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Table 3.4-1: CNDDB Species Occurrences Within One Mile of Capital Improvement Sites 

Scientific Name Common Name 
Taxonomic 

Group 
Federal 
Listing1 

State 
Listing1 

State 
Rank2 

Plant 
Rank3 

CDFW 
Status4 

BALBOA DOUBLE TRACK EXTENSION 

Southern Coast Live Oak 
Riparian Forest 

Southern Coast Live Oak 
Riparian Forest 

Riparian None None S4 
  

Danaus plexippus pop. 1 monarch - California 
overwintering population 

Insects None None S2S3 
  

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

Neotoma lepida intermedia San Diego desert woodrat Mammals None None S3S4 
 

SSC 

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

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

CANYON SIDING EXTENSION 

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

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

Harpagonella palmeri Palmer's grapplinghook Dicots None None S3 4.2   

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

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

Phrynosoma blainvillii coast horned lizard Reptiles None None S3S4   SSC 

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

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

Arizona elegans occidentalis California glossy snake Reptiles None None S2   SSC 

Anniella sp. California legless lizard Reptiles None None S3S4   SSC 

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

Gasterosteus aculeatus 
williamsoni 

unarmored threespine 
stickleback Fish Endangered Endangered S1   FP 

Gila orcuttii arroyo chub Fish None None S2   SSC 

Accipiter cooperii Cooper's hawk Birds None None S4   WL 

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

Aspidoscelis tigris stejnegeri coastal whiptail Reptiles None None S3   SSC 

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

Group 
Federal 
Listing1 

State 
Listing1 

State 
Rank2 

Plant 
Rank3 

CDFW 
Status4 

LANCASTER TERMINAL IMPROVEMENTS 

Athene cunicularia burrowing owl Birds None None S3   SSC 

Xerospermophilus mohavensis Mohave ground squirrel Mammals None Threatened S2S3     

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

Canbya candida white pygmy-poppy Dicots None None S3S4 4.2   

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

Buteo swainsoni Swainson's hawk Birds None Threatened S3     

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

and/or state listed species. 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

NB-6-001 2 - 

NB-6-002 2 - 

NB-6-003 2 - 

NB-6-007 2 - 

NB-6-008 2 - 

NB-6-009 2 - 

NB-6-010 2 - 

NB-6-011 2 - 

NB-6-012 2 

NB-6-014 2 

NB-6-015 2 

NB-6-017 2 

NB-6-020 2 

NB-6-021 2 

NB-6-022 2 

NB-6-023 2 

NB-6-027 2 

NB-6-029 2 

NB-6-030 2 

NB-6-031 2 

Line Capacity and

TA Category 
(P

residential --1

residential --1

residential --1

residential VA
941

residential 914

residential 914

residential 907

residential --8

- residential --8

- residential --7

- residential --7

- residential 
293
572

- residential 
VA
470

- residential 
VA
470

- residential 
303
335
DR

- residential 
VA
PL

- residential 325

- residential 325

- residential 325

- residential 325

d Service Improve

Table 2: Se

Add
Provided Where A

Count

1514 SOLEDAD C

1433 SOLEDAD C

0002 SOLEDAD C

AC/SOLEDAD CYN 
11 SOLEDAD CANY

42 9316 SOLEDAD

40 9142 SOLEDAD

70 9140 SOLEDAD

235 SOLEDAD CA

235 SOLEDAD CA

433 SOLEDAD CA

433 SOLEDAD CA

303 OLSON RD 
26 SOLEDAD CAN

AC/VIC SOLEDAD C
00 CROWN VALLE

AC/VIC SOLEDAD C
00 CROWN VALLE

380 ARRASTRE C
540 VAC ANGELE

R 

AC/PLATZ RD/VIC 
LATZ RD VIC NETT

580 32557 ALISO C

548 32538 ALISO C

538 32530 ALISO C

530 32570 ALISO C

ements Program 

ensitive Receiv

dress 
Available Through 
ty Data) 

CANYON RD 

CANYON RD 

CANYON RD 

RD/VIC BRIGGS R
YON RD 

D CANYON RD 

D CANYON RD 

D CANYON RD 

ANYON RD 

ANYON RD 

ANYON RD 

ANYON RD 

NYON RD 

CYN RD 
EY RD 

CYN RD 
EY RD 

CANYON RD 
S FOREST HIGHW

NETTIE RD 
TIE RD 

CANYON RD 

CANYON RD 

CANYON RD 

CANYON RD 

vers and Predic

LA 
Distance 
To Near 

Track (Ft) 

