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Responses to Oral Comments from the August 25, 2016 Public Hearing 
 
 
This section provides responses to oral comments received on the draft environmental document from persons 

attending the public hearing held on August 25, 2016. A total of 9 oral comments were recorded and are 

summarized below. Transcripts of the oral comments and responses to topics of concern are provided on the 

pages that follow.  

 

 
Summary of Oral Comments Received at the  

August 25th, 2016 Public Hearing  

Comment 
Code 

Commenter 
Name 

Comment Topic(s) 
Appendix J  

Page No. 

1P-1 Ron Hawkins Traffic on adjacent streets, Safety 188 
1P-2 Dane Canfield Roundabouts, Truck Traffic, 

Alignment 
189 – 190 

1P-3 Jason Zink Bypass Lanes, Alignment, Population 
Growth, Air Quality 

191 – 194 

1P-4 Mike Grimes Alternative 2, Antelope Acres Bypass, 
Safety 

195 

1P-5 Don Goeschl Endangered Species & Plants, 
Audubon Society 

196 

1P-6 Mike Enms Utilities, Truck Traffic, Accidents, Air 
Quality 

197 - 199 

1P-7 Christopher 
Meza 

Alternative 1, Traffic 200 

1P-8 Glen Vostic Truck Traffic, Widening of SR-14 201 
1P-9 Farhad 

Zomorodi 
Access Points 202 - 203 
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Responses to Oral Comment 1P-1 
Ron Hawkins 

 
Response to Comment 1P-1 
These intersections are already being studied by Caltrans for safety type improvements.  The improvements include 

intersection controls such as roundabouts, or signals to provide cross traffic preference for crossing moves.  The current 

accident data supports these types of improvements to improve the current safety at these intersections as a priority in 

the near term. 
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Responses to Oral Comment 1P-2 
Dane Canfield  

 
Response to Comment 1P-2 
The school buses that currently serve the corridor will be coordinated with to continue to provide adequate bus stops 

along and within the corridor.  The design of Roundabouts considers the design vehicles such as fire trucks and School 

buses along with large trucks to address the proper sizing of the facilities prior to construction.   

 

Your opposition to the roundabouts has been noted.  
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Responses to Oral Comment 1P-2 
Dane Canfield  
 
See previous page. 
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Responses to Oral Comment 1P-3 
Jason Zink 

 
See next page. 
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Responses to Oral Comments from the August 25, 2016 Public Hearing 

 

NW 138 Corridor Improvement Project Appendix J 192 

Responses to Oral Comment 1P-3 
Jason Zink 
 
Response to Comment 1P-3.1 
Caltrans is responsible for regional highway connectivity and maintains and operates the State Highway System.  With 

the entire project limits within Los Angeles County, Los Angeles County land use included in the Los Angeles County 

General Plan and the recently approved Antelope Valley Area Plan (AVAP), that was adopted as the governing 

documents for this portion of North Los Angeles County.  The planning efforts were comprehensive and the ultimate 

Antelope Valley Area Plan was approved.  These local planning documents define and provide a blue print for planning 

within the current 20-year planning horizon.  Local land use discussions 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.  These improvements are consistent with the existing planning efforts. 

 

 

Response to Comment 1P-3.2 
A series of improvement projects have been implemented along SR-138 over the years; these have added  

lanes in various locations such that the corridor currently varies from a two- to six-lane highway. 

Widening the highway from two to four lanes between Avenue T in Palmdale to SR-18 in Llano has been 

an ongoing project. Caltrans plans call for further widening in segments over the course of several years. 

As of mid 2015, eight segments have either been completed or are in construction, and three more 

segments are in the design stage. In Palmdale, right-of-way constraints can be attributed to the existing 

dense urban development. In Llano, further widening would result in impacts to sensitive cultural  

resources (see SR-138 Safety Improvement Project Mitigated Negative Declaration, approved February  

15, 2014, on the Caltrans website, for more details [http://www.dot.ca.gov/dist07/resources/envdocs/]). 

