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1 INTRODUCTION
This Supplemental Environmental Impact Report (SEIR) has been prepared by the Metro Gold
Line Foothill Extension Construction Authority (Construction Authority) to evaluate potential
environmental effects that would result from the proposed Project Modifications to the Project
approved by the Construction Authority and described in the Metro Gold Line Foothill Extension
– Azusa to Montclair Final Environmental Impact Report (FEIR) completed in 2013, herein
referred to as the 2013 FEIR, its subsequent addenda (but not including the traction power
supply substation (TPSS) / Los Angeles Department of Water and Power refinement described
in Addendum No. 3 and Modifications No. 6 and No. 7 described in Addendum No. 4), and the
Final Supplemental Environmental Impact Report (SEIR) for Metro Gold Line Foothill Extension
– Azusa to Montclair completed in 2019, herein referred to as the 2019 SEIR. This SEIR has
been prepared in conformance with the California Environmental Quality Act of 1970 (CEQA)
statutes (California Public Resources Code Section 2100 et. seq., as amended) and its
implementing guidelines (California Code of Regulations., Title 14, Section 15000). The
Construction Authority is identified as the lead agency for the Project under CEQA. This Final
SEIR contains comments and responses to comments received on the Draft SEIR, which was
circulated for public review from September 25, 2020 to November 9, 2020. Revisions and
clarifications to the Draft SEIR made in response to comments and information received on the
Draft SEIR are listed in Chapter 2, Clarifications and Modifications. The comments and
responses to comments are presented in Chapter 3, Response to Comments on the Draft SEIR.

1.1

Summary of the Proposed Project

The Construction Authority evaluated the Metro Gold Line Foothill Extension in two phases: a
first phase of 11.5 miles from Pasadena to Azusa (the Pasadena to Azusa Extension – Phase
2A), and a second phase of 12.3 miles between Azusa and Montclair (Azusa to Montclair
Extension – Phase 2B). Phase 2A was completed in 2015 and is in operation. In 2013, the
Construction Authority certified the 2013 FEIR for the Azusa to Montclair – Phase 2B project.
Construction of Phase 2B began in December 2017. The Phase 2B project is referred to herein
as the “Project”. Following the certification of the 2013 FEIR, the Construction Authority
identified a number of refinements to the Project which addressed changes to the phasing of
construction and operation of the Project (from two phases to three phases) and identified a
new traffic/transportation mitigation measure and a minor rail alignment adjustment. The
Construction Authority has since approved four addenda to the 2013 FEIR, and the 2019 SEIR
which addressed the construction of Phase 2B of the Project in multiple phases due to funding
limitations. A three phase construction approach is still anticipated wherein the first phase
extends to Pomona, the second phase extends to Claremont, and the third phase completes the
project, extending to Montclair (see Figure 1-1).
The Construction Authority previously approved parking structures at the Glendora, San Dimas,
La Verne, Pomona, and Claremont Stations. As a result of Project refinements and revised
Metro parking provision guidance resulting from the Supportive Transit Parking Program Master
Plan (STPP) adopted by the Metro Board in January 2018, the Construction Authority is
currently considering whether a change to surface parking lots for the Glendora, San Dimas,
La Verne, and Pomona locations, as well as a combination of either a parking structure
Metro Gold Line Foothill Extension–Azusa to Montclair Supplemental Environmental Impact Report
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(Scenario A) or parking lot and leased parking space arrangements (Scenario B) at Claremont,
is warranted. Following the close of the Draft SEIR comment period, the Construction Authority
identified Scenario A as the preferred alternative for parking in Claremont, and does not intend
to consider Scenario B any further.
The change from parking structures to surface parking lots would reduce the total number of
available parking spaces at the various stations to align with the number of parking spaces
identified in the STPP, Appendix F, Gold Line Foothill Extension Phase 2B Parking Analysis. At
some of these stations, the potential change from a structure to a surface lot would result in
minor changes related to the configuration of vehicle and pedestrian access. The potential
reduction and reconfiguration of parking as described in this Final SEIR are referred to as the
“Project Modifications.” The Project Modifications also entail multiple scenarios that include
interim and full build terminus station conditions.
The Project Modifications do not alter the scope of the Project as approved by the Construction
Authority. The Project Modifications include the reduction and reconfiguration of parking
facilities at five stations (Glendora, San Dimas, La Verne, Pomona, and Claremont) in
accordance with Metro parking policy guidance documented in the STPP. The Project
Modifications would be included in the first two phases of construction as described above. To
accommodate reconfigured parking for Phase 1, surface parking lots would be constructed at
the Glendora, San Dimas, La Verne, and Pomona Stations rather than parking structures as
contemplated in the currently approved Project. At some of these stations, reconfigured parking
would result in associated vehicle and pedestrian access changes. For Phase 2, when the
interim end of line would be located at the Claremont Station, reduced and reconfigured parking
at this station would be provided via a parking structure (Scenario A). Phase 3 would complete
the full build condition to the Montclair end of line station. Parking conditions at stations west of
the Montclair Station would be as developed during the first two phases of construction. A
summary of the changes to the number of parking spaces is provided in Table 1-1.
Table 1-1. Summary of Parking Changes

Number of Parking
Spaces Proposed in
the 2013 FEIR
Number of Parking
Spaces as a result of
the Project
Modifications2
Difference

Glendora
Parking
Facility

San
Dimas
Parking
Facility

La Verne
Parking
Facility

Pomona
Parking
Facility

Claremont
Parking
Facility

Totals

420

450

600

1,0001

1,100

3,570

302

289

299

5503

539

1,979

(118)

(161)

(301)

(450)

(561)

(1,591)

1 Approximately

250 spaces exist in a Metrolink parking lot; 750 new spaces are included in 2013 FEIR.
2
The number of parking spaces as a result of the Project Modifications reflects the parking need at Project
completion (i.e., Montclair as terminus station).
3 The number of spaces in Pomona was 550 as analyzed in the travel demand model.
Source: Metro Supportive Transit Parking Program Master Plan (STPP), Appendix F: Gold Line Foothill Extension
Phase 2B Parking Analysis, 2018
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Figure 1-1
Regional Vicinity Map
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All parking modifications would be designed and constructed in accordance with the Metro Rail
Design Criteria. Large parking lots are anticipated to be subdivided into sections to reduce the
scale with walkways and landscaping used for this purpose. The parking areas would be open
enough to maintain good surveillance. Access for vehicles, transit, and Kiss-and-Ride drop off
are all integral parts of the facility designs. Pedestrian and bicycle elements would also be
included to accommodate active modes of access between parking lots and stations.
The Project elements, including alignment, stations, and grade crossings, would be the same as
presented in the 2013 FEIR and subsequent environmental actions, with the exception of the
revised parking configurations and associated changes to vehicle and pedestrian access
discussed herein. All other features of the Project would remain the same as described in the
2013 FEIR and subsequent environmental actions.
1.1.1

Phase 1 Project Modifications

Parking facilities at the Glendora, San Dimas, La Verne, and Pomona Stations would be
constructed during Phase 1 of the Project.
•

Glendora Station Parking Facility Reconfiguration: To accommodate a surface
parking lot at the Glendora Station, the Construction Authority proposes to potentially
expand the parking facility from the 2013 FEIR and Addendum No. 4 approved site to
include approximately 1.08 acres of additional property south of the station for a total
size of approximately 3.58 acres (Figure 1-2A). The existing land use of the additional
property to be included as part of the Project Modifications is industrial. The total number
of parking spaces would be approximately 302, a reduction of approximately 118 parking
spaces compared to the approved Project. There would be no changes to vehicle or
pedestrian access. As previously approved, vehicle access to the Glendora Station
parking facility would be from South Vermont Avenue, and pedestrian access to the
station platform would be from both the north, which is at-grade, and from the south via
an underpass. The revised Glendora Station parking facility would also include a
turnabout that is closer to the station platform than previously approved to better
accommodate pick-up and drop-off. The reconfigured pedestrian access is shown on
Figure 1-2B.