141 

273 

709 

RD 569 

920 

832 

661 

101 

107 

161 

167 

182 

339 

209 

WAY 895 

465 

254 

269 

112 

94 

cted Noise Incr

Speed 
(mph) 

(Design 
Speed) 

Ex
N
(

34 

34 

34 

34 

34 

34 

34 

34 

34 

34 

34 

35 

39 

39 

39 

39 

39 

39 

39 

39 

reases 

xisting 
Noise 
(dba) 

Predicte
Noise

Increas
(dba) 

72 0

71 0

70 0

66 0

64 0

66 0

70 0

73 0

73 0

71 0

71 0

71 0

68 0

70 0

60 0

62 0

73 0

73 0

73 0

74 0

2. Corrections an

ed 
e 
se 

Allowable In

Moderate 

0.2 0.8 

0.2 1.0 

0.1 1.0 

0.2 1.4 

0.1 1.6 

0.1 1.4 

0.1 1.1 

0.3 0.6 

0.3 0.6 

0.3 1.0 

0.3 1.0 

0.3 1.0 

0.3 1.2 

0.1 1.1 

0.3 2.2 

0.6 1.7 

0.2 0.6 

0.1 0.6 

0.3 0.6 

0.3 0.6 

 
nd Additions 
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ncrease (Dba) 

Severe 
(Significant 
For CEQA) 

2.5 

2.6 

2.8 

3.6 

4.1 

3.6 

2.9 

2.4 

2.4 

2.6 

2.6 

2.8 

3.2 

2.9 

5.4 

4.4 

2.4 

2.4 

2.4 

2.4 
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Receiver ID FT

NB-6-033 2 

NB-6-035 2 

NB-6-038 2 

NB-6-039 2 

NB-6-040 2 

NB-6-041 2 

NB-6-042 2 

NB-6-045 2 

NB-6-047 2 

NB-6-051 2 

NB-6-055 2 

SB-6-002 2 

SB-6-003 2 

SB-6-006 2 

SB-6-007 2 

SB-6-011 2 

SB-6-0102 2 

SB-6-0113 2 

SB-6-011 2 

SB-6-012 2 

SB-6-014 2 

Line Capacity and

TA Category 
(P

- residential 
324
22

- residential --3

- residential 
VA
82

- residential 82

- residential 809

- residential 756

- residential 74

- residential 892

- residential 790

- residential 172

- residential 353

- residential 
VA
743

- residential --6

- residential 525

- residential 
VA
500

- residential 366

- residential 359

- residential 
405
353

- residential 359

- residential 362

- residential 
316
35

d Service Improve

Add
Provided Where A

Count

463 PETES WY 
15 DOLORES PL 

2828 EL SASTRE 

AC/FORESTON DR
1 FORESTON DR 

1 809 FORESTON

9 761 FORESTON

6 741 FORESTON

1 733 FORESTON

2 888 W CARSON 

0 770 CARSON ME

21 1817 CARSON 

320 35240 SMALL 

AC/VIC SOLEDAD C
35 SOLEDAD CAN

201 SOLEDAD CA

55 5205 SOLEDAD

AC/VIC SOLEDAD C
05 SOLEDAD CAN

61 SOLEDAD CAN

91 SOLEDAD CAN

50 ACTON AVE 
31 SOLEDAD CAN

91 SOLEDAD CAN

20 SOLEDAD CAN

625 2ND ST 
11 SOLEDAD CAN

ements Program 

dress 
Available Through 
ty Data) 

RD 

R(DRT)/VIC RIMSID

 DR 

 DR 

 DR 

 DR 

MESA RD 

ESA RD 

MESA RD 

RD 

CYN RD/PACIFIC 
NYON RD 

ANYON RD 

D CANYON RD 

CYN RD/RAVENNA
NYON RD 

NYON RD 

NYON RD 

NYON RD 

NYON RD 

NYON RD 

NYON RD 

LA 
Distance 
To Near 

Track (Ft) 

627 

230 

DE 
853 

967 

660 

1115 

1253 

829 

631 

881 

813 

307 

207 

620 

A D 
516 

472 

389 

422 

472 

166 

407 

Speed 
(mph) 

