook (2011) and in a manner as natural and easy for wildlife to cross such that they 
will promote use by local wildlife with consideration to current land use, approved projects within the area, and further 
coordination with the California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) and the US Fish and Wildlife Service 
(USFW). 
 
 
Response to Comment L-11.5 
Section 3.3 (Biological Environment) has been revised to include further avoidance, minimization, and mitigation 
measures for sensitive communities and wildlife. In general all temporary impacts will be replanted, and all permanent 
impacts will be mitigated at 2:1 ratio. A habitat mitigation monitoring plan (HMMP) will be established during the final 
design phase.  The HMMP will expand on mitigation opportunities and mitigation acquisition to offset potential 
impacts to biological resources. 
 
 
Response to Comment L-11.6 
Table 112 has been updated to include the actual acres of impacts to sensitive natural communities for those projects for 
which the information is available. 
 
 
Response to Comment L-11.7 
BIO-1 has been updated as follows:  All sensitive vegetation communities shall be preserved in place. An approved 
biologist shall protect these vegetation communities by establishing an environmentally sensitive area (ESA) prior to 
the onset of ground disturbance, using brightly colored fencing and monitoring any clearing and grubbing related 
construction activities. An approved biologist and licensed arborist will oversee the placement and design of this 
fencing. 
 
 
Response to Comment L-11.8 
The plant monitoring and re-establishment period has been updated and changed for all native vegetation communities: 
On-site mitigation plantings within Caltrans Right-Of-Way shall have a separate landscape contract with a 2 year plant 
propagation period, 3 year plant establishment period, and 5 year monitoring period. On-site mitigation plantings shall 
be monitored by a qualified biologist seasonally to determine health and viability.  If it is determined that an on-site 
planting is in poor health, it shall be replaced by a healthy individual and shall continue to be monitored during the 5 
year monitoring period.   
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Responses to Comment Letter L-11 
Center for Biological Diversity 
 
Response to Comment L-11.9 
BIO-7 and BIO-8 on pp. 335 - 338 indicate that wildlife crossings will be constructed as part of the proposed project.  
Furthermore, a detailed wildlife passage impact assessment shall be conducted during the final design phase to confirm 
the proposed culverts for wildlife passage will be effective with consideration to current land use, approved projects 
within the area, and further coordination with CDFW and USFWS. 
 
 
Response to Comment L-11.10 
Clarification has been provided regarding purpose of wildlife fencing to prevent injury, death, and encourage the use of 
wildlife crossings.  Wildlife fencing along with escape ramps is supported by USFWS and CDFW to prevent roadkill 
and to funnel wildlife into cross culverts. 
 
 
Response to Comment L-11.11 
Section 3.3 (Biological Environment) has been revised to include further avoidance, minimization, and mitigation 
measures for sensitive communities and wildlife. In general all temporary impacts will be replanted, and all permanent 
impacts will be mitigated at 2:1 ratio. A habitat mitigation monitoring plan (HMMP) will be established during the final 
design phase.  The HMMP will expand on mitigation opportunities and mitigation acquisition to offset potential 
impacts to biological resources. 
 
 
Response to Comment L-11.12 
Clarification for rare plant off-mitigation has been provided in BIO-28 on pg. 367 as follows: During the final design 
phase of the project, an onsite mitigation feasibility analysis shall be conducted. If it is deemed that on-site relocation of 
individuals or on-site plantings within Caltrans ROW are not possible after construction is complete, off-site mitigation 
shall be completed within the region and shall preserved in perpetuity. Efforts will be made to acquire lands adjacent to 
the project limits with equal habitat, equal hydrology, and equal soil conditions. Caltrans anticipates off-site mitigation 
for permanent impacts at a 2:1 ratio and temporary impacts at a 1:1 ratio for rare plant species and shall be coordinated 
with CDFW. With the use of avoidance and minimization measures, on-site mitigation plantings and the purchase of 
mitigation parcels it is anticipated at this time that this project would not result in a net loss of this sensitive plant 
species.  When combined with other approved projects in the region of the BSA, the cumulative effect on this sensitive 
plant is expected to remain low.   
 
 
Response to Comment L-11.13 
A 2:1 mitigation ratio will be implemented for direct permanent impacts to round-leafed filaree (California 
macrophylla) and alkali mariposa lily (Calochortus striatus).  Round-leafed filaree and alkali mariposa lily are not 
federally/state-listed or proposed species and these rare plants will be commensurate with this mitigation ratio.  Impact 
to areas of direct temporary impact will be mitigated by saving filaree seeds, lily bulbs, and transferring whole plants to 
a nursery for propagation and keeping them alive and healthy for later transplantation in a mitigation area with similar 
soil and hydrology conditions.  Also, 8-12 inches of topsoil salvage will be used to help facilitate the germination and 
growth of harvested seeds in the on-restoration areas of the project, and to account for rare plant seeds that may be 
within the topsoil. 
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Responses to Comment Letter L-11 
Center for Biological Diversity 
 
Response to Comment L-11.14 
Desert kit fox will be included in the discussion of animal species.  Tricolored blackbirds will also be included in the 
analysis.  Additional tricolored blackbird mitigation has also been provided as follows: All riparian areas within Quail 
Lake are outside of the proposed construction zone and will be designated as an Environmentally Sensitive Area (ESA) 
and no work will be conducted within the areas to avoid potential impacts to potential tricolored blackbird habitat.  The 
areas will be fenced off clearly by the use of obvious, orange ESA exclusion fencing along the California Department 
of Water Resources (DWR) chain-link fence prior to the onset of ground disturbance.  An approved avian biologist will 
oversee the placement and design of this fencing.   
                                                                                                                                                                      
Sound barriers shall be installed along the perimeters of Quail Lake adjacent to the proposed construction zone.  Noise 
effects will not exceed 60 dBA Leq from the boundaries of the Preferred Alternative.  Caltrans shall monitor 
construction activities during tricolored blackbird nesting season to monitor for potential noise impacts to nesting 
tricolored blackbirds.   
 
Permanent impacts to tricolored blackbird foraging habitat shall be mitigated off-site at a 2:1 ratio with consideration to 
the lands’ proximity to Holiday Lake and Quail Lake as well as consideration to the lands within the San Andreas Rift 
Zone SEA and Antelope Valley IBA.  Efforts shall be made to preserve foraging habitat with agricultural conservation 
easements.  Off-site mitigation shall be preserved in perpetuity.  Temporary impacts to tricolored blackbird nesting 
habitat at Quail Lake shall be mitigated for at Holiday Lake.  Coordination shall occur with the Antelope Valley 
Audubon Society, West Valley County Water District, LA County Fire Department and the California Department of 
Fish and Wildlife to maintain water levels to support tricolored blackbird nesting habitat at Holiday Lake and to 
conduct controlled burns to refresh the riparian habitat. 
 
 
Response to Comment L-11.15 
The 2016 Burrowing Owl habitat assessment and survey report are included as an appendix to the updated NES.  It is 
available upon request.  The Preferred Alternative will result in impacts to approximately 1,307.95 acres of potential 
burrowing owl habitat and 366 burrows (permanent impacts to 145 burrows and temporary impacts to 221 burrows).  
Although 366 burrows were found during surveys, only one active burrow with a pair of burrowing owls was found.  
This burrow is located over 2,500 feet north of the Alternative 2 boundaries and impacts to the breeding territory are 
not expected. 
 