•

San Dimas Station Parking Facility Reconfiguration: To accommodate a surface
parking lot at the San Dimas Station, the Construction Authority proposes to potentially
expand and relocate a portion of the 2013 FEIR approved site. The reconfigured parking
facility would contain the western portion of the 2013 FEIR approved site but would be
positioned southward to East Arrow Highway, instead of eastward to Walnut Avenue as
previously approved (Figure 1-3A). The revised parking configuration would require 3.36
acres of land, 1.16 acres more than that required for the configuration included in the
2013 FEIR. The existing land use of the additional property to be included as part of the
Project Modifications is industrial. The revised San Dimas Station parking facility would
also include a turnabout to allow for pick-up and drop-off. The total number of parking
spaces would be approximately 289, a reduction of approximately 161 spaces compared
to the approved Project. Due to the reconfiguration of the parking facility, vehicle access
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is potentially proposed from East Arrow Highway, instead of from Walnut Avenue as
previously proposed. Pedestrian access to the station platform would be via an
undercrossing on the east side of the station and from San Dimas Avenue on the west
side. There would also be pedestrian walkways from Walnut Avenue and East Arrow
Highway to the undercrossing, in addition to the pedestrian walkway from San Dimas
Avenue as proposed in the 2013 FEIR. The reconfigured pedestrian access is shown on
Figure 1-3B.
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•

La Verne Station Parking Facility Reconfiguration: No additional property would be
needed to accommodate a surface parking lot at the La Verne Station (Figure 1-4A). The
parking facility would require the same land parcels in the same location as those
identified for the previously proposed parking structure in the 2013 FEIR and Addendum
No. 3. The total number of parking spaces would be approximately 299, a reduction of
approximately 301 spaces compared to the approved Project. There would be no
change to vehicle access; vehicle access would be from East Arrow Highway. The
previously proposed turnabout would be in the same general location. Due to the
reconfiguration of the parking facility, pedestrian access is now potentially proposed as
an at-grade crossing, instead of an underpass. The reconfigured pedestrian access is
shown on Figure 1-4B.

•

Pomona Station Parking Facility Reconfiguration: To accommodate a surface
parking lot at the Pomona Station, the Construction Authority proposes to potentially
relocate and expand the parking facility from the 2013 FEIR approved site. The parking
facility was previously approved north of the station on an approximate 1.5-acre site. The
revised parking facility is potentially proposed to be located south of the station,
diagonally southeast of the existing Metrolink parking lot (Figure 1-5A). The new
relocated parking facility is on an approximate 3.86-acre site bounded by Santa Fe
Street to the north, Garey Avenue to the east, West Grevillia Street to the south, and
Pine Street to the west. The existing land use is primarily industrial and commercial.
Vehicle access would be from Garey Avenue and West Grevillia Street. A new
signalized fully directional intersection would be created at Garey Avenue and West
Grevillia Street, while access to and from the parking facility directly from Garey Avenue
would be right-in/right-out only. A bus turnabout would be located north of the parking
facility at the end of Santa Fe Street; through traffic at Garey Avenue would be closed as
part of the Project Modifications. Due to the relocation of the parking facility and
incorporation of the bus turnabout, there would no longer be vehicle access between
Pine Street and Garey Avenue via Santa Fe Street or Magnolia Street. The total number
of parking spaces would be approximately 300 spaces, a reduction of approximately 450
spaces compared to the approved Project. However, approximately 250 additional
spaces would be accommodated via the existing Metrolink lot, for a total of
approximately 550 spaces. Pedestrian access from the relocated parking facility would
be via a pedestrian path that would extend east from the station platform to Garey
Avenue and continue south on the Garey Avenue sidewalk to the parking lot. Pedestrian
access from the east would be via an at-grade crossing, instead of a grade separated
crossing. The reconfigured pedestrian access is shown on Figure 1-5B.
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Figure 1-2A: Glendora Station Parking Facility Reconfiguration
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Figure 1-2A
Glendora Station Parking Facility Reconfiguration
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Figure 1-2B: Glendora Station Parking Facility Reconfiguration with Pedestrian Access
11x17

.< .

LEGEND
•

--

• Project Modification Footprint
Pedestrian Pathway

I: : J PreviouslyApproved Parking Facility Footprint

~

Pedestrian Undercrossing

New Land to be Acquired

Source : Hill International 2017 a nd 2020

9

o~11111111111111111111111111111111111111111,00
._~ ~~~;;2";J.00"""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""""'1
400 Feet

Metro Gold Line Foothill Extension - Azusa to Montclair Supplemental Environmental Impact Report
\\ussdg JfpOO I.no. aecomnet. com \data !projects\_6062\6062 55 90_ GoldLineSEIR\900-C4D .G JS\930 Graphics\Fig / .2 Glendora Station.a; dbr ady 05114/2020

Figure 1-2B
Glendora Station Parking Facility Reconfiguration
with Pedestrian Access

Figure 1-3A. San Dimas Station Parking Facility Reconfiguration
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Figure 1-3A
San Dimas Station Parking Facility Reconfiguration
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Figure 1-3B: San Dimas Station Parking Facility Reconfiguration with Pedestrian Access
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Figure 1-3B
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Figure 1-4A: La Verne Station Parking Facility Reconfiguration
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Figure 1-4A
La Verne Station Parking Facility Reconfiguration
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Figure 1-4B. La Verne Station Parking Facility Reconfiguration with Pedestrian Access
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Figure 1-4B
La Verne Station Parking Facility Reconfiguration
with Pedestrian Access

Figure 1-5A: Pomona Station Parking Facility Reconfiguration
11x17
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Figure 1-5A
Pomona Station Parking Facility Reconfiguration
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Figure 1-5B: Pomona Station Parking Facility Reconfiguration with Pedestrian Access
11x17
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1.1.2

Phase 2 Project Modifications

The Claremont Station parking facility would be constructed during Phase 2 of the Project. For
the purpose of this SEIR, the Construction Authority will be recommending Scenario A as the
preferred alternative for the Claremont Station parking facility. The parking facility would remain
a parking structure and in the same location as approved by the 2013 FEIR and Addendum No.
2. Since the site is in the same location as approved by the 2013 FEIR and Addendum No. 2,
the original land uses described within those documents would not change. Because the
Construction Authority is not considering or recommending Option B (Figure 1-6B of the Draft
SEIR), it will not be analyzed any further in the Final SEIR. If Scenario B is reconsidered in the
future because funding for Scenario A is not made available, a separate environmental analysis
would be required.
•