(Design 
Speed) 

Ex
N
(

39 

39 

39 

39 

39 

39 

39 

75 

75 

49 

49 

34 

35 

35 

35 

39 

39 

39 

39 

39 

39 

xisting 
Noise 
(dba) 

Predicte
Noise

Increas
(dba) 

73 0

73 0

66 0

65 0

67 0

65 0

64 0

66 0

67 0

59 0

59 0

67 0

70 0

65 0

66 0

65 0

66 0

66 0

65 0

73 0

66 0

2. Corrections an

ed 
e 
se 

Allowable In

Moderate 

0.0 0.6 

0.1 0.6 

0.1 1.4 

0.1 1.4 

0.1 1.2 

0.1 1.5 

0.1 1.5 

0.1 1.3 

0.1 1.2 

0.4 2.4 

0.4 2.4 

0.3 1.3 

0.2 1.1 

0.2 1.4 

0.2 1.3 

0.3 1.5 

0.3 1.3 

0.3 1.3 

0.3 1.5 

0.1 0.6 

0.3 1.3 
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ncrease (Dba) 

Severe 
(Significant 
For CEQA) 

2.4 

2.4 

3.6 

3.6 

3.2 

3.9 

3.9 

3.4 

3.2 

5.8 

5.8 

3.4 

2.9 

3.6 

3.4 

3.9 

3.4 

3.4 

3.9 

2.4 

3.4 
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Receiver ID FT

SB-6-015 2 

SB-6-016 2 

SB-6-017 2 

SB-6-019 2 

SB-6-021 2 

SB-6-022 2 

SB-6-023 2 

SB-6-024 2 

SB-6-025 2 

SB-6-026 2 

SB-6-027 2 

SB-6-028 2 

SB-6-030 2 

SB-6-032 2 

SB-6-033 2 

SB-6-034 2 

SB-6-035 2 

SB-6-036 2 

SB-6-038 2 

SB-6-039 2 

Line Capacity and

TA Category 
(P

- residential 362

- residential 343

- residential 34

- residential 
34
318

- residential 
318
318

- residential --3

- residential --3

- residential 
VA
CR

- residential 
VA
320

- residential 
VA
CR

- residential 
VA
GIL

- residential 
VA
356

- residential 
324
323

- residential 289

- residential 324

- residential 288

- residential 287

- residential 323

- residential 283

- residential 323

d Service Improve

Add
Provided Where A

Count

20 SOLEDAD CAN

35 3449 SOLEDAD

13 3419 SOLEDAD

13 SOLEDAD CAN
800 3RD ST 

813 CROWN VALL
810 3RD ST 

1812 3RD ST 

1823 CROWN VAL

AC/SMITH AVE/GIL
ROWN VALLEY RD

AC/SMITH AVE/GIL
020 CROWN VALL

AC/SMITH AVE/GIL
ROWN VALLEY RD

AC/SMITH AVE/GIL
LLESPIE AVE 

AC/VIC CROWN VL
60 SYRACUSE AV

451 MICHIGAN AV
314 WISCONSIN S

97 2883 SOLEDAD

451 32443 MICHIG

83 2875 SOLEDAD

75 2851 SOLEDAD

320 32310 MICHIG

35 2910 SOLEDAD

320 MICHIGAN AV

ements Program 

dress 
Available Through 
ty Data) 

NYON RD 

D CANYON RD 

D CANYON RD 

NYON RD 

LEY RD 

LLEY RD 

LLESPIE AVE 3201
D 

LLESPIE AVE 
LEY RD 

LLESPIE AVE 3203
D 

LLESPIE AVE 3542

LY R 
VE 

VE 
ST 

D CANYON RD 

GAN AVE 

D CANYON RD 

D CYN RD 

GAN AVE 

D CANYON RD 

VE 

LA 
Distance 
To Near 

Track (Ft) 

166 

399 

281 

557 

546 

571 

446 

18 
625 

661 

32 
732 

2 
344 

887 

697 

201 

831 

232 

338 

733 

224 

841 

Speed 
(mph) 

(Design 
Speed) 

Ex
N
(

39 

39 

39 

39 

39 

39 

39 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

xisting 
Noise 
(dba) 