 
Response to Comment L-11.16 
The following measures will be included in section 3.3.4 (Animal Species):                                                                                                      
• Implementation of a trash abatement program throughout the project’s construction area during all phases of 
construction.  
• Wildlife corridor and wildlife fencing will minimize wildlife-vehicle collisions that will supply carrion for food. 
• The implementation of a 24-hour roadkill removal protocol during the operational phase of the Preferred Alternative.   
• Prior to the initiation of construction activities, all project personnel will be educated regarding CACO within and 
adjacent to the project area. 
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Responses to Comment Letter L-11 
Center for Biological Diversity 
 
Response to Comment L-11.17 
Electronic copies of the reports and appendices have been posted on the following websites:  
 

 http://www.dot.ca.gov/d7/env-docs/                                                                                 
 

 https://www.metro.net/projects/nw138/                                                                                                    
 
Physical copies are available by request. 
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Responses to Comment Letter L-11 
Center for Biological Diversity 
 
Response to Comment L-11.18 
CEQA requires a lead agency to make a good faith effort to identify impacts and gives the lead agency discretion on the 
approach to analyze impacts. Caltrans has used the best available modeling data (EMFAC 2014/SMAQMD RCEM) to 
analyze greenhouse gas emissions related to the project and have disclosed those projected emissions for both 
construction and operations activities within the DEIR/S.  While it is challenging to link the direct impacts of the 
proposed project to the global greenhouse gas effects on a cumulative scale to climate change, Caltrans is committed to 
reducing GHG emissions as outlined in the DEIR/S.   
 
 
Response to Comment L-11.19 
Projected GHG emissions have been modeled and compared to the existing/ baseline conditions and future build and 
no-build conditions. 
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Responses to Comment Letter L-11 
Center for Biological Diversity 
 
See previous page. 
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Responses to Comment Letter L-12 
Greater Antelope Valley Economic Alliance 

 
Response to Comment L-12 
Thank you for your comment. Your support of the Project’s DEIR has been noted.  
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Responses to Comment Letter L-13 
Three Points-Liebre Mountain Town Council 
 
See next page. 
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Responses to Comment Letter L-13 
Three Points-Liebre Mountain Town Council 
 
Response to Comment L-13.1 
The need for the proposed project is derived from foreseeable increases in travel and goods movement and higher than 
average state-wide fatal accident rates.  Foreseeable increases in travel and goods movement were identified in the 
project traffic analysis, which utilized land use information from the County and Cities within the County as 
represented in the 2012 SCAG SCS/RTP.  The Antelope Valley Area Plan provided updates to the land use in the 
Antelope Valley and confirmed the land use in the Economic Opportunity areas along the corridor.  As development is 
limited within the corridor, these identified Economic Opportunity areas concentrate the land use to these areas.  The 
Western Economic Opportunity Area is the larger of the areas and resides on the western portion of the corridor.  This 
is why the facility is larger on the western portion rather than the eastern.  There are several existing intersections that 
are identified for improvements in the near term and many of these are on the eastern end of the project.  After the 
initial safety improvements are completed, the capacity of the roadway will then be completed.  The approved land use 
data reflects more growth in Western Economic Opportunity Area which shows more mainline volumes in the planning 
horizon (2040). 
 
 
Response to Comment L-13.2 
The traffic volumes along I-5 have been included in the traffic analysis for the project.  The increase in traffic levels on 
I-5 is primarily from the approved land uses that are included in the SCAG 2012 SCS regional model and not from the 
improvements on NW-138. As I-5 is a significant regional route, the volumes on I-5 reflect consistent regional growth 
of the volumes along I-5 with our without the improvements on NW-138.  With the improvements along NW-138, the 
connections to I-5 are expected to experience growth and are proposed to being improved through the use of 
acceleration and deceleration lanes along the merge points of I-5 to assist I-5 operations at these locations. 
 
 
Response to Comment L-13.3 
The Draft Environmental Impact Report for the Single-Family Residential Hauled Water Initiative for New 
Development indicates that there would be no significant impacts to population and housing related to induced 
substantial population growth as a result of the initiative.  The proposed project is a transportation project, which is not 
anticipated to result in an increase in water availability. 
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Responses to Comment Letter L-13 
Three Points-Liebre Mountain Town Council 
 
Response to Comment L-13.4 
There are no community planning efforts underway within the project study area to update and/or create new 
community plans. Future planning efforts include the Centennial project which is located in the Western Economic 
Opportunity Area as defined in the adopted Antelope Valley Area Plan.   
 
The interaction of supply and demand for housing and business properties in the land market produces the pattern of 
development within an area. Within this market, households and businesses create demand for new buildings and 
locations while developers provide these products within the supply and cost constraints of local government. External 
factors, such as zoning laws and proximity of public transit and roadways also influence this relationship.  Local 
government actions attract or discourage development by influencing the supply of land available for 
development/redevelopment; densities at which development can occur; and directly or indirectly the cost of 
development.  Also, developers’ projects can be constrained by the ability of local governments to provide needed 
infrastructure.   
 
The need for the project is based on an assessment of the existing and future transportation demand in the project area 
compared to the existing capacity of the facility.  The improvements included in the alternatives were developed based 
on the approved land use plan by Los Angeles County and as defined in the Southern California Association of 
Governments (SCAG) forecast traffic volumes for the 2040 horizon year.  The improvements will not be needed until 
the traffic increases and the traffic increases are based on how quickly the land use buildout occurs.  As new locations 
are considered for development, Los Angeles County as the approving agency will need to determine future 
improvements that are required to meet the access locations agreed to with this project and provide for local circulation 
for property access as a condition of approval.    
 
It is anticipated that the early improvements in the corridor will focus on safety and operations and will not include 
capacity improvements.  As the traffic increases in the corridor, the capacity improvements will be implemented, as 
funding is available.  A Draft Freeway Agreement has been prepared that will be executed between Caltrans and Los 
Angeles County to agree to these future intersection locations.  The types of intersection control will be determined as 
warranted by needs and timing.  The locations will not change, the types of control will be determined based on the 
conditions that warrant the improvements. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Responses to Comments from Local Agencies and Organizations 

 

NW 138 Corridor Improvement Project Appendix J 85 

 

Responses to Comment Letter L-13 
Three Points-Liebre Mountain Town Council 
 
Response to Comment L-13.5 
The statement in the NES is not representative of the growth-related impact assessment performed for the project.  The 
assessment followed the Guidance for Preparers of Growth-Related, Indirect Impacts Analyses by California 
Department of Transportation.  
 
While highway improvements in general have the ability to enhance accessibility within local communities, the 
preferred alternative would generally follow the existing alignment of SR-138 and would not accommodate new access 
points to and/or from the study area that would result in growth pressures in areas where such access does not presently 
exist. A Draft Freeway Agreement has been prepared that will be executed between Caltrans and Los Angeles County 
for consistency with future access and circulation within the region.  As a result, the project would not provide access to 
areas previously inaccessible or improve access in ways that would foster local development beyond that which is 
already planned, and would not affect the rate, amount, or type of growth envisioned in the Antelope Valley Area Plan.   

 
 
Response to Comment L-13.6 
An analysis of potential cumulative impacts has been undertaken for the proposed project.  A Cumulative Impacts 
discussion is included for each respective section in Chapter 3 (Affected Environment, Environmental Consequences, 
and Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures). Cumulative impacts are those that result from past, 
present, and reasonably foreseeable future actions, combined with the potential impacts of the proposed project.  A 
cumulative effect assessment looks at the collective impacts posed by individual land use plans and projects.  
Cumulative impacts related to Biological Resources (Natural Communities), Noise, and Farmland are anticipated as a 
result of the proposed project. 