Claremont Station Parking Facility Scenario: To accommodate reduced parking at
the Claremont Station at the completion of Phase 2, two scenarios were proposed and
evaluated in the Draft SEIR. Under either scenario, the total number of parking spaces
would be approximately 539, a reduction of approximately 561 spaces compared to the
approved Project. Under Phase 2 (Scenario A), the parking facility would remain a
parking structure and in the same location as approved by the 2013 FEIR and
Addendum No. 2 (Figure 1-6A). Vehicle access would be the same as previously
approved because the site currently consists of an existing Metrolink surface lot. The
reconfigured parking facility would include a new pedestrian crosswalk just north of the
right-of-way on North College Avenue. The reconfigured pedestrian access is shown on
Figure 1-6C. Scenario B is not discussed any further for the reasons noted above.
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Claremont Station Parking Facility Reconfiguration
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1.1.3

Phase 3 Project Modifications

The remainder of the light rail transit (LRT) track and improvements to the existing Montclair
Transcenter would be constructed during Phase 3 of the Project.
•

Montclair Transcenter Scenario: No reduction in parking would occur at the Montclair
parking facility. As discussed in the 2013 FEIR, there are currently more than 1,600
parking spaces at the Montclair Transcenter. The existing parking is sufficient to serve
parking demand with the addition of Gold Line service. The effects on parking demand,
transportation and traffic conditions, and ridership for stations west of Montclair are
evaluated as part of the evaluation of Project Modifications.

All other design features of the Project would remain the same as described in the 2013 FEIR
and subsequent environmental actions (with the exception of the TPSS/Los Angeles
Department of Water and Power (LADWP) refinement in Addendum No. 3 and Modification
No. 6 and Modification No.7 in Addendum No. 4).

1.2

The CEQA Environmental Process

CEQA requires preparation of an EIR when there is substantial evidence supporting a fair
argument that a proposed project may have a significant effect on the environment. The
purpose of an EIR is to provide decision makers, public agencies, and the general public with an
objective and informational document that fully discloses the environmental effects of a
proposed project. The EIR process is intended to facilitate the evaluation of potentially
significant direct, indirect, and cumulative environmental impacts of a proposed project, and to
identify feasible mitigation measures and alternatives that might reduce or avoid the project’s
significant effects. In addition, CEQA specifically requires that an EIR identify those adverse
impacts determined to remain significant after the application of mitigation measures.
In accordance with CEQA Guidelines section 15163, an SEIR may be prepared following the
certification of a previous EIR if the lead agency determines that 1.) substantial changes are
proposed in the project that will require major revision to the environmental impact report,
2.) substantial changes have occurred with respect to the circumstances under which the
project is being undertaken, which will require major revisions to the environmental impact
report, or 3.) new information, which was not known and could not have been known at the time
of the environmental impact report was certified as completed, has become available.
1.2.1

Notice of Preparation

In accordance with the CEQA Guidelines, a Notice of Preparation (NOP) was distributed on
June 2, 2020, to public agencies, interested organizations and members of the general public in
the Project area. The purpose of the NOP was to provide notification that the Construction
Authority planned to prepare an SEIR for the Project Modifications and to solicit input on the
scope and content of the SEIR. The Construction Authority received written comment letters
from various agencies, organizations, and individuals. The NOP and these comment letters are
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included in Appendix A to the Draft SEIR. An Initial Study was not prepared for the Project,
therefore, all CEQA environmental topic areas were addressed in the Draft SEIR.
To comply with local and state social distancing requirements related to the COVID-19
pandemic, a virtual public scoping meeting was held on June 24, 2020, from 5:30 PM to
7:00 PM. The virtual scoping meeting was a live presentation on GoToWebinar; verbal and
written comments were accepted following the presentation. The meeting was virtually attended
by 165 stakeholders and 12 staff. Table 1-2 summarizes the public comments and questions
that were received at the scoping meeting and during the public review period related to
environmental and design issues:
Table 1-2. Issues Raised by the Public and Agencies
Commenter
Agency Comments

State of California, Department of
Transportation (Caltrans)

Southern California Regional Rail
Authority (SCRRA)

State of California,
Native American
Heritage Commission

City of Pomona

Environmental Comment/Request
Stated that the Project Modifications
would not likely result in a direct
adverse impact to existing State
transportation facilities but requested
additional confirmation. Discussed
possible design strategies for
pedestrian and bicyclist safety. Also,
stated that a Caltrans transportation
permit would be required for the
transportation of heavy construction
equipment and/or use of oversized
transport vehicles.
Stated that the Project Modifications
could result in pedestrian impacts at
at-grade crossings and discussed
recommendations to improve
pedestrian access. Also, stated that
adequate capacity is needed at
parking facilities to accommodate
both Metro Gold Line and Metrolink
riders.
Stated that the Project Modifications
would be subject to compliance with
Assembly Bills 52 and 18, and
recommended consultation with
California Native American tribes. In
addition, recommendations were
provided for the preparation of
cultural resources assessments.
Stated that additional analysis is
needed to address traffic and
congestion impacts. Discussed
possible design strategies for
pedestrian and bicyclist safety. Also
stated that parking facilities need to
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Where Comment
Was Addressed in
Draft SEIR

Section 3,
Transportation

Section 4.12 Safety
and Security,
Section 3,
Transportation

Section 4.6, Cultural
Resources

Section 3,
Transportation
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Commenter

City of Glendora

City of San Dimas

City of Claremont

Public Comments
Aesthetics
Land Use

Transportation

1.2.2

Environmental Comment/Request
accommodate future population
growth.
Stated that the Project Modifications
should comply with local landscape
and parking standards including
vehicle access. Requested analysis
of light and glare and urban heat
island effects.
Stated that a parking management
plan is needed to address overflow
parking on to nearby communities
and businesses, as well as first/last
mile improvements to enhance
pedestrian and bicycle access. Also
requested additional analysis on
urban heat island effects, including
tree and landscape removal/
replacement, and greenhouse gas
emissions.
Stated first/last mile improvements
are essential for improved circulation
and a parking management plan is
required to reduce overflow parking
impacts. Also requested additional
analysis on light/glare impacts and
suggested measures to improve
safety.
Analyze light and glare impacts
during construction and address
impacts to local tree removal.
Address impacts to local land uses
and zones designated for mixed-use
development.
Analyze and consider safe
pedestrian and vehicle routes.
Consider analyzing impacts to
businesses during construction and
operation.
Analyze permanent impacts to traffic
and congestion.
Analyze potential pick-up/drop-off
locations and first/last mile
connections.

