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Response to Christina Cocumelli 

A) This comment does not raise any specific environmental- or Project-related issues. 

B) Although the commenter includes noise as a concern, the main point of this comment is 

the impact on property values. The purpose of an EIR is the determination of whether a 

project may have a significant effect on the environment. According to Section 15064 (e) 

of the CEQA Guidelines, economic and social changes resulting from a project shall not 

be treated as a significant effects on the environment. Therefore, while the comment does 

not raise any specific environmental issues, the concerns of the commenter will be 

considered in the overall evaluation of the Project by the Lead Agency.  

Changes in property values would not constitute a significant environmental impact 

under CEQA (see significance criteria in Section 4.3.4.1 in the Supplemental EIR). 

However, it should be noted that comparison studies of the impact of 12 rail projects 

(including both heavy rail and light rail) throughout North America show that, in general, 

proximity to rail transit has a positive impact on property values. The increase in 

accessibility provided by new rail transit has been cited as a primary contributing factor 

in increasing property values (Roderick Diaz. Impacts of Rail Transit on Property Values. 

May 1999, APTA 1999 Rapid Transit Conference Proceedings Paper). While this study 

does not account for the effect of property values related to the proximity to maintenance 

facilities, it should be noted that the M&O Facility in Monrovia and the Monrovia LRT 

Station are within 0.5 miles of each other. 

C) The M&O Facility is consistent with the policies and objectives stated in the City of 

Monrovia General Plan, which states that allowable land uses within the Station Square 

Transit Village Planning Area include “supporting [transit] parking facilities, a rider 

drop-off area, and other improvements supporting transit facilities.” All of the proposed 

facilities in Monrovia fit within this land use definition. 

The proposed Monrovia location of the M&O Facility is located in an area already zoned 

as planned development (refer to Figure 4.2-2 and Section 4.2.2.2 of the Supplemental 

EIR). 

The concern with property values is acknowledged. As noted in Response to Comment B 

above, changes in property values would not constitute a significant environmental 

impact under CEQA (see significance criteria in Section 4.3.4.1 in the Supplemental 

EIR). However, it should be noted that comparison studies of the impact of 12 rail 

projects (including both heavy rail and light rail) throughout North America show that, in 
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general, proximity to rail transit has a positive impact on property values. The increase in 

accessibility provided by new rail transit has been cited as a primary contributing factor 

in increasing property values (Roderick Diaz. Impacts of Rail Transit on Property Values. 

May 1999, APTA 1999 Rapid Transit Conference Proceedings Paper). While this study 

does not account for the effect of property values related to the proximity to maintenance 

facilities, it should be noted that the M&O Facility in Monrovia and the Monrovia LRT 

Station are within 0.5 miles of each other. 

D) This comment does not raise any specific environmental- or Project-related issues, but it 

is noted. 

As the Gold Line Foothill Extension Project identified the need for a M&O Facility, 

available sites were identified, and each city was given the opportunity to accept or reject 

placing the facility in their boundaries. The City of Monrovia accepted. As a point of 

clarification, the City of Santa Monica recently accepted an M&O Facility. 

E) Under future conditions, noise levels calculated for the M&O Facility using the Traffic 

Noise Model would range from 60.5 dBA Leq to 74.5 dBA Leq at nearby sensitive 

receptors. Given that the noise levels associated with the M&O Facility are estimated to 

be 56 dBA Leq and noise levels associated with traffic are anticipated to be 60.5 dBA 

Leq to 74.5 dBA Leq, it is in fact unlikely that noise from the operations of the M&O 

Facility (56 dBA Leq at nearest sensitive receptor) would be audible in relation to the 

noise levels associated with the future traffic. 

The commenter is correct that operations at the M&O Facility would occur on a 24-hour 

basis. Per Section 4.4.1.3 of the Supplemental EIR, "Maintenance would occur on a 24 

hour, 7 day a week basis in three shifts. A swing shift time period, from 2:00 p.m. to 

10:00 p.m., would be the highest period of activity for maintenance operations." As such, 

noise levels from maintenance and operations would peak between 10 p.m. and 2 p.m. 

However, noise levels during this time would not exceed the 56 dBA Leq level as 

discussed above. According to Table 4.12-8 of the Supplemental EIR, existing nighttime 

noise levels at the corner of California Avenue and Duarte Road adjacent to the proposed 

M&O Facility were measured at 64.5 dBA Leq. Therefore, operational noise from the 

M&O Facility would not exceed existing ambient noise levels, and traffic noise would 

still be the dominant noise source in the Project area during nighttime hours after Project 

implementation. 