 
 
Response to Comment L-13.7 
Avoidance, mitigation and minimization measures for existing vegetation (VIS-1 in DEIR) includes preserving existing 
vegetation to the extent practicable and minimizing disturbance of existing native vegetation during construction.  
Additionally, non-natives disturbed by the project will typically be replaced with native varieties to enhance on-going 
habitat reclamation efforts.  Preservation, replacement and enhancement is an active goal for the landscapes of this 
project. 
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Responses to Comment Letter L-13 
Three Points-Liebre Mountain Town Council  
 
Response to Comment L-13.8 
Vividness is one of three descriptive terms used in evaluating visual quality according to Federal Highway 
Administration (FHWA) guidelines.  Adherence to these guidelines provides a framework for quantitative evaluation of 
visual quality that minimizes emotional attachment and encourages objective thinking.  Granted, visual quality is 
powerful because of the emotional and aesthetic values we bring to a view, however, the FHWA method of analysis 
provides distinct terms which retain meaning from visual assessment unit to visual assessment unit, from one project to 
another, in any location, under any circumstances, enabling rational comparisons.    Vividness is briefly described as 
the extent to which the landscape is memorable and is associated with distinctive, contrasting, and diverse visual 
elements.  A rating of low vividness for VAU 1 was given in recognition of the large area (hundreds or thousands of 
acres) of similar hillsides and plant types.  This is not to say that the hillsides are not beautiful, but that contrasting and 
diverse visual elements are not present in a highly vivid arrangement during the majority of the year.  Wildflowers are 
vivid when present, but are seldom seen from this vantage point.  Overall, the area shows high intactness and unity, the 
other two descriptive terms used by the FHWA to evaluate scenic quality. 
 
 
Response to Comment L-13.9 
This project proposes to minimize visual impacts to the corridor and preserve the existing scenic qualities to the extent 
possible while meeting the purpose and need of the project. 
 
 
Response to Comment L-13.10 
Freeway and Expressway lighting requirements are primarily for safety purposes.  Areas of conflict require safety 
lighting to meet highway design standards.  Illumination of signs is also considered safety related to allow motorists to 
clearly see roadway guidance and informational signs.  Lighting shields and focused spot lighting can reduce light 
impacts outside the intended uses for safety.  These are common features that can be incorporated into projects to 
reduce lighting spilling outside the intended purposes. 
 
 
Response to Comment L-13.11 
Project design will be done in compliance with the Rural Outdoor Lighting District Ordinance of Los Angeles County.  
The Ordinance established regulations that conserve energy and resources and promote dark skies for the enjoyment 
and health of humans and wildlife, while permitting reasonable uses of outdoor lighting for nighttime safety and 
security. The regulations include limitations on allowable light trespass, fully shielding outdoor lighting, and imposes 
maximum heights of fixtures. 

 
 

Response to Comment L-13.12 
The document was made available to the Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board for review, and no 
comments have currently been received. In the 2010 Integrated Report (Clean Water Act 303(d) List/305(b) Report), 
the Los Angeles RWQCB listed Pyramid Lake as an impaired water body with mercury as the pollutant. The Los 
Angeles RWQCB has not developed the mercury TMDL for Pyramid Lake. The alternatives would be required to 
comply with the Construction General Permit (CGP). Please refer to section 3.2.2 (Water Quality and Storm Water 
Runoff) for impact analysis. 
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Responses to Comment Letter L-13 
Three Points-Liebre Mountain Town Council  

 
Response to Comment L-13.13 
Best Management Practices (BMPs) have been refined to better describe how impacts on waterways would be 
minimized to reduce impacts on water quality. Appropriate BMPs such as silt fencing, fiber rolls, straw bales, or other 
measures would be implemented during construction to minimize the potential for dust, debris, and construction 
materials to fall into waterways, or otherwise leave the construction area. In addition, Storm Water Treatment BMPs, a 
Storm Water Data Report, and a Storm Water Management Plan would be implemented for both alternatives as part of 
the project.  With implementation of recommended measures, BMPs, and development of a storm water management 
plan (SWMP), direct impacts associated with both Alternatives would be less than significant.  
 
  
Response to Comment L-13.14 
Construction Best Management Practices (BMPs) would be designed to retain sediment and other pollutants in the 
project area so they would not reach receiving waters, storm water discharges and authorized non-storm water 
discharges are not anticipated to cause or contribute to any violations of applicable water quality standards or 
objectives, or adversely impact human health or the environment. In addition, because construction BMPs would be 
designed to retain sediment and other pollutants in the project area so they would not reach receiving waters, runoff 
during construction would not contain pollutants in quantities that would create a condition of nuisance or adversely 
affect beneficial uses of any water bodies. Therefore, water quality impacts during construction of the build alternatives 
would not be adverse. 
 
 
Response to Comment L-13.15 
The 0.5 inches per hour infiltration rate is based on published data from the United States Department of Agriculture's 
Natural Resources Conservation Service Web Soil Survey. In-situ permeability tests will be conducted during the final 
design phase for each potential Best Management Practice site, including biofiltration swales and stripes and infiltration 
trenches, to obtain a site-specific infiltration rate for BMP design and sizing. 

 
 
Response to Comment L-13.16 
Measures to mitigate for unavoidable impacts (both permanent and temporary) on jurisdictional features will be 
coordinated with the US Army Corps of Engineers (USACE), Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB), and 
the California Department of Fish and Wildlife during the permitting process with consideration of on-site restoration, 
off-site mitigation, and in-lieu fees. In general, the ratios are based on the amount and quality of the impacted 
jurisdictional features of the agencies.  In determining appropriate mitigation ratios for impacts to waters of the State, 
RWQCB staff considers Basin Plan requirements (minimum 1.5:1 mitigation ratio for impacts to wetlands) and utilizes 
12501-SPD Regulatory Program Standard Operating Procedure for Determination of Mitigation Ratios, published 
December 2012 by the USACE, South Pacific Division. 
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Responses to Comment Letter L-13 
Three Points-Liebre Mountain Town Council  
 
Response to Comment L-13.17 
Oil, grease, heavy metals, and other hazardous particulates discarded from cars, trucks, or buses are common roadway 
pollutants. The current levels of roadway pollutants within the project area are not currently available. Best 
Management Practices would be implemented to minimize impacts from roadway pollutants. 
 
 
Response to Comment L-13.18 
The project would be required to comply with the National Pollution Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) Program, 
including the Construction General Permit. As part of the NPDES program, a Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan 
would be developed.  In addition, Low Impact Design efforts to maintain or restore pre-project hydrology, as well as 
provide overall water quality improvement of discharges would be implemented as feasible. See section 3.2.2 (Water 
Quality and Storm Water Runoff) of the EIR/EIS. 
 
 
Response to Comment L-13.19 
Because the project would result in beneficial impacts on air quality, the project would not contribute to adverse 
cumulative impacts on air quality from other past, present, or reasonably foreseeable future projects. Section 3.2.6 
(Air Quality) includes analysis related to fugitive dust and greenhouse gas emissions.  
 
 
Response to Comment L-13.20 
The Final EIR/EIS will be provided to the Significant Ecological Area Technical Advisory Committee (SEATAC) for 
review regarding impacts on Significant Ecological Areas (SEA). 
 
 
Response to Comment L-13.21 
When impacts to Joshua tree woodland are unavoidable, trees and large shrubs shall be trimmed under the direction of a 
licensed arborist.  Large trees and shrubs marked for removal would be relocated and/or transplanted between 
November and January using a 90 inch tree spade to a nursery or by a qualified arborist and preserved to be replaced 
on-site once construction is complete, or within temporary construction easements along the project corridor.   
Mitigation options include the Peterson Ranch Mitigation Bank which is within the boundaries of the San Andreas Rift 
Zone SEA.  Another option will be with the Antelope Valley Conservation Resource District and maybe in 
coordination with the Transition Habitat Conservancy for parcels within the Joshua Tree Woodland SEA. 
 