Where Comment
Was Addressed in
Draft SEIR
Section 4.10, Land
Use Planning,
Section 4.13,
Aesthetics,
Section 4.3 Climate
Change
Section 3,
Transportation,
Section 4.13,
Aesthetics,
Section 4.3 Climate
Change,
Section 4.1, Air
Quality

Section 3,
Transportation,
Section 4.13,
Aesthetics,
Section 4.12 Safety
and Security

Section 4.13,
Aesthetics
Section 4.10, Land
Use and Planning
Section 3,
Transportation
Section 3,
Transportation
Section 3,
Transportation
Section 3,
Transportation

Notice of Availability and Draft SEIR

This SEIR focuses on all potential environmental impacts, including those mentioned in
comments received in response to the NOP. The issue areas analyzed in detail in this SEIR
include aesthetics/visual quality, air quality, greenhouse gas emissions, hazards and hazardous
1-20
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materials, hydrology and water quality, mineral resources, noise and vibration, public services,
transportation, and utilities and service systems.
The Draft SEIR was circulated for 45 days for public review and comment starting on
September 25, 2020 through November 9, 2020. The timeframe of the public review period was
identified in the Notice of Availability attached to the Draft EIR, as well as on the Construction
Authority’s website. The public review period was conducted pursuant to CEQA and its
implementing guidelines. The purpose of the public review period was to provide interested
public agencies, organizations, and individuals the opportunity to comment on the contents and
accuracy of the document. The Draft EIR and the Notice of Completion were distributed to the
California Office of Planning and Research, State Clearinghouse. A Notice of Availability (NOA)
was distributed to relevant legislators, agencies, and community stakeholders, and individuals.
The NOA informed them of where the Draft EIR could be reviewed and how to submit
comments. Hard copies of the Draft EIR were made available by request to the public for review
at offices of the Construction Authority. An electronic copy of the document was also posted
online.

1.3

Final SEIR

This Final SEIR contains comments and responses to comments received on the Draft SEIR.
Revisions and clarifications made in response to comments and information received on the
Draft SEIR are listed in Chapter 2, Clarifications and Modifications. The comments and
responses to comments are presented in Chapter 3, Response to Comments on the Draft EIR.
Prior to approval of the Project Modifications, the Construction Authority, as the lead agency
and decision making entity for the Project, is required to certify that this SEIR has been
completed in accordance with CEQA, that the SEIR reflects the independent judgment of the
lead agency, and that the information in this SEIR has been considered during the review of the
Project. CEQA also requires the Construction Authority to adopt “findings” with respect to each
significant environmental effect identified in the SEIR (California Public Resources Code Section
21081; California Code of Regulations, Title 14, Section 15091). For each significant effect,
CEQA requires the approving agency to make one or more of the following findings:
•

Alterations have been made to avoid or substantially lessen significant impacts identified
in the Final EIR.

•

The responsibility to carry out such changes or alterations is under the jurisdiction of
another agency.

•

Specific economic, legal, social, technological, or other considerations, including
provision of employment opportunities for highly trained workers, make infeasible the
mitigation measures or project alternatives identified in the Final EIR.

If the Construction Authority concludes that the proposed Project Modifications would result in
significant effects that have been identified in this SEIR but cannot be substantially lessened or
avoided by feasible mitigation measures, it must adopt a “statement of overriding
considerations” in order to approve the project (California Public Resources Code Section
Metro Gold Line Foothill Extension–Azusa to Montclair Supplemental Environmental Impact Report
January 2021
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21081[b]). Such statements are intended under CEQA to provide a means by which the lead
agency balances, in writing, the benefits of the proposed project with the significant and
unavoidable environmental impacts. Where the lead agency concludes that the economic, legal,
social, technological, or other benefits outweigh the unavoidable environmental impacts, the
lead agency may find such impacts “acceptable” and approve the proposed project.
In addition, the Construction Authority must also adopt a Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting
Program describing the changes that were incorporated into the project or made a condition of
approval in order to mitigate or avoid significant effects on the environment (California Public
Resources Code Section 21081.6). The Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program is
adopted at the time of project approval and is designed to ensure compliance during project
implementation. Upon approval of the Project and Project Modifications, the lead agency will be
responsible for the implementation of the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program.

1.4

Organization of the Final SEIR

This Final SEIR is organized as follows:
Chapter 1 (Introduction) provides a summary of the Project and Project Modifications, an
overview of the CEQA environmental review process, and a description of the organization of
the Final SEIR.
Chapter 2 (Clarifications and Modifications) provides a detailed description of all
clarifications and modifications that were made to the text or graphics of the Draft SEIR.
Clarifications and modifications reflect changes made to the Project and Project Modifications,
analysis, or mitigation due to editorial changes or as a result of a comment made by an agency
or individual during the public review period. These clarifications and modifications do not
constitute significant new information and do not change any of the conclusions of the
document. This chapter also reflects changes necessary to combine the Draft SEIR into this
Final SEIR. The Draft SEIR, appendices, and referenced documents are incorporated into the
Final SEIR.
Chapter 3 (Response to Comments on the Draft SEIR) provides a list of agencies,
organizations, and individuals commenting on the Draft SEIR, copies of the written and oral
comments received during the Draft SEIR public comment period, and the lead agency
responses to those comments.
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2 CLARIFICATIONS AND MODIFICATIONS
The following clarifications and modifications are intended to update the Draft SEIR in response
to the comments received during the public review period. The following clarifications and
modifications also show revisions made to convert the Draft SEIR into this Final SEIR; a single
document that encompasses the final impact analysis for the proposed project. None of these
revisions made to the Draft SEIR have resulted in new significant impacts or mitigation
measures, nor has the severity of an impact increased. None of the criteria for recirculation
have been met.
The changes to the Draft SEIR are listed by page number, with reference to the section or
paragraph number on that page as applicable. Text which has been removed is shown with a
strikethrough line, while text that has been added is shown underlined.
Page

Clarification/Revision

1-2

Several minor revisions have been made to Table 1-1 within Section 1.2.2,
Project Modifications, of the Draft SEIR. One was to correct the approximate
number of Project Modification parking spaces proposed in Pomona. This
change necessitated additional revisions to reflect accurate approximate total
numbers and a new footnote was added to reflect that the change was made to
align with information in the travel demand model. Information on the primary
source for the proposed parking supply was also revised based on requests for
clarifications regarding the Metro Gold Line Foothill Extension Phase 2B Parking
Analysis.
Table 1-1. Summary of Parking Changes

Number of Parking
Spaces Proposed
in the 2013 FEIR
Number of Parking
Spaces as a result
of the Project
Modifications2
Difference

Glendora
Parking
Facility

San
Dimas
Parking
Facility

La Verne
Parking
Facility

Pomona
Parking
Facility

Claremont
Parking
Facility

Totals

420

450

600

1,0001

1,100

3,570

302

289

299

5305503

539

1,9791,959

(118)

(161)

(301)

(470450)

(561)

(1,5911,611)

1 Approximately

250 spaces exist in a Metrolink parking lot; 750 new spaces are included in 2013 FEIR.
The number of parking spaces as a result of the Project Modifications reflects the parking need at Project
completion (i.e., Montclair as terminus station).
3 The number of spaces in Pomona was 550 as analyzed in the travel demand model.
Source: Metro Supportive Transit Parking Program Master Plan (STPP), Appendix F: Gold Line Foothill Extension
Phase 2B Parking Analysis, 2018
2