F) As described in the Supplemental EIR, construction and operation of the M&O Facility in 

Irwindale (Alternative 2) has the potential to result in greater environmental impacts 
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relative to biological resources, hydrology and water quality, and geology and soils as 

compared to the proposed M&O Facility in Monrovia. As a result, the Construction 

Authority has determined that the M&O Facility in Monrovia is the environmentally 

superior alternative. 

G) This comment does not raise any specific environmental- or Project-related issues. 

H) Refer to Response to Comment F above. This comment does not raise any additional 

environmental- or Project-related issues. 
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Response to Bart DuFresne 

A) This comment does not raise any additional environmental- or Project-related issues. 

B) The City of Monrovia Noise Ordinance includes an exemption for "activities of the 

federal, state, or local jurisdiction while performing governmental duties." Because it is 

required for Federal Transit Administration (FTA) compliance, the train noise testing 

would be included under this exemption. Therefore, noise increases associated with train 

noise testing at the M&O Facility would be considered "exempt." Additionally, according 

to Table 4.12-8 of the Supplemental EIR, existing noise levels at the corner of California 

and Duarte adjacent to the proposed M&O Facility were measured at 68.2 dBA Leq. The 

City of Monrovia Noise Ordinance allows an increase of up to 10 dBA above existing 

measured ambient noise levels for 5 minutes per hour and 20 dBA above existing 

measured ambient noise levels for no more than one minute per hour. The noise 

associated with the standard horn (i.e., quacker) is expected to be 77dBA, and noise 

associated with the emergency horn is expected to be 87dBA. Both horns would sound 

for approximately one second within the facility's yard and only during the period of the 

morning when outbound trains are leaving the yard. The maximum number of train 

headway leaving the yard would be at 10 minute intervals in each direction. Even if the 

noise duration was for a longer period, it would be extremely unlikely that the noise from 

either horn would exceed the established levels. Therefore, the noise associated with each 

horn would not exceed the maximum permitted increases in noise levels as defined in the 

City of Monrovia Noise ordinance. 

C) The M&O Facility is consistent with the policies and objectives stated in the City of 

Monrovia General Plan, which states that allowable land uses within the Station Square 

Transit Village Planning Area include “supporting [transit] parking facilities, a rider 

drop-off area, and other improvements supporting transit facilities.” All of the proposed 

facilities in Monrovia fit within this land use definition. 

The proposed Monrovia location of the M&O facility is located in an area already zoned 

as planned development (refer to Figure 4.2-2 and Section 4.2.2.2 of the Supplemental 

EIR). 

D) The concerns about potential visual impacts of the new M&O Facility in Monrovia on the 

community are noted. The design of the M&O Facility in Monrovia would adhere to the 

latest Metro Design Criteria Section 11: Yards and Shops and Section 4: Guideway and 

Trackwork as well as the City of Monrovia’s General Plan and Update. Text in Section 

3.1 of the Supplemental EIR has been added to state, "All applicable Metro Design 
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criteria will be adhered to for the design of each Project refinement." The overall site 

would be completely enclosed by security fencing and retaining walls with landscaping 

on the outside perimeter of the fence. As noted in Section 4.1.4.2 of the Supplemental 

EIR, the fencing, wall, landscaping, and flat geography would limit views of the M&O 

Facility in Monrovia on the surrounding community and thus reduce "the visual impact of 

the proposed elements." Furthermore, the application of Mitigation Measures V-1 from 

the 2007 Final EIR and V-3 from the Supplemental EIR (Section 4.1.5) will further 

enhance the visual quality of the M&O Facility within the surrounding neighborhood. 

E) The purpose of an EIR is the determination of whether a project may have a significant 

effect on the environment. According to Section 15064 (e) of the CEQA Guidelines, 

economic and social changes resulting from a project shall not be treated as a significant 

effects on the environment. Therefore, while the comment does not raise any specific 

environmental issues, the concerns of the commenter will be considered in the overall 

evaluation of the Project by the Lead Agency.  

Changes in property values would not constitute a significant environmental impact 

under CEQA (see significance criteria in Section 4.3.4.1 in the Supplemental EIR). 

However, it should be noted that comparison studies of the impact of 12 rail projects 

(including both heavy rail and light rail) throughout North America show that, in general, 

proximity to rail transit has a positive impact on property values. The increase in 

accessibility provided by new rail transit has been cited as a primary contributing factor 

in increasing property values (Roderick Diaz. Impacts of Rail Transit on Property Values. 