 
Response to Comment L-13.22 
A map depicting Significant Ecological Areas in relation to the project limits has been added to section 3.3.1 (Natural 
Communities). (See Figure 68) 
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Responses to Comment Letter L-13 
Three Points-Liebre Mountain Town Council  
 
Response to Comment L-13.23 
There are approximately 72 existing cross culverts within the project limits.  Approximately 47 existing cross culverts 
will be maintained or expanded.  Approximately 25 cross culverts will be abandoned and an additional 93 cross culverts 
will be constructed to maintain hydrologic integrity and support wildlife movement.  The expanded highway will have 
culverts ranging in size from 24 inches to 10 ft. by 10 ft. and vary between reinforced concrete pipes, reinforced 
concrete boxes, and corrugated metal pipes.   
 

 
Response to Comment L-13.24 
Section 3.3.1 (Natural Communities) has been revised to include the total acreage of juniper trees to be affected.   
 
 
Response to Comment L-13.25 
Section 3.3.1 (Natural Communities) identifies the acreages of impact on each sensitive natural community for the 
Build Alternatives.  In addition, the section includes avoidance and minimization measures applicable to each affected 
sensitive natural community that would be implemented to avoid and minimize impacts. 
 
 
Response to Comment L-13.26 
Electronic copies of the reports and appendices have been posted on the following websites:  
 

 http://www.dot.ca.gov/d7/env-docs/                                                                                 
 

 https://www.metro.net/projects/nw138/                                                                                                    
 
Physical copies are available by request. 
 
 
Response to Comment L-13.27 
To promote a connected landscape, additional cross culverts will be constructed for wildlife passage.  There are 
approximately 72 existing cross culverts within the project limits.  Approximately 47 existing cross culverts will be 
maintained or expanded.  Approximately 25 cross culverts will be abandoned and an additional 93 cross culverts will be 
constructed to maintain hydrologic integrity and support wildlife movement during the operational phase of the 
Preferred Alternative.  Culverts will range in size from 24 inches to 10 ft. by 10 ft. and vary between reinforced 
concrete pipes, reinforced concrete boxes, and corrugated metal pipes.  A detailed wildlife passage impact assessment 
shall be conducted during the final design phase to confirm the proposed culverts for wildlife passage will be effective 
according to standards outlined in Section 3.3.1 Wildlife Movement and Habitat Connectivity, BIO-7 and BIO-8, as 
additionally set forth in FHWA Wildlife Crossing Structure handbook (2011) and in a manner as natural and easy for 
wildlife to cross such that they will promote use by local wildlife with consideration to current land use, approved 
projects within the area, and further coordination with CDFW and USFWS. 
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Responses to Comment Letter L-13 
Three Points-Liebre Mountain Town Council  

 
Response to Comment L-13.28 
Electronic copies of the reports and appendices have been posted on the following websites:  
 

 http://www.dot.ca.gov/d7/env-docs/                                                                                 
 

 https://www.metro.net/projects/nw138/                                                                                                    
 
Physical copies are available by request. 
 
 
Response to Comment L-13.29 
The wildlife corridor study established baseline conditions of wildlife crossings within the project limits.   There are 
currently approximately 72 existing cross culverts within the project limits.  Approximately 47 existing cross culverts 
will be maintained or expanded.  Approximately 25 cross culverts will be abandoned and an additional 93 cross culverts 
will be constructed to maintain hydrologic integrity and support wildlife movement.  Culverts will range in size from 24 
inches to 10 ft. by 10 ft. in width and height, and ranging from 80 ft. to 200 ft. in length and vary between reinforced 
concrete pipes, reinforced concrete boxes, and corrugated metal pipes.  A detailed wildlife passage impact assessment 
shall be conducted during the final design phase to confirm the proposed culverts for wildlife passage will be effective 
according to standards outlined in Section 3.3.1 Wildlife Movement and Habitat Connectivity, BIO-7 and BIO-8, as 
additionally set forth in FHWA Wildlife Crossing Structure handbook (2011) and in a manner as natural and easy for 
wildlife to cross such that they will promote use by local wildlife with consideration to current land use, approved 
projects within the area, and further coordination with CDFW and USFWS. 
 
 
Response to Comment L-13.30 
There are currently approximately 72 existing cross culverts within the project limits.   Approximately 47 existing cross 
culverts will be maintained or expanded.  Approximately 25 cross culverts will be abandoned and an additional 93 cross 
culverts will be constructed to maintain hydrologic integrity and support wildlife movement during the operational 
phase of the Preferred Alternative.   The operational phase will have culverts ranging in size from 24 inches to 10 ft by 
10 ft. in width and height, and ranging from 80 ft. to 200 ft. in length and vary between reinforced concrete pipes, 
reinforced concrete boxes, and corrugated metal pipes.  A detailed wildlife passage impact assessment shall be 
conducted during the final design phase to confirm the proposed culverts for wildlife passage will be effective 
according to standards outlined in Section 3.3.1 Wildlife Movement and Habitat Connectivity, BIO-7 and BIO-8, as 
additionally set forth in FHWA Wildlife Crossing Structure handbook (2011) and in a manner as natural and easy for 
wildlife to cross such that they will promote use by local wildlife with consideration to current land use, approved 
projects within the area, and further coordination with CDFW and USFWS. 
 
 
Response to Comment L-13.31 
Section 3.3.1 (Natural Communities) has been revised to reflect the updated Wildlife Impact Analysis, which includes a 
discussion of the western area of the project limits identified as an area of high biological evolutionary value in 
Vandergast 2008. 
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Responses to Comment Letter L-13 
Three Points-Liebre Mountain Town Council  
 
Response to Comment L-13.32 
Mitigation options include the Peterson Ranch Mitigation Bank which is within the boundaries of the San Andreas Rift 
Zone SEA.  Another option will be with the Antelope Valley Conservation Resource District and in coordination with 
the Transition Habitat Conservancy for parcels within the Joshua Tree Woodland SEA and to acquire agricultural 
construction easements. 
 
Response to Comment L-13.33 
An analysis of the proposed project's impact to Antelope Valley Important Bird Areas has been included as part of the 
updated Natural Environment Study (Caltrans, December 2016) and will be incorporated in section 3.3 (Biological 
Environment). 
 
 
Response to Comment L-13.34 
The list of bird surveys are appendices to the Natural Environment Study and are available upon request.  The projected 
loss of nesting and foraging habitat for permanent impacts to approximately 746.49 acres of suitable nesting and 
foraging habitat and temporary impacts to approximately 200.66 acres would occur within areas of the proposed project 
designated as Important Bird Areas. 
 
 
Response to Comment L-13.35 
When an environmental impact report has been prepared for a project, no subsequent or supplemental environmental 
impact report is required, unless "substantial changes" in the project or its circumstances will require major revisions to 
the EIR. Namely, one or more of the following events occurs: 
 
1. Substantial changes are proposed in the project that will require major revisions of the environmental impact report 
due to the involvement of new significant environmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity of previously 
identified significant effects. 
                                                                                                                                                                               
2. Substantial changes occur with respect to the circumstances under which the project is being undertaken which will 
require major revisions in the environmental impact report due to the involvement of new significant environmental 
effects or a substantial increase in the severity of identified significant effects. 
                                                                                                                                                                                
3. New information, which was not known and could not have been known at the time the environmental impact report 
was certified as complete, becomes available. New information includes:  
                                                                                                                                                                            
The project will have one or more significant effects not discussed in the previous EIR; Significant effects previously 
examined will be substantially more severe than shown in the previous EIR; mitigation measures or alternatives 
previously found not to be feasible would in fact be feasible, and would substantially reduce one or more significant 
effects of the project, but Caltrans declines to adopt them; or mitigation measures or alternatives, which are 
considerably different from those analyzed in the previous EIR, would substantially reduce one or more significant 
effects on the environment, but Caltrans declines to adopt them. 
 