1-2/1-5

A modification has been made within Section 1.2.2, Project Modifications, of the
Draft SEIR to clarify that the Construction Authority will prepare parking
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management plans to identify appropriate controls for potential overflow parking,
and Metro has offered to provide additional enforcement and security if it is
preferred by the cities as follows:
All neighboring private businesses with parking lots adjacent to the transit
stations, will provide and enforce restrictions to prohibit transit patrons from using
off-street parking. Metro will support the local jurisdictions with these
enforcement responsibilities if requested. Parking management plans (PMP) will
be developed by the Construction Authority to identify appropriate controls for the
potential overflow parking in the vicinity of Project stations. These controls will
include provisions to prohibit on-street parking for transit patrons. In addition,
Metro has agreed to assist by providing enforcement of restrictions around
station areas to prohibit overflow parking in nearby neighborhoods and
businesses. It is the responsibility of the private businesses and cities to adopt
and implement the PMP and accept Metro's offer for additional enforcement and
security presence if it is preferred. Features, including pedestrian walkways and
channelization/signage, will be included to ensure safe routes for passengers
between parking areas and stations. Bicycle parking features will be included
based on the Metro design criteria.
1-15

An addition has been made within Section 1.2.2.2, Phase 2 Project Modifications,
of the Draft SEIR to clarify that for the purpose of this SEIR, the Construction
Authority will be recommending Scenario A for the Claremont Station parking
facility as follows:
The Claremont Station parking facility would be constructed during Phase 2 of
the Project. For the purpose of this EIR, the Construction Authority will be
recommending Scenario A as the preferred alternative for the Claremont Station
parking facility. The parking facility would remain a parking structure and in the
same location as approved by the 2013 FEIR and Addendum No. 2. Since the
site is in the same location as approved by the 2013 FEIR and Addendum No. 2,
the original land uses described within those documents would not change.
Because the Construction Authority is not considering or recommending
Scenario B, it will not be analyzed any further in the Final SEIR. The Final SEIR
reflects this change. If Scenario B is reconsidered in the future because funding
for Scenario A is not made available a separate environmental analysis would be
required.

1-16

An addition has been made within Section 1.2.3, Anticipated Permits and
Approvals, of the Draft SEIR, based on the request from the California
Department of Transportation (Caltrans) to include a transportation permit as
stated in Comment Letter 19 in Chapter 3, Response to Comments, of this Final
SEIR as follows:
Anticipated permits and approvals necessary to implement the Project were
outlined in the 2013 FEIR (Section 3.17) and several were secured prior to the
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additional permits or discretionary approvals are required for the Project
Modifications.
•

3-15

A minor revision has been made within Section 3.2.5, Mitigation Measures and
Recommendations, of the Draft SEIR, to clarify the already required mitigation
under current project approvals regarding the restriping of White Avenue as
follows:
•

3-40

California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) – Approvals regarding
bridge protection, encroachment permit for construction, and transportation
permit for any transportation of heavy construction equipment and/or
materials which requires use of oversized-transport vehicles on State
highways

LTR-9. At the intersection of Glendora Avenue and Route 66, the eastbound
approach will be widened, and a second left-turn lane will be added. Restripe
White Avenue between 1st Street and 6th Street. The restriping would create
two lanes in the northbound direction and one lane in the southbound
direction, as well as a dedicated median turn lane and bike facilities.

A minor addition has been made within Section 3.3.7, Long-term Parking
Impacts, of the Draft SEIR, to clarify the Metro parking study that was used to
determine the number of reduced parking numbers at five of the six stations
included with the Project as follows:
The Project Modifications reduce parking supply at five of six stations on the
project. The reduction of parking is based on revisions to the Metro parking
policies as reflected in the Supportive Transit Parking Program Master Plan
(STPP) adopted by the Metro Board in January 2018. The Metro Gold Line
Foothill Extension 2B Parking Study completed by Walker Parking Consultants is
included as Appendix F to the Master Plan. The travel demand model predicts
the reduction in parking supply will reduce ridership at these stations and affect
the mode in which riders access the stations.

3-44

Additional revisions have been made within Section 3.3.7, Long-term Parking
Impacts, of the Draft SEIR, to reflect changes that were included in the Project
Description regarding overflow parking as follows:
On-Street Parking
The parking analysis is based on the Project Description that states each
jurisdiction will enact and enforce a parking management plan in the vicinity of
their respective stations, which would prohibit on-street parking for transit patrons
a PMP will be developed by the Construction Authority to identify appropriate
controls for the potential overflow parking in the vicinity of Project stations. These
controls will include provisions to prohibit on-street parking for transit patrons. In
addition, Metro has agreed to assist by providing enforcement of restrictions
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around station areas to prohibit overflow parking in nearby neighborhoods and
businesses. It is the responsibility of the private businesses and cities to adopt
and implement the PMP and accept Metro's offer for additional enforcement and
security presence if it is preferred. With adequate parking management plans in
place, the Project Modifications would not result in overflow to on-street parking
on side streets and neighborhoods.
Off-Street Parking
The parking analysis is based on the Project Description that states all
neighboring private businesses with parking lots adjacent to the transit stations
will provide and enforce restrictions to prohibit transit patrons from using offstreet parking. Metro has agreed to assist by providing enforcement of
restrictions around station areas to prohibit overflow parking in nearby
neighborhoods and businesses. It is the responsibility of the private businesses
and cities to adopt and implement the parking management plans and accept
Metro's offer for additional enforcement and security presence if it is preferred. In
addition, Metro will support the local jurisdictions with these enforcement
responsibilities if requested. Therefore, impacts to off-street parking would not
occur as a result of the Project Modifications.
4.4-1

Minor revisions have been made within Section 4.4.2, Existing Conditions, of the
Draft SEIR, to clarify that for the purposes of this SEIR, the Construction
Authority is recommending Scenario A for the Claremont Station parking facility
as follows:
Existing Conditions
The study area for assessing the potential impacts to communities, population,
and housing is exclusive to the cities of Glendora, San Dimas, Pomona, and
Claremont, where reconfigured parking would require additional land to be
acquired than previously approved. As discussed in Chapter 1 of this Draft SEIR,
the reconfigured La Verne Station parking facility would be located on the same
site as previously approved. In addition, all impacts related to communities,
population, and housing associated with the La Verne Station parking facility
would be the same or less than discussed in the 2013 FEIR because parking
garages require less construction in terms of materials, equipment, and
personnel than surface parking lots. Therefore, the reconfigured La Verne Station
parking facility does not warrant further analysis in this section. Since t The
reconfigured Claremont Station parking facility would be located on the same site
as previously approved (Scenario A), and the previously identified Scenario B
involving potential leased parking is no longer under consideration. or a
combination of the same site as previously approved and leased parking within
0.25 mile (Scenario B), only the potential for leased parking within 0.25 mile of
the previously approved site is discussed herein.
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4.4-6 & 4.4-9 Revisions have been made in Section 4.4.3.4, Long-Term Impacts, of the Draft
SEIR, to reflect changes regarding the recommended scenario for the Claremont
Station parking facility.
Communities, Population, and Housing Impacts
For the Glendora, San Dimas, and Pomona Stations parking facilities, the
additional land needed to construct the Project Modifications would generally be
of the same land use of the respective previously approved site. For example,
the additional land needed to construct the reconfigured Glendora Station
parking facility includes commercial and industrial uses, which are the same uses
present on the previously approved Glendora Station parking facility site. In
addition, for the Glendora, San Dimas, and Pomona Stations parking facilities,
building a parking facility adjacent to the existing rail right-of-way is consistent
with the respective cities’ general plans. As discussed further below, there would
be no different or additional property acquisitions in the City of Claremont for
(Scenario A) because the remainder of the required parking (Scenario B) would
be provided by leasing existing parking. Since the Project Modifications would be
consistent with existing and planned land uses, there would be no impacts
related to population associated with the Project Modifications.
4.8-1