May 1999, APTA 1999 Rapid Transit Conference Proceedings Paper). While this study 

does not account for the effect of property values related to the proximity to maintenance 

facilities, it should be noted that the M&O Facility in Monrovia and the Monrovia LRT 

Station are within 0.5 miles of each other. 

F) Refer to Response to Comment B above. 

G) Refer to Response to Comment E above. This comment does not raise any additional 

environmental- or Project-related issues. 

H) As described in the Supplemental EIR, construction and operation of the M&O Facility in 

Irwindale (Alternative 2) has the potential to result in greater environmental impacts 

relative to biological resources, hydrology and water quality, and geology and soils as 

compared to the proposed M&O Facility in Monrovia. As a result, the Construction 

Authority has determined that the M&O Facility in Monrovia is the environmentally 

superior alternative.
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Response to Greg Shin 

A) As described in the Supplemental EIR, construction and operation of the M&O Facility in 

Irwindale (Alternative 2) has the potential to result in greater environmental impacts 

relative to biological resources, hydrology and water quality, and geology and soils as 

compared to the proposed M&O Facility in Monrovia. As a result, the Construction 

Authority has determined that the M&O Facility in Monrovia is the environmentally 

superior alternative. 
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Response to Jeff Liou 

A) This comment does not raise any specific environmental- or Project-related issues. 

B) The purpose of an EIR is the determination of whether a project may have a significant 

effect on the environment. According to Section 15064 (e) of the CEQA Guidelines, 

economic and social changes resulting from a project shall not be treated as a significant 

effects on the environment. Therefore, while the comment does not raise any specific 

environmental issues, the concerns of the commenter will be considered in the overall 

evaluation of the Project by the Lead Agency.  

Changes in property values would not constitute a significant environmental impact 

under CEQA (see significance criteria in Section 4.3.4.1 in the Supplemental EIR). 

However, it should be noted that comparison studies of the impact of 12 rail projects 

(including both heavy rail and light rail) throughout North America show that, in general, 

proximity to rail transit has a positive impact on property values. The increase in 

accessibility provided by new rail transit has been cited as a primary contributing factor 

in increasing property values (Roderick Diaz. Impacts of Rail Transit on Property Values. 

May 1999, APTA 1999 Rapid Transit Conference Proceedings Paper). While this study 

does not account for the effect of property values related to the proximity to maintenance 

facilities, it should be noted that the M&O Facility in Monrovia and the Monrovia LRT 

Station are within 0.5 miles of each other. 

C) This comment does not raise any specific environmental- or Project-related issues. 

D) The need for the Project is due to “the existing Metro Gold Line Division 21 Midway 

Yard is at capacity and cannot handle the additional railcars needed to operate the Gold 

Line Foothill Extension, a new rail operation and maintenance facility is being 

considered in this SEIR.” This text has been added to Section 2.1.1 of the Supplemental 

EIR. As described in the Supplemental EIR, construction and operation of the M&O 

Facility in Irwindale (Alternative 2) has the potential to result in greater environmental 

impacts relative to biological resources, hydrology and water quality, and geology and 

soils as compared to the proposed M&O Facility in Monrovia. As a result, the 

Construction Authority has determined that the M&O Facility in Monrovia is the 

environmentally superior alternative. 

E) Per Section 15151 of the CEQA Guidelines, "An EIR should be prepared with a 

sufficient degree of analysis to provide decision makers with information which enables 

them to make a decision which intelligently takes account of environmental 
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consequences. An evaluation of the environmental effects of a proposed project need not 

be exhaustive, but the sufficiency of an EIR is to be reviewed in the light of what is 

reasonably feasible...The courts have looked not for perfection but for adequacy, 

completeness, and a good faith effort at full disclosure." Noise levels associated with the 

operation of the M&O Facility were assessed in the Supplemental EIR based on noise 

measurements taken from a comparable Maintenance and Operations Facility at 33rd 

Street and Aviation Boulevard in Manhattan Beach (Los Angeles County). These are the 

actual noise levels measurements taken at a maintenance facility including rail car entry 

and exit from the yard and all relevant equipment. These measurements accurately reflect 

future noise levels that would be associated with the proposed M&O Facility.    