If any of the 3 circumstances above occurs, then Caltrans will prepare a supplemental EIR. 
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Responses to Comment Letter L-13 
Three Points-Liebre Mountain Town Council  
 
Response to Comment L-13.36 
The need for the project is based on an assessment of the existing and future transportation demand in the project area 
compared to the existing capacity of the facility.  The improvements included in the alternatives were developed based 
on the approved land use plan by Los Angeles County and as defined in the Southern California Association of 
Governments (SCAG) forecast traffic volumes for the 2040 horizon year.  The improvements will not be needed until 
the traffic increases and the traffic increases are based on how quickly the land use buildout occurs.    Local land use 
decisions are at the local level and Caltrans is responsible for implementing and maintaining the state infrastructure 
identified in these plans.  A widening of SR-138 is in this area needs to comply with the local land use decisions and 
the transportation elements identified to allow the growth to occur.  The preferred alternative would generally follow 
the existing alignment of SR-138 and would not accommodate new access points to and/or from the study area that 
would result in growth pressures in areas where such access does not presently exist. A Draft Freeway Agreement has 
been prepared that will be executed between Caltrans and Los Angeles County for consistency with future access and 
circulation within the region.  As new locations are considered for development, Los Angeles County as the approving 
agency will need to determine future improvements that are required to meet the access locations agreed to with this 
project.   
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Responses to Comment Letter L-14 
Antelope Acres Town Council  

 
Response to Comment L-14.1 
Section 3.1.1 (Land Use) has been revised with the correct Antelope Acres boundaries. 

 
 

Response to Comment L-14.2 
The Centennial project is located in the Western Economic Opportunity Area as defined in the adopted Antelope Valley 
Area Plan.  The Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG) model includes the approved land use of Los 
Angeles County and was utilized in developing travel demand forecasts for the project.  The north/south movements 
within the corridor have been accommodated and coordinated with the existing and future traffic patterns in the region 
based upon approved land use.  A Draft Freeway Agreement has been prepared that will be executed between Caltrans 
and Los Angeles County for consistency with future access and circulation within the region. 

 
 
Response to Comment L-14.3 
The proposed project would be consistent with Antelope Valley Area Plan Policy M 9.3 (Ensure that bikeways and 

bicycle routes connect communities and offer alternative travel modes within communities).  The project would 
improve existing pedestrian routes and create new pedestrian routes.  Pedestrian overcrossings are proposed at 3 
locations to facilitate pedestrian and bicycle movement through the corridor.  The three pedestrian overcrossings 
considered are in the communities of Antelope Acres and Neenach, serving current pedestrian needs. The three 
locations include 75th Street or 77th Street, 100th Street, and 280th Street. Community input from the High Desert 
Cyclists also indicated that 60th Street and 90th Street are used as the primary routes for north-south movements across 
SR-138.  Intersection treatment options such as signalized intersections, roundabouts, and vehicular overcrossings 
provide an improved bicycle crossing at these two locations.  The north/south movements within the corridor have been 
accommodated and coordinated with the existing and future traffic patterns in the region based upon approved land use.  
A Draft Freeway Agreement has been prepared that will be executed between Caltrans and Los Angeles County for 
consistency with future access and circulation within the region. 
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Responses to Comment Letter L-14 
Antelope Acres Town Council  
 
Response to Comment L-14.4 
While highway improvements in general have the ability to enhance accessibility within local communities, both build  
alternatives would generally follow the existing alignment of SR-138 and would not accommodate new access points to 
and/or from the study area that would result in growth pressures in areas where such access does not presently exist. As 
a result, the project would not provide access to areas previously inaccessible or improve access in ways that would 
foster local development beyond that which is already planned, and would not affect the rate, amount, or type of growth 
envisioned in the Antelope Valley Area Plan.   
 
The NW SR-138 Visual Impact Assessment (VIA) concluded that the primary viewers of visual change would be 
motorists, bikers and residents. The most sensitive viewer to the change would be residential users and the overall 
viewer response rating is moderate. The overall visual impact is characterized as moderate.  Refer to Section  
 
The VIA generally follows the guidance outlined in the publication Visual Impact Assessment for Highway Projects 
published by the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) in March 1981. The following steps were followed to 
assess the potential visual impacts of the proposed project:  
 
A. Define the project location and setting.  
B. Identify visual assessment units and key views. 
C. Analyze existing visual resources (visual character and visual quality) and resource change.  
D. Describe viewers and predict viewer response.  
E. Depict the visual appearance of project alternatives and assess their visual impacts. 
F. Propose measures to avoid, minimize or mitigate visual impacts 
                            
                                                                                                   
Response to Comment L-14.5 
All County identified multimodal facilities, including bike, pedestrian, and equestrian trails are enhanced where they 
cross the existing or proposed highway.  Improvements off the corridor are not included with this project. 
 
 
Response to Comment L-14.6 
All County identified multimodal facilities, including bike, pedestrian, and equestrian trails are enhanced where they 
cross the existing or proposed highway.  Improvements off the corridor are not included with this project 
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Responses to Comment Letter L-14 
Antelope Acres Town Council  
 
Response to Comment L-14.7 
The California Park Preservation Act of 1971 provides that a public agency that acquires public parkland  
for non-park use must either pay compensation that is sufficient to acquire substantially equivalent  
substitute parkland or provide substitute parkland of comparable characteristics.  The proposed project  
would not result in acquisition of public parkland for non-park use.               
 
Section 4(f) of the Department of Transportation Act of 1966, codified in federal law at 49 United States  
Code (USC) 303, declares that “it is the policy of the United States Government that special effort  
should be made to preserve the natural beauty of the countryside and public park and recreation lands,  
wildlife and waterfowl refuges, and historic sites.”  Section 4(f) specifies that the Secretary [of  
Transportation] may approve a transportation program or project . . . requiring the use of publicly owned  
land of a public park, recreation area, or wildlife and waterfowl refuge of national, state, or local 
significance, or land of an historic site of national, state, or local significance (as determined by the  
federal, state, or local officials having jurisdiction over the park, area, refuge, or site) only if: 
 

• there is no prudent and feasible alternative to using that land; and 
 
• the program or project includes all possible planning to minimize harm to the park, recreation area, wildlife and 
waterfowl refuge, or historic site resulting from the use.       
                                           

Hungry Valley Off-Road Vehicular Recreation Area was evaluated relative to the requirements of  
Section 4(f) in Appendix B.  It was determined that the proposed project does not cause a constructive  
use of the Hungry Valley Off-Road Vehicular Recreation Area because the proximity impacts would not  
substantially impair the protected activities, features and attributes of this facility.  All of the properties  
listed in Table 10 would remain after construction of the proposed project. 
 
 
Response to Comment L-14.8 
All County identified multimodal facilities, including bike, pedestrian, and equestrian trails are enhanced where they 
cross the existing or proposed highway.  Improvements off the corridor are not included with this project. 
 