Revisions have been made to Section 4.8.2, Existing Conditions, of the Draft
SEIR, to reflect changes regarding the recommended scenario for the Claremont
Station parking facility as follows:
The entirety of the reconfigured parking facilities are included in the 2013 FEIR
study area, with the exception of potential leased parking within 0.25 mile of the
Claremont Station under Scenario B. Leased parking for the Claremont Station
has the potential to extend approximately 250 to 500 feet outside of the study
area. However, this area is immediately adjacent to the 2013 buffer area;
t Therefore, the existing condition information discussed in the 2013 FEIR is
applicable to the Project Modifications.

4.8-5

Revisions have been made in Section 4.8.3.4, Long-Term Impacts, of the Draft
SEIR, to reflect changes regarding the recommended scenario for the Claremont
Station parking facility as follows:
City of Claremont
In the 2013 FEIR, the geologic hazards for the City of Claremont included faultinduced ground rupture, seismically induced inundation, and seismic shaking.
The Project Modifications would be located in the same general areas as
previously approved. Under Scenario B where no parking structure would be
constructed, the Project Modifications reduction in excavation depth would
decrease the potential risks of the geologic hazards. Leased parking under
Scenario B would be provided at existing parking locations nearby, which would
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not result in different or increased hazards. Under Scenario A, a parking structure
would be constructed on approximately half of the site; this is also a reduction in
potential hazards since the Project approved a parking structure on the entirety
of the site. As with the Project, the Project Modifications would be constructed in
strict compliance with local, state, and federal seismic and geotechnical
regulations and permits, and adhere to the design standards as discussed in
Table 3.8-9 of the 2013 FEIR. As a result, long-term geologic hazard impacts
associated with the Project Modifications would be less than significant.
4.10-2

Minor additions have been made in Section 4.10.1.1, Local, of the Draft SEIR to
clarify the references for the Glendora Community Plan 2025 and the Glendora
Route 66 Corridor Specific Plan as follows:
City of Glendora
The Glendora Community Plan 2025 (2008 2006) has not been updated since
the approval of the 2013 FEIR. The Glendora Route 66 Corridor Specific Plan
(2015) was updated in 2017, although the vision, guiding principles, and
objectives of the Specific Plan that were discussed in the 2013 FEIR were not
changed. The more current plans were considered and do not change the
analysis or conclusions in the SEIR. Therefore, the regulatory setting remains the
same as presented in Section 3.10.1.2 of the 2013 FEIR.

4.10-4

Revisions have been made in Section 4.10.2.4, City of Claremont, of the Draft
SEIR, to reflect changes regarding the recommended scenario for the Claremont
Station parking facility as follows:
City of Claremont
To accommodate reduced parking at the Claremont Station, two scenarios are
proposed and evaluated in this Draft SEIR. Under Scenario A, the parking facility
would remain a parking structure, but the structure would only occupy about half
of the site while the remainder of the site would remain as surface parking. The
site is in the same location as approved by the 2013 FEIR and Addendum No. 2,
and the original land uses described within those documents would not change.
Under Scenario B, surface parking would be at the original location, with no
change to land use. The remaining parking spaces would be leased at one or
more off-site parking site(s) within an approximately 0.25-mile radius of the
Claremont Station. As noted throughout the Final SEIR, Scenario B is no longer
under consideration

4.10-5

Revisions have been made in Section 4.10.3.4, Long-Term Impacts, of the Draft
SEIR, to reflect changes regarding the recommended scenario for the Claremont
Station parking facility as follows:
In the case of the reconfigured Claremont Station parking facility under Scenario
B, leasing off-site parking also does not cause any additional long-term
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construction impacts since it would occur at parking locations already in
existence. It would also allow use of parking to be converted more easily back to
original use or a new or different use in the future.
4.13-1

Minor revisions have been made in Section 4.13.1.2, Local, of the Draft SEIR, to
clarify the references for the Glendora Community Plan 2025 and the Glendora
Route 66 Corridor Specific Plan as follows:
Table 4.13-1. Local General Plan Policies and Goals

Jurisdiction
City of Glendora

Document
General Plan
(2008 2006)

Policy or Goal
Conservation Element Goal
CON-10, Policy CON-10.2

City of Glendora

General Plan
(2008 2006)

Land Use Element Goal
LU-18, Policy LU-18.1

City of Glendora

General Plan
(2008 2006)

Land Use Element Goal
LU-20, Policy LU-20.4

City of Glendora

Route 66
Specific Plan
(2015 2017)

Objective UD-4

City of Glendora

Route 66
Specific Plan
(2015 2017

Priority Subareas for
Façade Rehabilitation

4.13-11

Text
Maintain the tree preservation
ordinance to ensure the
preservation of existing tree
resources.
Ensure the scale and character of
development is sensitive to
adjoining uses.
Encourage the expansion of street
trees to improve the pedestrian
scale and character of future
development.
Establish a streetscape program
using signage, street furniture,
entry statements, and other visual
amenities that conveys the
traditional character of Glendora,
withstands the test of time, is costeffective, and achieves a stronger
community image and identity.
The area generally located along
Route 66 and Vermont Avenue
west of Glendora Avenue and east
of Grand Avenue.

Minor revisions have been made to Section 4.13.2.2, Local Setting, of the Draft
SEIR, to reflect changes to figure numbers related to the Claremont Station
parking facility as follows:
The reconfigured parking facility to be constructed at the Claremont Station is in
the City of Claremont. As shown in Figures 1-6A through and 1-6C, the parking
facility is located on the same site as previously approved. One s Scenario A
involves constructing a parking garage on approximately half of the site and
surface parking on the other half. The other scenario involves constructing a
surface lot on the entirety of the site with the remainder of the required parking
leased off-site. There would also be a change to pedestrian access and a new
pedestrian crosswalk as shown in Figure 1-6C. As noted throughout the Final
SEIR, Scenario B is no longer under consideration.
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4.13-22

Minor revisions have been made in Section 4.13.3.4, Long-Term Impacts, of the
Draft SEIR, to reflect changes regarding the recommended scenario for the
Claremont Station parking facility as follows:
Claremont Station Parking Facility Reconfiguration
Both scenarios for t The reconfigured Claremont Station parking facility would be
located on the same previously approved site analyzed in the 2013 FEIR. Visual
impacts associated with the reconfigured Claremont Station parking facility are
negligible since the site is currently developed with a parking lot. Additionally,
there would be no visual quality impacts from the adjacent leased parking
facilities, since it would be provided within existing parking facilities. Under
Scenario A, should a parking structure be built on a portion of the site, it would
have a limited effect since there are existing parking structures and other twostory buildings nearby. Changes to the visual environment would not be out of
place or scale in the urbanized setting. As noted throughout the Final SEIR,
Scenario B is no longer under consideration. Scenario B would retain or improve
the existing visual quality of the site since there would be improvements to
accommodate Gold Line riders. Under Scenario B, there would be no visual
quality impacts from the leased parking since it would be provided within existing
parking facilities and within 0.25 mile of the station, which would contribute to the
existing unity and intactness of the site. The new pedestrian pathway and
crosswalk would not negatively affect the visual quality of the area. While there is
a historic structure located diagonally across the street from the parking facility
(on the northwest corner of College Avenue and East First Street), there would
be no visual quality change because a parking garage was previously analyzed
in this location in the 2013 FEIR. In addition, mitigation measures VIS-4 and
VIS-5 would ensure that the facility design, landscaping, and lighting are
appropriate for the site and fit the surrounding community, which would also
enhance the unity and intactness of the views of the site. Implementation of
mitigation measures identified in the 2013 FEIR would reduce long-term visual
quality impacts associated with the Project Modifications to less than significant
(VIS-4 and VIS-5).