Constraints to widening the current SR-18/SR-138 facility also exist farther east. In Adelanto, Victorville,  

and Apple Valley, right-of-way issues exist due to existing and planned urban development. Collectively, 

these constraints make development of an improved continuous facility problematic. 

  

1P-3.1 

1P-3.2 
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 Responses to Oral Comment 1P-3 
Jason Zink 
 
Response to Comment 1P-3.3 
The routing of the new highway would run directly through the County and the City of Lancaster and the connection to 

SR-14 (SR-138) would require significant improvements to the existing interchanges along the SR-14 (SR-138) 

including Avenue G, H, I.  Standard interchange spacing is 1 mile in urban areas and 2 miles in rural areas for safety 

and operational benefits.  If this traffic was rerouted on an alignment to meet SR-14 (SR-138) as suggested, the mainline 

of SR-14 (SR-138) would require significant upgrades to allow the spacing and the volume of traffic anticipated. 

Avenue I and H would both require significant upgrades to provide this new connection and the City of Lancaster and 

the County land use plans would need to be revised.  Neither agency has plans for a new highway through this portion 

of the City/County.  Another major challenge will be the locations of the new highway corridor and access from the 

existing highway corridor. The alignment would traverse open space areas which contains biological habitat.    
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Responses to Oral Comment 1P-3 
Jason Zink 

 
See previous page. 
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Responses to Oral Comment 1P-4 
Mike Grimes 

 
Response to Comment 1P-4 
Thank you for your comment. Your support for Alternative 2 and opposition to the Antelope Acres Loop Option has 

been noted.  
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Responses to Oral Comment 1P-5 

Don Goeschl 
 

Response to Comment 1P-5 
The Audubon Society has been added to the project distribution list. 
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 Responses to Oral Comment 1P-6 
Mike Enms 

 
Response to Comment 1P-6 
Thank you for your comment. Your request for involvement is noted.  
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Responses to Oral Comment 1P-6 
Mike Enms 
 
See previous page. 
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 Responses to Oral Comment 1P-6 
Mike Enms 
 
See previous page. 
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 Responses to Oral Comment 1P-7 
Christopher Meza 

 
Response to Comment 1P-7 
Thank you for your comment. Your support of the overall Project and Alternative 1 has been noted. 
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Responses to Oral Comment 1P-8 
Glen Vostic 

 
Response to Comment 1P-8 
The traffic analysis for the project studied I-5, SR-14, SR-58, and SR-138 so we could understand how the improvement 

on SR-138 would impact each of these routes.  The regional truck volumes will increase over time, but the traffic data 

reflects that the percentage of trucks will actually decrease as the volumes increase along the corridor.  The traffic 

projections reflect the increase in truck traffic, but the existing lanes configurations on the SR-14 are adequate for the 

increased volumes.  These volumes are continually monitored for validating existing patterns and changes that occur 

across the highway network.  
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Responses to Oral Comment 1P-9 
Farhad Zomorodi 

 
See next page. 
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Responses to Oral Comment 1P-9 
Farhad Zomorodi 
 
Response to Comment 1P-9 
The location of local access in the area of 245th Street West and the Eastern Branch of the California Aqueduct is 

challenging.  We have had several discussions with property owners in this area and have tried to resolve all access 

issues within the corridor.  In the case of access to the north of 245th Street West, access is provided by traveling north 

to 240th Street West.  This is because the aqueduct is immediately to the south and parallel to the existing driveway. 

The preferred solution is to limit direct access to the identified locations to provide safer access along the entire 

corridor.  During all of the project public meetings and workshops, the SR-138 team worked with and discussed the 

access granted that was granted to the property owner by the Department of Water Resources when the aqueduct was 

constructed.  The location at the current intersection with SR-138 is constrained and provides minimal options for 

improving this overall section of SR-138, without providing access at 240th Street West.  All viable options would have 

significant impact to the California Aqueduct and not provide adequate clearances to provide a safe access at this 

location. 
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