 
Response to Comment L-14.9 
The Relocations and Real Property Acquisition Section has been revised to state: “Caltrans’ Relocation Assistance 
Program would provide advisory services to assist individuals and businesses being displaced by the project. Additional 
plans to minimize hardships on potential displacees will be developed further following owner and occupant interviews. 
These interviews will provide a greater understanding of household demographics and financial challenges facing each 
respective owner and occupant.” 
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Responses to Comment Letter L-14 
Antelope Acres Town Council  
 
Response to Comment L-14.10 
In accordance with state and federal noise guidelines and regulations, a traffic noise impact study was performed for the 
proposed Northwest 138 Corridor Improvement Project to evaluate noise impacts due to the project as well as to 
determine feasible and reasonable abatement measures to impacted noise sensitive land uses.  Full impact analysis, 
study methodologies and procedures, and preliminary noise abatement measures are presented in the Traffic Noise 
Study Report.  A field noise investigation was conducted to determine existing noise levels and environment and gather 
information necessary for the study. Existing ambient noise levels provide a base line for comparison to predicted 
future noise levels and environment with the project. 
 
Noise abatement in the form of noise barriers has been identified and recommended to impacted noise sensitive land 
uses.  Per the state and federal policies, only acoustically feasible and reasonable abatement may be recommended and 
implemented as part of the project.  Noise barrier is determined to be acoustically feasible if it provides a minimum of 5 
decibel reduction in noise which is considered readily perceivable change/reduction.  Noise barrier also has to be 
reasonable considering costs of constructing abatement measures/noise barriers and viewpoints of impacted residences.  
Noise abatement/barrier will not be provided if a majority of property owners that the noise barrier is intended for 
oppose the construction of noise barrier. 
 
In rural environment, traffic noise can be more sensitive to hearing as compared to urban environment where there are 
other noise sources that muffles the traffic noise.  Noise barriers, when constructed near the source (highway) or the 
receiver (homes/noise sensitive land uses), are effective in abating/reducing noise from traffic especially in flat terrain.  
The noise barrier blocks the path of sound and reduces the sound/noise. The sound energy also decreases as the sound 
travels from its source to the receiver, hence, further reducing the sound/noise (father the receiver is from the source, 
more loss of sound energy).  If the ground surface between the source and receiver is soft (dirt, vegetation, etc.), then 
the ground also absorbs certain amount of sound/noise, hence resulting in additional reduction in noise.  Therefore, 
noise barriers, when built near the source/highway, are effective in providing noise abatement to impacted noise 
sensitive land uses even in rural areas. 

 
 

Response to Comment L-14.11 
The project design would be done in compliance with the Rural Outdoor Lighting District Ordinance of Los Angeles 
County.  To preserve the dark night sky as a natural resource in the desert region communities, dark‐sky compliant 
lighting will be selected to minimize light pollution cast into the sky while maximizing light cast onto the ground, as 
appropriate. A lighting plan will be developed that requires project lighting to be appropriately shielded.  Avoidance, 
Mitigation and Minimization measures for lighting, including VIS-2 in section 3.1.7 (Visual/Aesthetics), propose 
shielded lights and adherence to Dark Skies precepts when possible.     
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Responses to Comment Letter L-14 
Antelope Acres Town Council  
 
Response to Comment L-14.12 
Water facilities on both sides of the highway have been identified.  The Land Projects Mutual Water Company facilities 
are identified south of the highway, but unfortunately were misrepresented as Sundale Mutual Water District facilities.  
Section 3.1.5 (Utilities and Emergency Services) has been revised to make this correction.  Caltrans will coordinate 
with Land Projects Mutual Water Company to coordinate relocation or protection of the well.  As part of Mitigation 
Measure UT-1, Caltrans would coordinate with all affected private and public service utilities during the final design 
stage. Final relocation/protection in place measures would be incorporated into the final plans and specifications.  
 
 
Response to Comment L-14.13 
The proposed project includes removal of non-native grasses within the project footprint and replanting with local 
native plant varieties as well as some other plants native to the Mojave desert.  Neither of the two build alternatives 
proposed at this location include soundwalls, barriers, and over or underpasses.  There are still long and short range 
open views and for this reason the rating of moderate resource change was given along with a viewer response rating of 
high.   
 
 
Response to Comment L-14.14 
The statement "The primary overall visual effect of the project would be the increased urban character ... " is meant to 
indicate an incremental change on the spectrum from rural to urban, not a sudden reclassification.   
 
 
Response to Comment L-14.15 
The phrase “sparse desert scrub” is reflective of the natural spacing of desert plants and is used to remind readers less 
familiar with the terrain that the normal condition is not like conventionally irrigated landscapes.  Non-native plants 
on land impacted by construction will typically be removed and replaced with natives.  Around the Antelope Acres 
area, the most common native plant communities (Rubber rabbitbrush scrub and Allscale scrub communities) do not 
include many trees.  For functional reasons, taller Mojave Desert plants such as junipers, pines and tall shrubs such as 
Desert mountain-mahogany (Cercocarpus ledifolius) may be used at interchanges and where screening is desired. 
 
Because it is not feasible to analyze all the views and seasons in which the proposed project would be seen, it is 
necessary to select a number of key views associated with visual assessment units that would most clearly 
demonstrate the change in the project’s visual resources.  Key views are intended to be representative of typical 
conditions, not seasonal events. 
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Responses to Comment Letter L-14 
Antelope Acres Town Council  
 
Response to Comment L-14.16 
The simulated photo does not show the interchange well, making it look as if it blends into or impacts Little Buttes.  
Another simulation would have shown the interchange from close up, however, an attempt was made to show the 
interchange from the vantage point of a house midway down C Street, east of 90th Street West, simultaneously 
capturing more of the surrounding scenery.  Little Buttes lies a bit more than 2,000 feet beyond the proposed 
interchange.  Avoidance, Mitigation and Minimization measures for lighting, including VIS-8 in section 3.1.7 
(Visual/Aesthetics), propose “To the extent practicable, keep elevated structures as low as possible or design to 
integrate them within the surrounding environment.”  Integrating the structure with Little Buttes would be avoided as 
they are far distant from each other.  Keeping the structure as low as possible and minimizing intrusion into the view 
of Little Buttes is the preferred approach. 
 
 
Response to Comment L-14.17 
The NW SR-138 Visual Impact Assessment (VIA) concluded that the primary viewers of visual change would be 
motorists, bikers and residents. The most sensitive viewer to the change would be residential users and the overall 
viewer response rating is moderate. The overall visual impact is characterized as moderate.  Refer to section 3.1.7 
(Visual/Aesthetics). 
 
The VIA generally follows the guidance outlined in the publication Visual Impact Assessment for Highway Projects 
published by the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) in March 1981. The following steps were followed to 
assess the potential visual impacts of the proposed project:  
 
A. Define the project location and setting.  
B. Identify visual assessment units and key views. 
C. Analyze existing visual resources (visual character and visual quality) and resource change.  
D. Describe viewers and predict viewer response.  
E. Depict the visual appearance of project alternatives and assess their visual impacts. 
F. Propose measures to avoid, minimize or mitigate visual impacts 
 
 
Response to Comment L-14.18 
A Draft Freeway Agreement has been prepared that will be executed between Caltrans and Los Angeles County to 
agree to these future intersection locations.  The types of intersection control will be determined as warranted by needs 
and timing.  The locations will not change; the types of control will be determined based on the conditions that warrant 
the improvements.  
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Responses to Comment Letter L-15 
Endangered Habitats League 

 
Response to Comment L-15 
The commenter was contacted regarding the request to extend the review period, and withdrew the request at that time.  
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Responses to Comment Letter L-16 
Tejon Indian Tribe 

 
Response to Comment L-16 
Thank you for your email comment dated September 16, 2016 regarding the status of the Tejon Indian Tribe’s 
participation in the SR-138 Northwest Corridor Project.  Subsequent to your email, Caltrans communicated via emails 
and phone calls with Mr. Colin Rambo, Tribal Historic Preservation Technician for the Tejon Indian Tribe.  As 
requested by Mr. Rambo, in October 2016, Caltrans provided the Tribe with copies for review of all cultural technical 
reports produced to date for the project.  In the meantime, Caltrans was told on November 14, 2016 during a phone 
conversation with a representative of the Fernandeño Tataviam Band of Mission Indians that the Tejon Indian Tribe had 
deferred to her Tribe all consultation on the SR-138 Northwest Corridor Project.  Caltrans contacted Mr. Rambo on the 
same day to verify if this was indeed the case.  Mr. Rambo confirmed in an email dated November 14, 2016 that the 
Tribe had deferred all future consultation for the Project to the Fernandeño Tataviam Band of Mission Indians.  
Caltrans’ consultation with the Fernandeño Tataviam Band of Mission Indians is on-going. 
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Responses to Comment Letter L-17 
County Sanitation Districts of Los Angeles County 

 
Response to Comment L-17.1 
Traffic Management Plans will be developed with the final design plans and will address the needs to provide 
continuous access to existing facilities within the corridor, including the Lancaster Water Reclamation Plant, east of 
SR-14 on Avenue D.   
 