Predicte
Noise

Increas
(dba) 

73 0

66 0

74 0

62 0

62 0

62 0

62 0

62 0

62 0

62 0

62 0

57 0

58 0

66 0

57 0

66 0

65 0

57 0

66 0

57 0

2. Corrections an

ed 
e 
se 

Allowable In

Moderate 

0.1 0.6 

0.4 1.3 

0.1 0.6 

0.7 1.9 

0.7 1.9 

0.6 1.9 

0.7 1.7 

0.5 1.9 

0.5 1.9 

0.4 1.9 

0.8 1.7 

0.9 2.6 

0.6 2.4 

0.4 1.4 

0.3 2.6 

0.3 1.4 

0.2 1.4 

0.4 2.6 

0.4 1.4 

0.3 2.9 
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ncrease (Dba) 

Severe 
(Significant 
For CEQA) 

2.4 

3.4 

2.4 

4.7 

4.7 

4.7 

4.4 

4.7 

4.7 

4.7 

4.4 

6.2 

5.8 

3.6 

6.2 

3.6 

3.6 

6.2 

3.6 

6.6 
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Receiver ID FT

SB-6-040 2 

SB-6-041 2 

SB-6-042 2 

SB-6-044 2 

SB-6-045 2 

SB-6-046 2 

SB-6-047 2 

SB-6-048 2 

SB-6-050 2 

SB-6-051 2 

SB-6-052 2 

SB-6-053 2 

SB-6-054 2 

SB-6-055 2 

SB-6-057 2 

SB-6-059 2 

SB-6-061 2 

SB-6-062 2 

Line Capacity and

TA Category 
(P

323

- residential 29

- residential 
29
280

- residential 322

- residential 
322
279

- residential 
322
28

- residential 
322
322

- residential 
322
277

- residential 322

- residential 322

- residential 322

- residential 
268
325

- residential 
273
325

- residential 
273
325

- residential --3

- residential 26

- residential 
265
257

- residential 
265
256

- residential 257

d Service Improve

Add
Provided Where A

Count

311 OHIO AVE 

10 2880 SACRAME

10 SACRAMENTO
05 SOLEDAD CAN

235 32250 OHIO A

235 OHIO AVE 
95 SOLEDAD CAN

235 OHIO AVE 
10 SACRAMENTO

235 OHIO AVE 
233 INDIANA AVE 

235 OHIO AVE 
71 SOLEDAD CAN

214 32254 INDIAN

214 32256 INDIAN

256 32258 INDIAN

80 KASHMERE CA
515 SADDLE PEA

33 SACRAMENTO
505 SADDLE PEA

33 SACRAMENTO
501 SADDLE PEA

2504 SADDLE PEA

10 2620 KASHMER

55 KASHMERE CA
75 PALOMINO DR

55 KASHMERE CA
65 PALOMINO DR

70 2560 PALAMIN

ements Program 

dress 
Available Through 
ty Data) 

ENTO AVE 

O AVE 
NYON RD 

AVE 

NYON RD 

O AVE 

NYON RD 

NA AVE 

NA AVE 

NA AVE 

ANYON RD 
K CT 

O AVE 
K CT 

O AVE 
K CT 

AK CT 

RE CANYON RD 

ANYON RD 
R 

ANYON RD 
R 

O DR 

LA 
Distance 
To Near 

Track (Ft) 

502 

362 

579 

310 

649 

461 

294 

702 

629 

702 

817 

744 

687 

610 

439 

573 

559 

216 

Speed 
(mph) 

(Design 
Speed) 

Ex
N
(

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

xisting 
Noise 
(dba) 

Predicte
Noise

Increas
(dba) 

65 0

65 0

65 0

65 0

65 0

65 0

65 0

65 0

65 0

65 0

73 0

73 0

73 0

73 0

73 0

73 0

73 0

73 0

2. Corrections an

ed 
e 
se 

Allowable In

Moderate 

0.1 1.4 

0.2 1.4 

0.1 1.4 

0.3 1.4 

0.1 1.4 

0.1 1.4 

0.3 1.4 

0.1 1.4 

0.2 1.4 

0.2 1.4 

0.0 0.6 

0.0 0.6 

0.0 0.6 

0.0 0.6 

0.1 0.6 

0.0 0.6 

0.0 0.6 

0.1 0.6 
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ncrease (Dba) 