The City of Monrovia Noise Ordinance includes an exemption for "activities of the 

federal, state, or local jurisdiction while performing governmental duties." Because it is 

required for Federal Transit Administration (FTA) compliance, the train noise testing 

would be included under this exemption. Therefore, noise increases associated with train 

noise testing at the M&O Facility would be considered "exempt." Additionally, according 

to Table 4.12-8 of the Supplemental EIR, existing noise levels at the corner of California 

and Duarte adjacent to the proposed M&O Facility were measured at 68.2 dBA Leq. The 

City of Monrovia Noise Ordinance allows an increase of up to 10 dBA above existing 

measured ambient noise levels for 5 minutes per hour and 20 dBA above existing 

measured ambient noise levels for no more than one minute per hour. The noise 

associated with the standard horn (i.e., quacker) is expected to be 77dBA, and noise 

associated with the emergency horn is expected to be 87dBA. Both horns would sound 

for approximately one second within the facility's yard and only during the period of the 

morning when outbound trains are leaving the yard. The maximum number of train 

headway leaving the yard would be at 10 minute intervals in each direction. Even if the 

noise duration was for a longer period, it would be extremely unlikely that the noise from 

either horn would exceed the established levels. Therefore, the noise associated with each 

horn would not exceed the maximum permitted increases in noise levels as defined in the 

City of Monrovia Noise ordinance. 

F) The M&O Facility is consistent with the policies and objectives stated in the City of 

Monrovia General Plan, which states that allowable land uses within the Station Square 

Transit Village Planning Area include “supporting [transit] parking facilities, a rider 

drop-off area, and other improvements supporting transit facilities.” All of the proposed 

facilities in Monrovia fit within this land use definition. 
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The proposed Monrovia location of the M&O Facility is located in an area already zoned 

as planned development (refer to Figure 4.2-2 and Section 4.2.2.2 of the Supplemental 

EIR). 

G) Refer to Response to Comment B above. This comment does not raise any additional 

environmental- or Project-related issues. 
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Response to Jordan Boldt 

A) This comment does not raise any specific environmental- or Project-related issues. 

However, the opposition is noted and will be considered by the Authority Board. 

B) The purpose of an EIR is the determination of whether a project may have a significant 

effect on the environment. According to Section 15064 (e) of the CEQA Guidelines, 

economic and social changes resulting from a project shall not be treated as a significant 

effects on the environment. Therefore, while the comment does not raise any specific 

environmental issues, the concerns of the commenter will be considered in the overall 

evaluation of the Project by the Lead Agency.  

Changes in property values would not constitute a significant environmental impact 

under CEQA (see significance criteria in Section 4.3.4.1 in the Supplemental EIR). 

However, it should be noted that comparison studies of the impact of 12 rail projects 

(including both heavy rail and light rail) throughout North America show that, in general, 

proximity to rail transit has a positive impact on property values. The increase in 

accessibility provided by new rail transit has been cited as a primary contributing factor 

in increasing property values (Roderick Diaz. Impacts of Rail Transit on Property Values. 

May 1999, APTA 1999 Rapid Transit Conference Proceedings Paper). While this study 

does not account for the effect of property values related to the proximity to maintenance 

facilities, it should be noted that the M&O Facility in Monrovia and the Monrovia LRT 

Station are within 0.5 miles of each other. 

C) This comment does not raise any specific environmental- or Project-related issues. 

D) The noise associated with the crossing devices was already analyzed in the 2007 Final 

EIR and impacts were adequately addressed. Per Section 4.2.3 of the Supplemental EIR, 

existing noise levels adjacent to the freeway were measured at up to 71.8 dBA Leq at the 

nearest sensitive receptor at California Avenue and Evergreen Avenue. This noise level is 

largely the result of freeway and other traffic noise. Although noise levels decrease as 

distance increases from the noise source, 24-hour noise measurements were taken at 

California Avenue and Duarte Road and the existing noise levels were measured at 68.2 

dBA Leq, more than 300 feet south of the freeway. Therefore, freeway and traffic noise is 

the dominant noise source in the proposed M&O Facility area.  

Under future conditions, noise levels calculated for the M&O Facility using the Traffic 

Noise Model would range from 60.5 dBA Leq to 74.5 dBA Leq at nearby sensitive 

receptors. Given that the noise levels from the Rail Car Repair Facility would be 
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approximately 56 dBA Leq or less at the nearest sensitive receptor and that noise levels 

associated with traffic are anticipated to be 60.5 dBA Leq to 74.5 dBA Leq, it is in fact 

unlikely that noise from the facility would be audible in relation to the noise levels 

associated with the future traffic. Noise associated with actual operations of the of the 

railroad was addressed in the 2007 Final EIR and impacts and mitigation measures to 

address the effects associated with these operations were included. 