Response to Comment L-17.2 
The project team coordinated and obtained as-built drawings from the District.  During development of the final design 
plans, coordination will continue with the District to further define and understand all the District facilities that may be 
impacted or need to be protected in place.   
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Responses to Comment Letter L-18 
Tri-County Watchdogs 
 
Response to Comment L-18.1 
Caltrans is working with the Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG) and other agencies to develop a 
statewide freight and good movement plan.  That plan includes not only highway improvements, but other goods 
movement related improvements including rail.  More information about the plan can be found at 
http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/tpp/offices/ogm/cfmp.html.  NW 138 improvements are included in the approved Measure R 
expenditure plan.  
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Responses to Comment Letter L-18 
Tri-County Watchdogs 
 
Response to Comment L-18.2 
Please refer to Chapter 1 for a discussion of the scope and need for the Project and Chapter 3 for a discussion of 
existing and future traffic conditions which support the stated need.  The purpose of this project is to: 
 
• Improve mobility and operations on SR-138 and in NW Los Angeles County; 
• Enhance safety within the SR-138 Corridor based on current and future projected traffic conditions; 
• Accommodate foreseeable increases in travel and goods movement within northern Los Angeles County. 
 
The need for the project is based on an assessment of the existing and future transportation demand in the project area 
compared to the existing capacity of the facility.  Existing access is maintained throughout the corridor.  As new 
locations are considered for development, Los Angeles County as the approving agency will need to determine future 
improvements that are required to meet the access locations agreed to with this project and provide for local circulation 
for property access as a condition of approval.  The improvements included in the alternatives were developed based on 
the approved land use plan by Los Angeles County and as defined in the Southern California Association of 
Governments (SCAG) forecast traffic volumes for the 2040 horizon year.  Since the improvements are based on this 
information, they consider the potential traffic impacts in the horizon year.  The improvements will not be needed until 
the traffic increases and the traffic increases are based on how quickly the land use buildout occurs.   
 
 
Response to Comment L-18.3 
To minimize potential impacts, the project would incorporate Low Impact Design (LID) efforts to maintain or 
restore pre-project hydrology, as well as provide overall water quality improvement of discharges. Please refer to 
Section 3.3.2 (Water Quality and Storm Water Runoff) for further detail.  In addition, infiltration devices are 
considered the preferred treatment BMP for its ability to treat Pollutants of Concern from typical highway runoff 
and recharge groundwater.  
 
The discussion on Best Management Practices has been refined in Section 3.2.2 (Water Quality and Storm Water 
Runoff) to better describe how impacts on waterways would be minimized.  With implementation of recommended 
measures, BMPs, and development of a storm water management plan (SWMP), direct impacts associated with both 
Alternatives would be less than significant.  Measures to mitigate for unavoidable impacts (both permanent and 
temporary)  on jurisdictional features will be coordinated with the US Army Corps of Engineers (USACE), 
Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB), and the California Department of Fissh and Wildlife during the 
permitting process with consideration of on-site restoration, off-site mitigation, and in-lieu fees. In general, the 
ratios are based on the amount and quality of the impacted jurisdictional features of the agencies.  In determining 
appropriate mitigation ratios for impacts to waters of the State, RWQCB staff considers Basin Plan requirements 
(minimum 1.5:1 mitigation ratio for impacts to wetlands) and utilizes 12501-SPD Regulatory Program Standard 
Operating Procedure for Determination of Mitigation Ratios, published December 2012 by the USACE, South 
Pacific Division.   
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Responses to Comment Letter L-18 
Tri-County Watchdogs 
 
Response to Comment L-18.4 
Section 3.3.1 (Natural Communities) has been revised to include additional wildlife crossing analysis.  There are 
currently approximately 72 existing cross culverts within the project limits.  Approximately 47 existing cross culverts 
will be maintained or expanded.  Approximately 25 cross culverts will be abandoned and an additional 93 cross culverts 
will be constructed to maintain hydrologic integrity and support wildlife movement.   Culverts will range in size from 
24 inches to 10 ft. by 10 ft. in width and height, and ranging from 80 ft. to 200 ft. and vary between reinforced concrete 
pipes, reinforced concrete boxes, and corrugated metal pipes.  A detailed wildlife passage impact assessment shall be 
conducted during the final design phase to confirm the proposed culverts for wildlife passage will be effective 
according to standards outlined in Section 3.3 .1 Wildlife Movement and Habitat Connectivity, BIO-7 and BIO-8, as 
additionally set forth in FHWA Wildlife Crossing Structure handbook (2011) and in a manner as natural and easy for 
wildlife to cross such that they will promote use by local wildlife with consideration to current land use, approved 
projects within the area, and further coordination with CDFW and USFWS. 
 
 
Response to Comment L-18.5 
The project's impact on flood potential has been evaluated as part of the Draft Preliminary Drainage Report, Northwest 
138 Corridor Improvement Project (Volumes 1 and 2). Where necessary, the roadway would be elevated above the 
surrounding area to prevent overtopping of the roadways during flood conditions. Please refer to the above mentioned 
report for a full analysis. 
 
 
Response to Comment L-18.6 
Compliance with measures listed under Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures in Section 3.2.6 (Air 
Quality) would control dust during project construction.  Construction of the project will implement the South Coast 
Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) dust control measures and comply with SCAQMD Rule 403 to minimize 
fugitive dust emissions.  Available means to control dust will be implemented during the construction of the project. 
Water sources will be reviewed and the construction contractor will need to identify a plan to control wind erosion.  
Dust palliatives and limiting areas of impact during windy seasons will be very important to the overall dust control 
during construction. Other means are to limits the area of soil disturbance during construction activities to help control 
the areas that are vulnerable to erosion due to the wind and not expose more than is controllable.  As a result, this 
measure would reduce the potential for contact with Coccidioides immitis spores and, as such, the potential for health 
impacts during construction of the project associated with Valley Fever would be minimized.   
 