4.16-1

Minor revisions have been made in Section 4.16, Irreversible and Irretrievable
Commitments of Resources, of the Draft SEIR, to reflect changes regarding the
recommended scenario for the Claremont Station parking facility as follows:
Similar to the approved 2013 FEIR and subsequent environmental actions, the
Project Modifications would involve a negligible addition to certain commitments
of resources, including but not limited to natural, physical, human, and fiscal
resources. The parking facility reconfigurations would involve a greater
commitment of land needed to construct parking lots as opposed to parking
structures as previously approved. However, as discussed in Chapter 1, Project
Description, of this Draft SEIR, new land would be necessary to construct the
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surface parking lots: an increase of 4.63 acres of land in total, including 1.08
acres at the Glendora Station, an increase of 1.16 acres at the San Dimas
Station, and an increase of 2.39 acres at the Pomona Station. No new land
would be needed to construct the reconfigured La Verne Station parking facility.
No new land would be needed for either of the reconfigured Claremont Station
parking facility scenarios. This is because parking would be provided entirely
within the previously approved site (Scenario A). or provided via a combination of
the previously approved site and existing parking facilities within 0.25 mile of the
site (Scenario B). In Scenario B, since the parking is existing and would be
leased by the Construction Authority, no new land would be needed.
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3 RESPONSE TO COMMENTS
The Draft SEIR was distributed for public review on September 25, 2020 through November 9,
2020, pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15105. A total of 21 comment letters and e-mails
were received. According to CEQA Guidelines Section 15088(a), “the lead agency shall
evaluate comments on environmental issues received from persons who reviewed the Draft
SEIR and shall prepare a written response.” This chapter provides response to written
environmental comments received during the public comment period. Written responses are
presented for all comment letters received during the public review period, and are organized
chronologically.
Each letter has been assigned a number code, and individual comments in each letter have also
been coded to facilitate responses. For example, the letter from State of California Department
of Transportation (Caltrans) is identified at Comment Letter 19, with comments noted as 19-1,
19-2, etc. Copies of each comment letter are provided prior to each response. Comments that
present opinions about the project or that raise issues not directly related to the substance of
the environmental analysis in the Draft SEIR 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 SEIR has been revised. Refer to Chapter 2, Clarifications and Modifications, for a
list of these changes.
Numerous comments were received during and after the public review period from local
residents, business owners and various city staff that focused on specific issues addressed in
the Draft SEIR. These topics include traffic and overflow parking; safety and aesthetics; zoning
and land use ordinances; ridership; first/last mile improvements including pedestrian and bicycle
circulation, pick-up and drop-off zones; stormwater treatment plans; project phasing; and the
proposed parking scenarios for the Claremont Station parking facility. As such, the Construction
Authority has developed the following master responses that address each topic area.