E) Under future conditions, noise levels calculated for the M&O Facility using the Traffic 

Noise Model would range from 60.5 dBA Leq to 74.5 dBA Leq at nearby sensitive 

receptors. Given that the noise levels associated with the M&O Facility are estimated to 

be 56 dBA Leq and noise levels associated with traffic are anticipated to be 60.5 dBA 

Leq to 74.5 dBA Leq, it is in fact unlikely that noise from the operations of the M&O 

Facility (56 dBA Leq at nearest sensitive receptor) would be audible in relation to the 

noise levels associated with the future traffic. 

The commenter is correct that operations at the M&O Facility would occur on a 24-hour 

basis. Per Section 4.4.1.3 of the Supplemental EIR, "Maintenance would occur on a 24 

hour, 7 day a week basis in three shifts. A swing shift time period, from 2:00 p.m. to 

10:00 p.m., would be the highest period of activity for maintenance operations."  As such, 

noise levels from maintenance and operations would peak between 10 p.m. and 2 p.m. 

However, noise levels during this time would not exceed the 56 dBA Leq level as 

discussed above. According to Table 4.12-8 of the Supplemental EIR, existing nighttime 

noise levels at the corner of California Avenue and Duarte Road adjacent to the proposed 

M&O Facility were measured at 64.5 dBA Leq. Therefore, operational noise from the 

M&O Facility would not exceed existing ambient noise levels, and traffic noise would 

still be the dominant noise source in the Project area during nighttime hours after Project 

implementation. Based on these conclusions, additional analysis is not necessary. 

F) As described in the Supplemental EIR, construction and operation of the M&O Facility in 

Irwindale (Alternative 2) has the potential to result in greater environmental impacts 

relative to biological resources, hydrology and water quality, and geology and soils as 

compared to the proposed M&O Facility in Monrovia.  As a result, the Construction 

Authority has determined that the M&O Facility in Monrovia is the environmentally 

superior alternative. 

G) Refer to Response to Comment B above. This comment does not raise any additional 

environmental- or Project-related issues. 

H) This comment does not raise any additional environmental- or Project-related issues.
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Response to Nancy Park 

A) This comment does not raise any specific environmental- or Project-related issues. 

B) The majority of the positions at the new facility will fall under one of several Metro-

Union Collective Bargaining Agreements. It is true that the existing Metro union 

employees will have the right of first refusal for the new positions created at the new 

M&O Facility in Monrovia. However, there are no guarantees that all positions will be 

filled by existing personnel. For those who do elect to transfer to the new facility, 

openings will be created in their former work locations that will need to be backfilled, so 

employment opportunities will be available.  

Typically, personnel who transfer to a new facility are doing so to move their work 

location closer to their residence. There is no reason to expect any difference with the 

opening of this facility.  As such, it is reasonable to expect a good number of the 

employees to be residents of the San Gabriel Valley. At this time, the facility is expected 

to open in 2014. Contact Metro Human Resources regarding information as to when they 

may start the hiring process. 

C) This comment does not raise any specific environmental- or Project-related issues. 

D) The purpose of an EIR is the determination of whether a project may have a significant 

effect on the environment. According to Section 15064 (e) of the CEQA Guidelines, 

economic and social changes resulting from a project shall not be treated as a significant 

effects on the environment. Therefore, while the comment does not raise any specific 

environmental issues, the concerns of the commenter will be considered in the overall 

evaluation of the Project by the Lead Agency.  

Changes in property values would not constitute a significant environmental impact 

under CEQA (see significance criteria in Section 4.3.4.1 in the Supplemental EIR). 

However, it should be noted that comparison studies of the impact of 12 rail projects 

(including both heavy rail and light rail) throughout North America show that, in general, 

proximity to rail transit has a positive impact on property values. The increase in 

accessibility provided by new rail transit has been cited as a primary contributing factor 

in increasing property values (Roderick Diaz. Impacts of Rail Transit on Property Values. 

May 1999, APTA 1999 Rapid Transit Conference Proceedings Paper). While this study 

does not account for the effect of property values related to the proximity to maintenance 

facilities, it should be noted that the M&O Facility in Monrovia and the Monrovia LRT 

Station are within 0.5 miles of each other. 
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E) As noted in Section 3.4.1.1 of the Supplemental EIR, "After construction, landscaping 

and a small park-like area would be developed on the northwest corner of the site to 

enhance the visual aesthetics of the M&O Facility and surrounding neighborhood." 