 
Response to Comment L-18.7 
Mitigation options include the Peterson Ranch Mitigation Bank which is within the boundaries of the San Andreas Rift 
Zone SEA.  Another option will be with the Antelope Valley Conservation Resource District and maybe in 
coordination with the Transition Habitat Conservancy for parcels within the Joshua Tree Woodland SEA. 
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Responses to Comment Letter L-18 
Tri-County Watchdogs 
 
Thank you for your comment.   
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 Responses to Comment Letter L-19 
Southern California Edison – Environmental Services 

 
Response to Comment L-19.1 
Preliminary plans were developed in coordination with SCE and with information provided by SCE.  Existing and 
future right of way, clearances and access have been coordinated with SCE during development of the proposed project 
and will be coordinated further, in close coordination with SCE, during the subsequent design of the improvements.  
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Response to Comment L-19.2 
Impacts to the SCE facilities were identified early in the process, with assistance from SCE.  With the conversion of the 
existing highway corridor to a more access controlled facility, we have identified alternatives that address utility 
relocation within the corridor. The information for relocation of SCE facilities was identified and included in the 
preliminary design of the alternatives and included in the environmental document.  The relocation requirements were 
coordinated with SCE during the preliminary design and the build alternatives addressed the relocation of the 
applicable facilities.  Subsequent CEQA analysis should not be required as the relocation of the facilities was included 
in the analysis of the alternatives.   
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Responses to Comment Letter L-20 
Los Angeles County Department of Public Works 

 
Response to Comment L-20.1 
The Bicycle Facilities discussion in section 3.1.6 (Traffic and Transportation/Pedestrian and Bicycle Facilities) has 
been revised to include Figure 23 (Existing and Proposed Bicycle Facilities). 
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Responses to Comment Letter L-20 
Los Angeles County Department of Public Works 
 
Response to Comment L-20.2 
Tables 49, 51, 59, and 61 have been added to section 3.1.6 (Traffic and Transportation/Pedestrian and Bicycle 
Facilities) to provide intersection delays. 

 
 

Response to Comment L-20.3 
4.1. The maintenance of these facilities will be coordinated between the Caltrans and the County through a future 
maintenance agreement. 
 
4.2. Noted. 
 
 
Response to Comment L-20.4 
Table 47 has been revised to reflect the maximum delay on any approach. 
 
Response to Comment L-20.5 
6.1. Table 49 has been added to section 3.1.6 (Traffic and Transportation/Pedestrian and Bicycle Facilities) to reflect 
the maximum delay on any approach. 
 
6.2. Land use maps are provided in the appendix. Pedestrian volumes and commercial development are expected to 

be low at the locations identified for the Displaced Left-Turn treatments. 
 
6.3. Different intersection treatment options were developed and analyzed to provide for vehicle, bicycle and pedestrian 
movements. Appropriate treatments will be analyzed as the corridor develops and improvements are identified for 
implementation.  This includes the intersection at 90th Street West. The appropriate improvements will be analyzed as 
they designed for implementation.   
 
 
Response to Comment L-20.6 
Table 51 has been added to section 3.1.6 (Traffic and Transportation/Pedestrian and Bicycle Facilities) to reflect the 
maximum delay on any approach.  
 
 
Response to Comment L-20.7 
The revision has been made on pg. 122 in section 3.1.6 (Traffic and Transportation/Pedestrian and Bicycle Facilities) 
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Responses to Comment Letter L-20 
Los Angeles County Department of Public Works 
 
Response to Comment L-20.8 
The number of trucks using the corridor under Alternatives 1 and 2 are higher than in the No Build alternative;  
however, the traffic forecasts are also significantly higher for normal passenger vehicles and therefore the overall truck 
percentage is lower. 
 
 
Response to Comment L-20.9 
10.1. Table 59 has been added to section 3.1.6 (Traffic and Transportation/Pedestrian and Bicycle Facilities) to reflect 
the maximum delay on any approach.  
 
 
10.2. Land use maps are provided in the appendix. Pedestrian volumes and commercial development are expected to 

be low at the locations identified for the Displaced Left-Turn treatments. 
 
10.3. Different intersection treatment options were developed and analyzed to provide for vehicle, bicycle and 
pedestrian movements. Appropriate treatments will be analyzed as the corridor develops and improvements are 
identified for implementation.  This includes the intersection at 90th Street West. The appropriate improvements will be 
analyzed as they designed for implementation.   
 
 
Response to Comment L-20.10 
Table 61 has been added to section 3.1.6 (Traffic and Transportation/Pedestrian and Bicycle Facilities) to reflect the 
maximum delay on any approach.  
 
 
Response to Comment L-20.11 
Different intersection treatment options were developed to provide for vehicle, bicycle and pedestrian movements.  The 
studied alternatives provided the details of each intersection type. 
 
 
Response to Comment L-20.12 
Appendix I - Alternative 3 is the no build alternative. 
 
Appendix K - The proposed cross culverts are designed for the 100-year storm event. Please see Preliminary Drainage 
Report. The DEIR will be revised accordingly. 
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Response to Comment L-20.13 
The following statement has been added to section 3.2.1 (Hydrology and Floodplain): 
 
“Culverts that cross under County of Los Angeles major/secondary highways shall be designed to provide for a 50-year 
storm event per the County of Los Angeles Hydrology Manual.” 
 
 
Response to Comment L-20.14 
The following measure has been added to section 3.2.2 (Water Quality and Storm Water Runoff): 
 
“A Storm Water Management Plan (SWMP) would be prepared to reduce or eliminate pollutants in runoff discharging 
to drainage conveyances and waterways. The SWMP is the framework for developing and implementing guidance to 
meet permit requirements for storm water discharges. Storm water quality mitigation is accomplished by complying 
with the Statewide Permit and SWMP. Avoidance and minimization measures for Stormwater are accomplished 
through implementation of approved BMPs, which are generally broken down into four categories: Pollution 
Prevention, Treatment, Construction, and Maintenance BMPs. The Storm Water Program contains guidance for 
implementation of each of these BMPs. Certain projects may require installation and maintenance of permanent 
controls to treat storm water. Selection and design of permanent project BMPs is refined as the project progresses 
through the planning stage and into final design.” 
 
 
Response to Comment L-20.15 
The Hydrology/Hydraulic Report will be provided upon completion. 
 

 
Response to Comment L-20.16 
As stated in section 3.2.2 (Water Quality and Storm Water Runoff), BMPs would be implemented to avoid and 
minimize impacts on groundwater. Infiltration devices are considered the preferred treatment BMP for its ability to treat 
Pollutants of Concern from typical highway runoff and recharge groundwater. 
 
Response to Comment L-20.17 
The Los Angeles County Antelope Valley Area Plan has been added to the Affected Environment discussion of section 
3.2.2 (Water Quality and Storm Water Runoff). The project would be consistent with the goals and policies described in 
the Antelope Valley Area Plan. 
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Responses to Comment Letter L-20 
Los Angeles County Department of Public Works 
 
Response to Comment L-20.18 
The preferred alternative would require some level of demolition to accommodate the proposed 
improvements, which would create demolition and construction debris. These short-term impacts could 
potentially be adverse when considered with the waste disposal needs of the other cumulative projects in 
the area.  Recycling of material either onsite or offsite would minimize the impacts of the preferred 
alternative; however, the preferred alternative would not result in long-term cumulative impacts on solid 
waste disposal because it is a transportation facility and would result in only a minor increase in 
collection of roadside debris.  The projects in the study area would potentially increase solid waste 
demand due to intensification of land uses and could incrementally reduce capacity within the 
County of Los Angeles sanitary landfills.  Application of State-mandated recycling requirements for 
construction and operational activities would reduce the total increase and minimize solid waste.  
 
 
Response to Comment L-20.19 
Caltrans will manage and dispose of any excavated soil that is contaminated by or classified as hazardous waste in 
accordance with applicable Federal, State, and local laws and regulations. 
 
Response to Comment L-20.20 
This statement has been added to pg. 205 in section 3.2.2 (Water Quality and Storm Water Runoff).  
 

  



Responses to Comments from Local Agencies and Organizations 

 

NW 138 Corridor Improvement Project Appendix J 113 

 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 



Responses to Comments from Local Agencies and Organizations 

 

NW 138 Corridor Improvement Project Appendix J 114 

 
THIS PAGE INTENTIONALLY LEFT BLANK 

 