Severe 
(Significant 
For CEQA) 

3.6 

3.6 

3.6 

3.6 

3.6 

3.6 

3.6 

3.6 

3.6 

3.6 

2.4 

2.4 

2.4 

2.4 

2.4 

2.4 

2.4 

2.4 
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Receiver ID FT

SB-6-063 2 

SB-6-064 2 

SB-6-065 2 

SB-6-066 2 

SB-6-067 2 

SB-6-068 2 

SB-6-069 2 

SB-6-071 2 

SB-6-072 2 

SB-6-073 2 

SB-6-074 2 

SB-6-075 2 

SB-6-076 2 

SB-6-077 2 

SB-6-078 2 

SB-6-081 2 

SB-6-085 2 

SB-6-087 2 

Line Capacity and

TA Category 
(P

- residential 
265
255

- residential 256

- residential 
254
254

- residential 255

- residential 
253
253

- residential -- 2

- residential 
253
250

- residential 
326
245

- residential 
VA
326

- residential 
329
328

- residential 
329
328

- residential 
329
328

- residential 328

- residential 328

- residential 
VA
328

- residential 329

- residential 
329
329

- residential 330

d Service Improve

Add
Provided Where A

Count

55 KASHMERE CA
55 PALOMINO DR

60 2550 PALOMIN

40 BRIDLE PATH 
45 PALOMINO DR

50 2540 PALOMIN

30 BRIDLE PATH 
35 PALOMINO DR

2510 PALOMINO D

31 SOLEDAD CAN
05 BRIDLE PATH 

643 GEM WY 
51 SOLEDAD CAN

AC/SANTIAGO RD/V
616 SANTIAGO RD

940 OLD MINER R
835 CHANTADA A

924 OLD MINER R
815 CHANTADA A

906 OLD MINER R
805 CHANTADA A

835 32846 CHANT

815 32820 CHANT

AC/TINDALL AVE/V
850 TINDALL AVE

915 32838 LISTIE 

920 JOSHUA AVE 
909 HORNDEAN A

017 32905 MALINT

ements Program 

dress 
Available Through 
ty Data) 

ANYON RD 
R 

NO DR 

DR 
R 

NO DR  

DR 
R 

DR 

NYON RD 
DR 

NYON RD 

VIC ACCORD PL  
D 

RD 
AVE 

RD 
AVE 

RD 
AVE 

TADA AVE 

TADA AVE 

VIC SOLEDAD CYN
 

AVE 

AVE 

TA AVE 

LA 
Distance 
To Near 

Track (Ft) 

520 

251 

477 

319 

460 

557 

816 

572 

115 

877 

800 

743 

759 

669 

N  
802 

703 

885 

646 

Speed 
(mph) 

(Design 
Speed) 

Ex
N
(

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

xisting 
Noise 
(dba) 

Predicte
Noise

Increas
(dba) 

73 0

73 0

73 0

73 0

73 0

73 0

73 0

73 0

73 0

61 0

61 0

61 0

61 0

61 0

61 0

61 0

61 0

61 0

2. Corrections an

ed 
e 
se 

Allowable In

Moderate 

0.0 0.6 

0.1 0.6 

0.0 0.6 

0.1 0.6 

0.1 0.6 

0.1 0.6 

0.0 0.6 

0.0 0.6 

0.2 0.6 

0.2 1.9 

0.3 1.9 

0.3 1.9 

0.3 1.9 

0.3 1.9 

0.3 1.9 

0.3 1.9 

0.2 1.9 

0.3 1.9 
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ncrease (Dba) 

Severe 
(Significant 
For CEQA) 

2.4 

2.4 

2.4 

2.4 

2.4 

2.4 

2.4 

2.4 

2.4 

4.7 

4.7 

4.7 

4.7 

4.7 

4.7 

4.7 

4.7 

4.7 
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Receiver ID FT

SB-6-088 2 

SB-6-089 2 

SB-6-091 2 

SB-6-092 2 

SB-6-093 2 

SB-6-094 2 

SB-6-095 2 

SB-6-A 3 -

 