Furthermore, the design of the M&O Facility in Monrovia would adhere to the latest 

Metro Design Criteria Section 11: Yards and Shops and Section 4: Guideway and 

Trackwork as well as the City of Monrovia’s General Plan and Update. Text in Section 

3.1 of the Supplemental EIR has been added to state, "All applicable Metro Design 

criteria will be adhered to for the design of each Project refinement." The overall site 

would be completely enclosed by security fencing and retaining walls with landscaping 

on the outside perimeter of the fence. As noted in Section 4.1.4.2 of the Supplemental 

EIR, the fencing, wall, landscaping, and flat geography would limit views of the M&O 

Facility in Monrovia on the surrounding community and thus reduce "the visual impact of 

the proposed elements." Furthermore, the application of Mitigation Measures V-1 from 

the 2007 Final EIR and V-3 from the Supplemental EIR (Section 4.1.5) will further 

enhance the visual quality of the M&O Facility within the surrounding neighborhood. 

F) The M&O Facility is consistent with the policies and objectives stated in the City of 

Monrovia General Plan, which states that allowable land uses within the Station Square 

Transit Village Planning Area include “supporting [transit] parking facilities, a rider 

drop-off area, and other improvements supporting transit facilities.” All of the proposed 

facilities in Monrovia fit within this land use definition. 

The proposed Monrovia location of the M&O Facility is located in an area already zoned 

as planned development (refer to Figure 4.2-2 and Section 4.2.2.2 of the Supplemental 

EIR). 

G) The intersection referenced (Duarte Road and Myrtle Avenue) was not defined by study 

scoping and, therefore, not a studied roadway segment for this Supplemental EIR. 

However, according to Section 4.4.4.2 of the Supplemental EIR, AM and PM peak period 

traffic volume-to-capacity (v/c) for the intersection of California Avenue/Duarte Road 

(east of the referenced intersection as one drives towards the proposed M&O Facility) did 

not significantly increase based on "Future 2012 with Project" projections compared with 

"Future 2012 No Project" conditions (see Table 4-4.4 in Section 4.4.4.2). A significant 

impact was noted for the intersection of California Avenue/Evergreen Avenue (northeast 

of the referenced intersection), but with the implementation of Mitigation Measure T-7 

(Section 4.4.5 of the Supplemental EIR), these traffic impacts would be reduced to a less-

than-significant level. 
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Concerning the comment regarding increased traffic around local schools, area traffic 

volumes were defined in Section 4.4.3 of the Supplemental EIR by "new traffic counts 

conducted in April 2010 and June 2010." Therefore, traffic volume would account for 

local school peak traffic periods. 

H) Under future conditions, noise levels calculated for the M&O Facility using the Traffic 

Noise Model would range from 60.5 dBA Leq to 74.5 dBA Leq at nearby sensitive 

receptors. Given that the noise levels associated with the M&O Facility are estimated to 

be 56 dBA Leq and noise levels associated with traffic are anticipated to be 60.5 dBA 

Leq to 74.5 dBA Leq, it is in fact unlikely that noise from the operations of the M&O 

Facility (56 dBA Leq at nearest sensitive receptor) would be audible in relation to the 

noise levels associated with the future traffic. 

The commenter is correct that operations at the M&O Facility would occur on a 24-hour 

basis. Per Section 4.4.1.3 of the Supplemental EIR, "Maintenance would occur on a 24 

hour, 7 day a week basis in three shifts. A swing shift time period, from 2:00 p.m. to 

10:00 p.m., would be the highest period of activity for maintenance operations."  As such, 

noise levels from maintenance and operations would peak between 10 p.m. and 2 p.m. 

However, noise levels during this time would not exceed the 56 dBA Leq level as 

discussed above. According to Table 4.12-8 of the Supplemental EIR, existing nighttime 

noise levels at the corner of California Avenue and Duarte Road adjacent to the proposed 

M&O Facility were measured at 64.5 dBA Leq. Therefore, operational noise from the 

M&O Facility would not exceed existing ambient noise levels, and traffic noise would 

still be the dominant noise source in the Project area during nighttime hours after Project 

implementation. 

I) This comment does not raise any specific environmental- or Project-related issues. 
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Response to Sharon Koh 

A) This comment does not raise any specific environmental- or Project-related issues. 

B) The M&O Facility is consistent with the policies and objectives stated in the City of 

Monrovia General Plan, which states that allowable land uses within the Station Square 

Transit Village Planning Area include “supporting [transit] parking facilities, a rider 

drop-off area, and other improvements supporting transit facilities.” All of the proposed 

facilities in Monrovia fit within this land use definition. 

The proposed Monrovia location of the M&O Facility is located in an area already zoned 

as planned development (refer to Figure 4.2-2 and Section 4.2.2.2 of the Supplemental 

EIR). 

C) The City of Monrovia Circulation Element identifies roadway improvements necessary to 

improve the flow of traffic. Every development is reviewed to ensure there is no adverse 

impact to the existing circulation system. Mitigation measures, if any, can be imposed on 

new development. The analysis for the construction and operation of the M&O Facility 

utilized City of Monrovia standards for traffic impacts. 

D) Although the commenter includes noise, security, and pollution as a concern, the main 

point of this comment is the impact on property values.  

The purpose of an EIR is the determination of whether a project may have a significant 

effect on the environment. According Section to 15064 (e) of the CEQA Guidelines, 

economic and social changes resulting from a project shall not be treated as a significant 

effects on the environment. Therefore, while the comment does not raise any specific 

environmental issues, the concerns of the commenter will be considered in the overall 

evaluation of the Project by the Lead Agency.  

Changes in property values would not constitute a significant environmental impact 

under CEQA (see significance criteria in Section 4.3.4.1 in the Supplemental EIR). 

However, it should be noted that comparison studies of the impact of 12 rail projects 

(including both heavy rail and light rail) throughout North America show that, in general, 

proximity to rail transit has a positive impact on property values. The increase in 

accessibility provided by new rail transit has been cited as a primary contributing factor 

in increasing property values (Roderick Diaz. Impacts of Rail Transit on Property Values. 

May 1999, APTA 1999 Rapid Transit Conference Proceedings Paper). While this study 

does not account for the effect of property values related to the proximity to maintenance 
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facilities, it should be noted that the M&O Facility in Monrovia and the Monrovia LRT 

Station are within 0.5 miles of each other. 

E) Furthermore and as noted above, the M&O Facility is consistent with the policies and 

objectives stated in the City of Monrovia General Plan, which states that allowable land 

uses within the Station Square Transit Village Planning Area include “supporting [transit] 

parking facilities, a rider drop-off area, and other improvements supporting transit 

facilities.” All of the proposed facilities in Monrovia fit within this land use definition. 

The proposed Monrovia location of the M&O Facility is located in an area already zoned 

as planned development (refer to Figure 4.2-2 and Section 4.2.2.2 of the Supplemental 

EIR). 

F) As described in the Supplemental EIR, construction and operation of the M&O Facility in 

Irwindale (Alternative 2) has the potential to result in greater environmental impacts 

relative to biological resources, hydrology and water quality, and geology and soils as 

compared to the proposed M&O Facility in Monrovia.  As a result, the Construction 

Authority has determined that the M&O Facility in Monrovia is the environmentally 

superior alternative. 

G) This comment does not raise any additional environmental- or Project-related issues. 

H) Following completion of the environmental document, the decision-making agency must 

balance, as applicable, the economic, legal, social, technological, or other benefits of a 

proposed project against its environmental risks when determining whether to approve 

the project.  Therefore, the concerns of the commenter will be considered in the overall 

evaluation of the Project. 

I) The City of Monrovia Noise Ordinance includes an exemption for "activities of the 

federal, state, or local jurisdiction while performing governmental duties." Because it is 

required for Federal Transit Administration (FTA) compliance, the train noise testing 

would be included under this exemption. Therefore, noise increases associated with train 

noise testing at the M&O Facility would be considered "exempt." Additionally, according 

to Table 4.12-8 of the Supplemental EIR, existing noise levels at the corner of California 

and Duarte adjacent to the proposed M&O Facility were measured at 68.2 dBA Leq. The 

City of Monrovia Noise Ordinance allows an increase of up to 10 dBA above existing 

measured ambient noise levels for 5 minutes per hour and 20 dBA above existing 

measured ambient noise levels for no more than one minute per hour. The noise 

associated with the standard horn (i.e., quacker) is expected to be 77dBA, and noise 
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associated with the emergency horn is expected to be 87dBA. Both horns would sound 

for approximately one second within the facility's yard and only during the period of the 

morning when outbound trains are leaving the yard. The maximum number of train 

headway leaving the yard would be at 10 minute intervals in each direction. Even if the 

noise duration was for a longer period, it would be extremely unlikely that the noise from 

either horn would exceed the established levels. Therefore, the noise associated with each 

horn would not exceed the maximum permitted increases in noise levels as defined in the 

City of Monrovia Noise ordinance. 