Line Capacity and

TA Category 
(P

- residential 330

- residential 330

- residential 14

- residential 138

- residential 
33
162

- residential 
162
124

- residential 124

- institutional Ch

d Service Improve

Add
Provided Where A

Count

017 33032 MALINT

032 33014 MALINT

14 1380 SOLEDAD

80 1346 SOLEDAD

100 MALINTA AVE
25 TORTUGA ST 

25 TORTUGA ST 
45 SOLEDAD CAN

45 1235 SOLEDAD

hurch School, 3015 

ements Program 

dress 
Available Through 
ty Data) 

TA AVE 

TA AVE 

D CYN RD 

D CANYON RD 

E 

NYON RD 

D CANYON RD 

SACRAMENTO AV

LA 
Distance 
To Near 

Track (Ft) 

1024 

907 

192 

225 

1006 

878 

894 

VE 785 

Speed 
(mph) 

(Design 
Speed) 

Ex
N
(

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

xisting 
Noise 
(dba) 

Predicte
Noise

Increas
(dba) 

73 0

73 0

73 0

73 0

73 0

73 0

73 0

56 0

2. Corrections an

ed 
e 
se 

Allowable In

Moderate 

0.0 0.6 

0.0 0.6 

0.1 0.6 

0.1 0.6 

0.0 0.6 

0.0 0.6 

0.0 0.6 

0.8 6.0 
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ncrease (Dba) 

Severe 
(Significant 
For CEQA) 

2.4 

2.4 

2.4 

2.4 

2.4 

2.4 

2.4 

10.9 
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3. Responses to Comments 

3.1 INTRODUCTION 

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

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

3.2 RESPONSES TO COMMENTS 

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

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

3.3 PUBLIC HEARINGS COMMENTS AND RESPONSES 

Oral comments and questions and answers were received during two public hearings held on 
August 18, and August 21, 2021. The transcripts of the two public hearings are included in 
Appendix B. 

  



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

Page 3-2 

Table 3-1 - List of Commenters on the Draft EIR 

No. Name Organization/Address Date of Letter 

AGENCIES 

1 Erinn Wilson-Olgin 
 

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

September 10, 2021 

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

August 31, 2021 

3 Jonathan P. Canuela California Department of Water Resources 
 

August 3, 2021 

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

September 3, 2021 

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

September 10, 2021 

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

September 2, 2021 

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

September 9, 2021 

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

September 10, 2021 

GROUPS/ORGANIZATIONS 

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

September 10, 2021 

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

August 31, 2021 

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

September 10, 2021 

12 Peggy Harris Union Pacific Railroad 

1400 Douglas Street, Stop 1120 

Omaha, Nebraska 68179 

October 15, 2021 

INDIVIDUALS 

13 Adam Spieckermann  August 20, 2021 

14 Dylan Giliberto  July 28, 2021 

15 Numan Parada  August 17, 2021 
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No. Name Organization/Address Date of Letter 

16 Robert Frampton  August 22, 2021 

17 Robert Frampton  August 30, 2021 

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

PH1-1 David Hardy   

PH1-2 Andrew Buenko   

PH1-3 David Hardy   

PH1-4 Andrew Buenko   

PH1-5 Bart Reed   

PH1-6 Anjie Preston   

PH1-7 Michael Bertell   

PH1-8 David Hardy   

PH1-9 Bart Reed   

PH1-10 Anjie Preston   

PH1-11 Jose Ubaldo   

PH1-12 Jacqueline Ayer   

PH1-13 Bart Reed   

PH1-14 Frances Sereseres   

PH1-15 Jacqueline Ayer   

PH1-16 Jacqueline Ayer   

PH1-17 Bart Reed   

PH1-18 Jacqueline Ayer   

PH1-19 Bart Reed   

PH1-20 Jacqueline Ayer   

PH1-21 Jacqueline Ayer   

PH1-22 Marsha McLean   

PH1-23 Bart Reed   

PH1-24 Jacqueline Ayer   

PH1-25 Anjie Preston   

PH1-26 Fred Boehnert   

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

PH2-1 Perias Pillay   

PH2-2 Ian Pari   

PH2-3 Jacqueline Ayer   

PH2-4 Matthew Pearson   

PH2-5 Jacqueline Ayer   
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3.3 RESPONSES TO PUBLIC AGENCIES 
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Letter No. 1 

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

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

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

1-3 The comment states that the Draft EIR is missing information as the Proposed 
Project’s potentially significant impacts on biological resources.  The comment goes 
on to list animal and plant species that may be present in the project area identified 
through review of the California Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB) and states that 
the Draft EIR did not consider potential impacts to these species. The comment 
specifies various aspects of the Proposed Project’s construction activities that could 
affect sensitive biological resources and identifies western spadefoot as a species 
known to occur in the hillside slopes along the Canyon Siding Extension site and 
identifies proposed grading activities as a potential cause for impacts to the species. 
Metro has conducted a review of the CNDDB and included the results of such review 
in the Final EIR. Further additional analysis to address CDFW concerns related to 
the information in the Draft EIR has been provided in the Final EIR, including 
description of potential impacts to a variety of species listed in the CNDDB review.  
Finally, while Metro acknowledges CDFW’s concerns and has incorporated CDFW’s 
various recommended mitigation measures into the Final EIR, the analysis contained 
in the Draft EIR determined that impacts on special status species were potentially 
significant and expressed that impacts on any state-listed endangered, threatened, 
rare, or candidate species, would require a permit from CDFW before the Proposed 
Project could proceed.  Chapter 2.0, Corrections and Additions, of this Final EIR 
provides discussion of the CNDDB review, additional impact analysis, revisions to 
mitigation measures in the Draft EIR, as well as additional mitigation measures 
recommended in CDFW’s comment letter.  
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1-4 The comment recommends that a biological assessment be completed with a 
description of the recommended contents of such an assessment. As discussed 
during the September 8 field visit and the comment, site access restrictions made a 
biological assessment difficult to perform, namely on-site species presence surveys 
or on-site floristic assessments. However, Metro has included Mitigation Measure 
BIO-12, as described in Chapter 2.0, Corrections and Additions and incorporated 
into Chapter 4.0, Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program, of this Final EIR, to 
ensure that a qualified biologist with access to the rail right-of-way (ROW) conducts a 
field assessment for the presence/absence of biological resources in the next phase 
of project planning. With Mitigation Measure BIO-12, in concert with additional 
mitigation measures recommended by CDFW, Metro believes the potential impacts 
to biological resources would be adequately mitigated or avoided.  

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

1-18 The comment recommends that Metro coordinate early with USFW in the event that 
impacts on ESA-listed fish species cannot be avoided.  Metro agrees that early 
consultation with USFWS would be required if impacts to any ESA-listed species 
would result from the Proposed Project and such consultation would take place 
following implementation of Mitigation Measure BIO-10 or any other mitigation 
identified in the Final EIR that results in identification of ESA species. 



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

Page 3-42 

1-19 The comment states that impacts to the coastal California gnatcatcher may occur 
and that Draft EIR Mitigation Measure BIO-7 does not address potential impacts 
resulting from removal of coastal California gnatcatcher habitat.  Additional analysis 
related to potential impacts on coastal California gnatcatcher has been added to the 
Final EIR.  The analysis includes discussion of potential habitat removal due to 
proposed grading activities.  See Chapter 2.0, Corrections and Additions for 
additional discussion of potential impacts to coastal California gnatcatcher.  

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

1-28 The comment provides a conclusion to CDFW’s comment letter and expresses 
appreciation for the opportunity to comment.  No further response to this comment is 
required.  
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Letter No. 2 

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

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

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

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

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

 Metro has noted this comment and these comments will be forwarded to Metrolink to 
consider in the Final Design of the Proposed Project as well as the continued 
coordination with Caltrans District 7 Office of Permits on the anticipated 
encroachment permit required for the Balboa Double Track Extension work. Caltrans’ 
preferences for station platform layouts will also be forwarded to Metrolink for 
consideration in the Final Design of the Project.  
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Letter No. 3 

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

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

  



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

Page 3-49 

 
 
 



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

Page 3-50 

 
  



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

Page 3-51 

Letter No. 4 

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

4-1. The comment states that no impacts to any California Highway Patrol Southern 
Division Area operations or public safety were identified. Metro notes the comment 
and no further response is required. 
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Letter No. 5 

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

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

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

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

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

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

5-6 The comment states that alterations to the Lancaster Boulevard at-grade crossing is 
subject to CPUC authorization. Metro is aware of CPUC requirements and intends to 
continue coordination with the CPUC on these requirements. 
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Letter No. 6 