J) This comment does not raise any additional environmental- or Project-related issues. 
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Response to City of Arcadia 

A) Per section 4.12.4.2 of the Supplemental EIR, “The Monrovia and Irwindale Parking 

Structure and the San Gabriel and Colorado River Bridges are not located in close 

proximity to sensitive receptors, nor do they involve uses likely to generate excessive 

noise.  Therefore, operation of these uses would not be expected to generate noise levels 

in excess of local or state standards, and, therefore, the impact is considered less than 

significant." Noise impacts of light rail train (LRT) operations was already analyzed in 

the 2007 Final EIR. Although soundwalls were proposed to the north of Colorado 

Boulevard in the 2007 Final EIR, no significant impacts were identified at the actual 

Colorado bridge location and no soundwalls were proposed. The nearest sensitive 

receptor is located approximately 100 feet from the Colorado Bridge, and noise levels 

associated with operation of the Colorado Bridge would likely be inaudible at this 

distance. Therefore, because operational noise impacts would be less than significant, no 

mitigation measures are proposed.
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Response to Public Hearing Comments 

A) This comment does not raise any specific environmental- or Project-related issues. 

B) This comment does not raise any specific environmental- or Project-related issues. 

C) This comment does not raise any specific environmental- or Project-related issues. 

D) This comment does not raise any specific environmental- or Project-related issues. 

E) The comment is noted. As described in the Supplemental EIR, construction and operation 

of the M&O Facility in Irwindale (Alternative 2) has the potential to result in greater 

environmental impacts relative to biological resources, hydrology and water quality, and 

geology and soils as compared to the proposed M&O Facility in Monrovia.  As a result, 

the Construction Authority has determined that the M&O Facility in Monrovia is the 

environmentally superior alternative. Following completion of the environmental 

document, the decision-making agency must balance, as applicable, the economic, legal, 

social, technological, or other benefits of a proposed project against its environmental 

risks when determining whether to approve the project.  Therefore, the concerns of the 

commenter will be considered in the overall evaluation of the Project. 

F) This comment does not raise any specific environmental- or Project-related issues. 

G) This comment does not raise any specific environmental- or Project-related issues. 

H) It is assumed that the commenter is referring to noise impacts associated with traffic from 

the Mountain Avenue Realignment. As stated in the Supplemental EIR, "traffic noise 

impacts are anticipated with the Mountain Avenue Realignment." Further, as stated in the 

Section 4.12.5 of the Supplemental EIR, “noise barriers along Mountain Avenue and 

Duarte Road (at the receiver) would not be feasible due to the presence of driveways 

required for access points, rendering them ineffective for noise abatement.” Therefore, 

the Supplemental EIR concludes that the noise impacts of the Mountain Avenue 

Realignment would be significant and unavoidable. 

I) The Construction Authority will coordinate with affected property owners. Following 

completion of environmental analysis on any future build projects, the acquisition and 

relocation assistance program would be conducted in accordance with the Uniform 

Relocation Assistance and Real Properties Acquisition Policies Act of 1970 (49 code of 

Federal Regulations 24) and California Streets And Highways Code (Section 135). This 

Act identifies the process, procedures, and timeframe for right-of-way acquisition and 
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relocation of affected residents and/or businesses.  Resources would be available to all 

affected property owners without discrimination. Private property owners would be 

compensated for their land at market value. 

J) As stated above under Response to Comment J, following completion of environmental 

analysis on any future build projects, the acquisition and relocation assistance program 

would be conducted in accordance with the Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real 

Properties Acquisition Policies Act of 1970 (49 code of Federal Regulations 24) and 

California Streets And Highways Code (Section 135).  According to Section 205 (c) 3 of 

the Act, each relocation assistance advisory program shall assure that a person shall not 

be required to move from a dwelling unless the person has had a reasonable opportunity 

to relocate to a comparable replacement dwelling. The Act further identifies the process, 

procedures, and timeframe for right-of-way acquisition and relocation of affected 

residents and/or businesses. 

K) According to the existing noise measurements included in the Supplemental EIR, daytime 

hourly noise levels measured adjacent to Mountain Avenue ranged from 67.2 dBA Leq to 

71.1 dBA Leq. With implementation of the Mountain Avenue Realignment, the 

Supplemental EIR concludes that noise impacts would be significant and unavoidable. 

Specifically, the Project would result in impacts at Receiver 1 and Receiver 6, and the 

impacted receivers would be exposed to noise levels greater than 70 dBA in 2025. It 

should be noted that it is not always feasible to mitigate environmental impacts identified 

for a project to a less-than-significant level. When this occurs, impacts are considered 

significant and unavoidable. 

L) Refer to Response to Comment I above. 

 
 

 