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

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

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

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

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

6-5 The comment states that the City requires that all agreements and property 
acquisition documentation related to the sites within the city limits, be obtained prior 
to the start of construction. Metro has noted the City's requirements and these 
comments will be forwarded to Metrolink to consider in the Final Design of the 
Proposed Project and permitting process. 
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Letter No. 7 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

8-1. The comment states that Metrolink is committed to partnering with Metro on the 
design and development of the Proposed Project and requests that Metro address 
internal comments provided to Metro outside of the CEQA process. Metro 
appreciates Metrolink’s ongoing support and assistance with the development of the 
Proposed Project. Metro anticipates that all comments submitted by Metrolink will be 
addressed and resolved prior to approval of the Proposed Project.   
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3.4 RESPONSES TO GROUPS/ORGANIZATION 
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Letter No. 9 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

9-7 The comment states that sensitive receptors were omitted near the Crown Valley 
Road Grade at-grade crossing and Aliso Canyon Road at-grade crossing. Sensitive 
receptors within 750 feet of the tracks and 1,600 feet of grade crossings where horns 
would be sounded were included in the noise assessment. The noted omitted 
sensitive receptors near the Crown Valley Road at-grade crossing are shown in 
Figure 52 on page 113 of the Noise Technical Report. The noted omitted sensitive 
receptors near the Aliso Canyon Road at-grade crossing are shown in Figure 53 on 
page 114 of the Noise Technical Report. The noted sensitive receptors were not 
omitted and were included in the noise assessment. Metro has identified that multiple 
addresses listed in Table 22 of the Noise Technical Report were inaccurate or 
otherwise missing information which may address the commenter’s assertion that 
sensitive receptors were omitted from the analysis. A corrected table is included in 
Chapter 2.0, Corrections and Additions, of the Final EIR. 
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9-8 The comment concludes the letter by reiterating the Acton Town Council’s request 
that the EIR conclude that the Proposed Project would result in significant noise 
impacts and to mitigate said impacts by constructing “Quiet Zone” infrastructure 
within the Town of Acton.  Unfortunately, this request cannot be accepted since this 
technical study did not identify significant noise impacts that warrant mitigation along 
the entire AVL corridor. Metro’s responses to the Town of Acton’s concerns are 
detailed in Comments 9-1 through 9-7.  
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Letter No. 10 

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

10-1. The comment expresses support for the Proposed Project and identifies the need for 
increased Metrolink service along the AVL. Metro appreciates the support and has 
noted the comment.  No further response is required. 
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Letter No. 11 

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

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

Peggy Harris 
Union Pacific Railroad 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

12-12 The comment provides a conclusion to the letter and reiterates a need for Metro to 
continue coordination with UPRR to address the concerns identified in the comment 
letter.  Metro looks forward to the continued coordination with UPRR. No further 
comment on the contents of the EIR is provided and no response is required.  
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3.5 RESPONSES TO INDIVIDUALS 
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Letter No. 13 

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

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

  



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

Page 3-102 

 

  



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

Page 3-103 

 

Letter No. 14 

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

between the Burbank Airport and Los Angeles Union Station should be increased 
further to 15-minute bidirectional service. The Proposed Project is only intended to 
enable 30-minute bi-directional service between Los Angeles Union Station and 60-
minute bi-directional service between Santa Clarita and Lancaster consistent with 
Metro Board of Directors Motion 2019-0571. The Proposed Project's capital 
improvements only provide enough capacity for this level of service and more 
frequent service along the AVL would only be enabled by additional capital 
improvements which are currently not under consideration. Metro and Metrolink will 
continue to study and pursue ways to improve service on the AVL. 
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Letter No. 15 

Numan Parada 
 

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

15-2 The comment suggests that AVL trains should be scheduled to synchronize transfers 
with Amtrak Pacific Surfliner trains at Los Angeles Union Station.  One of the benefits 
of the Proposed Project is improved on-time performance and enabling clock-face 
train schedules that can be better synchronized with other regional rail services.  The 
ultimate scheduling of AVL trains after proposed service improvements are enabled 
would be done by Metrolink. This comment along with all comments on the Draft EIR 
will be provided to Metrolink for their consideration during subsequent phases of the 
Proposed Project’s development.  
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Letter No. 16 

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

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

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

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

Public Hearing and Questions and Answers on August 18, 2021 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Public Hearing and Questions and Answers on August 21, 2021 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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