Master Responses
No. 1 – Parking Management Plans
Several comments received expressed concern regarding the potential for overflow parking in
nearby neighborhoods and businesses. The following master response has been prepared:
Section 1.2.2 of the Draft SEIR has been modified as identified in Chapter 2 of the Final SEIR to
reflect that parking management plans will be developed by the Construction Authority to
identify appropriate controls for the potential overflow parking. These controls will include
provisions to prohibit on-street parking for transit patrons. In addition, Metro has agreed to assist
by providing enforcement of restrictions around station areas to prohibit overflow parking in
nearby neighborhoods and businesses. It is the responsibility of the private businesses and
cities to adopt and implement the parking management plans and accept Metro's offer for
additional enforcement and security presence if it is preferred. No new CEQA impacts were
identified; therefore, no mitigation is required.
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No. 2 – Conformance with Local Plans and Processes
Multiple comments received stated that the Construction Authority must conform to specific local
jurisdiction plans and processes. The following master response has been prepared:
As stated in Section 4.10.3.4 of the Draft SEIR, the Construction Authority is not required to
adhere to local jurisdiction plans and processes. However the Construction Authority will
coordinate with local jurisdictions to incorporate local policies to the extent practicable and will
conform with Metro Design Criteria.
No. 3 – Determination for Reduced Parking and the Metro Parking Study
Several comments received stated that the Metro Parking Study to determine the number of
reduced parking spaces was not provided and/or was not described in the Draft SEIR. The
following master response has been prepared:
The Gold Line Foothill Extension Phase 2B Parking Analysis report that was completed for
Metro used the framework established in the Supportive Transit Parking Program (STPP)
Master Plan, approved by the Metro Board on January 25, 2018. The STPP model was utilized
by Metro to determine the number of parking spaces needed for each of the five stations
analyzed in the Draft SEIR. This model is used for Metro rail projects throughout the county and
is consistent with regional growth demands. The results of the STPP parking demand model
project a lower demand for parking for transit riders of the planned Extension when it opens,
approximately 55% of the currently planned number of parking spaces in the Final
Environmental Impact Report for the Extension. As a result, the number of parking spaces at 5
of the proposed stations has been reduced to reflect future demands. The number of proposed
parking spaces are shown in Table 1-1 in Chapter 1 of the Final SEIR. Metro has provided the
Metro parking study to local jurisdictions, coordinated with local jurisdictions on their comments
and conducted meetings with local jurisdictions regarding the Metro Gold Line Foothill Extension
2B Parking Study. References to the Metro parking study have been updated in the Final SEIR
document. Section 3.3.7 of the Draft SEIR further states, given the parking constraint, the model
predicts that parking at stations would be used nearly to capacity with a modest surplus at all
stations, except for the Claremont Station, which would be slightly over capacity. The Metro
travel demand model forecasts that the Glendora Station would have a modest surplus with the
Project Modifications compared to a surplus with the approved Project.
No. 4 – First/Last Mile Improvements
Several comments received expressed that pedestrian and bicycle infrastructure should be
implemented to improve circulation and access within the parking facilities, as well as
wayfinding signage and enhanced sidewalk space. The following master response has been
prepared:
As discussed in the Section 4.12 of the Draft SEIR, the Gold Line Foothill Extension 2B
First/Last Mile Plan was adopted by the Metro Board of Directors in June 2019 (Metro 2019).
Metro coordinated with the Construction Authority and the cities of Glendora, San Dimas, La
Verne, Pomona, and Claremont to create first/last mile station area plans for the Project. The
3-2
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First/Last Mile Plan identifies pathways and physical improvements to help people walk to, bike
to, and otherwise access the future stations along the Project alignment. Such improvements
include wayfinding signage, crosswalks, and enhanced sidewalk and bike infrastructure. As
discussed in the First/Last Mile Plan, city staff have been involved throughout the development
and each city can adopt the plan for their city if they so choose. The Construction Authority
would consider opportunities to implement First/Last Mile Plan projects that are within the
Construction Authority’s work areas in conjunction with project construction if additional funding
is made available. Current project funding does not include funding for elements of the First/Last
Mile Plan that extend beyond the immediate station and parking locations.
Detailed parking lot layout analysis and on-site circulation operations are not part of the CEQA
environmental process. This CEQA document evaluates the impacts of revised parking
configurations as described in Section 1.2.2 of the Draft SEIR. Significant CEQA transportation
impacts are not identified, therefore mitigation measures are not required. First/last mile
improvements around stations have been identified and will be incorporated into the project
design by the Construction Authority, Metro, and/or the city as viable and based on available
funding. Any first and last mile improvements incorporated will be constructed to improve
multimodal access, but not as mitigation since significant impacts are not identified.
No. 5 – Claremont Station Parking Scenarios
Several comments received expressed that the areas identified for the potential leased parking
for Scenario B have not been fully analyzed to determine the severity of impacts that could
result from the Project Modifications. Additionally, there was a preference from city staff for the
Construction Authority to recommend Scenario A for the Claremont Station parking. The
following master response has been prepared:
For the purpose of this SEIR, the Construction Authority will be recommending Scenario A as
the preferred alternative for the Claremont Station parking facility. The parking facility would
remain a parking structure and in the same location as approved by the 2013 FEIR and
Addendum No. 2. As described in Section 1.2.2.2 of the Draft SEIR, the total number of parking
spaces would be approximately 539, a reduction of approximately 561 spaces compared to the
approved Project. The site is in the same location as approved by the 2013 FEIR and
Addendum No. 2, and the original land uses described within those documents would not
change. Because the Construction Authority is not considering or recommending Scenario B, it
will not be analyzed any further in the Final SEIR. The Final SEIR reflects this change. If
Scenario B is considered in the future because funding for Scenario A is not made available, a
separate environmental analysis would be required.
No. 6 – Urban Heat Island Effects and Landscaping at Station Facilities
Various comments received expressed that the thermal effects of the proposed parking lot
facilities would contribute more to an urban heat island, and suggested that conformance with
local tree ordinances should be incorporated to reduce these effects. The following master
response has been prepared:
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Section 4.3.3.4 of the Draft SEIR states the parking facility reconfigurations and the parking lot
areas would be larger than the area for the parking structures proposed under the 2013 FEIR;
thus, the parking surface lot configurations will provide more opportunity to incorporate
landscaping throughout the sites and further local efforts to address the urban heat island effect.
Landscaping is contemplated during final design, and will determine the placement of trees in
the parking areas. Furthermore, the parking lots would not, in and of themselves, result in
significant island effects given the urban, developed condition of surrounding environs, therefore
mitigation is not required to address such potential impacts.
Additionally, Section 4.13.3.4 of the Draft SEIR states minimal landscaping would need to be
removed and would be replaced with new landscaping once construction is complete.
Implementation of mitigation measures VIS-1, VIS-4 and VIS-5 will ensure that the facility
design, landscaping, and lighting are appropriate for the site and fit the surrounding community.
No. 7 – Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) and Electric Vehicle (EV) Parking
Various comments received expressed that the number of designated parking for ADA and EV
was not outlined in the Draft SEIR and requested that information be added for clarification. The
following master response has been prepared:
The precise numbers of parking spaces, ADA-accessible spaces, clean air vehicle spaces, and
EV spaces will be determined as part of the project design process and in accordance with
Metro parking lot design criteria. Parking space numbers are reported in the Draft SEIR as
approximate to reflect the fact that minor adjustments to space numbers could occur as part of
the final design process. Section 8-05-440 (Accessible Parking Spaces Designated for Vehicle
Operators with Disabilities) of Metro's Parking Ordinance states, "The number and dimension of
accessible parking spaces and van-accessible parking spaces are determined by ADA
guidelines and specifications." Please see Metro Rail Design Criteria Section 6 for additional
details on requirements for park and ride facilities available at
http://libraryarchives.metro.net/DPGTL/architecture/2015-metro-rail-design-criteria-section6architectural.pdf.
No. 8 – Stormwater Systems and Utilities
Some comments received suggested that stormwater impacts on surface lots should be
analyzed and addressed in compliance with State stormwater regulations. The following master
response has been prepared:
As described in Section 4.14.3.3 of the Draft SEIR, consistent with the Project, construction of
the Project Modifications would be required to comply with National Pollutant Discharge
Elimination System (NPDES) permits described in Section 3.14.1 of the 2013 FEIR and Section
3.11.1 of the 2019 SEIR. Compliance would include preparation of a Storm Water Pollution
Prevention Plan and deployment of stormwater BMPs such as those described in Section
3.14.1.2 of the 2013 FEIR. The precise locations, sizes and designs of stormwater runoff
facilities will be determined during final design.
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No. 9 – Local Tree Ordinance
Some comments received expressed that the preservation of mature trees is a priority and
should be addressed in accordance with the local tree preservation ordinances. The following
master response has been prepared:
Section 4.13.3.4 of the Draft SEIR states that minimal landscaping would need to be removed
and would be replaced with new landscaping once construction is complete, which would
enhance the vividness of site views. Implementation of mitigation measures VIS-1, VIS-4 and
VIS-5 ensure that the facility design and landscaping are appropriate for the site and fit the
surrounding community.
No. 10 – Project Phasing
Minimal comments received expressed that the ridership model did not account for the different
phases of project construction. The following master response has been prepared:
The ridership forecasts were evaluated based on the approved Project with Project
Modifications. Alternative sites that were evaluated for parking facility locations in previous
environmental actions were deemed infeasible. The ridership analysis reviewed potential
impacts of each phase of project construction as if it were a terminus. Tables 3-5, 3-6, and 3-7,
as well as Appendix A of the Draft SEIR includes results of the ridership analysis for each
station at all phases of project construction, including a Phase 1 interim terminus at the Pomona
Station.
No. 11 – Metrolink Parking vs. Gold Line Parking
Several comments received expressed that appropriate measures should be taken to ensure
transit patrons are parking in and paying for parking at the designated parking facilities for the
transit facility they plan to ride, i.e., Metrolink or Gold Line. The following master response has
been prepared:
As discussed in Section 3.3.7 of the Draft SEIR, existing Metrolink parking will remain in its
existing location with parking management tools such as wayfinding and parking enforcement in
place to ensure parking is used for Metrolink patrons. Similarly, Metro Gold Line parking will be
identified and controlled separately with parking management tools and enforcement in place to
ensure parking is used for Metro Gold Line patrons. Signage and payment controls will be in
place to segregate parkers from Gold Line and Metrolink and will be designed in accordance
with Metro Design Criteria.
No. 12 – Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT)
Multiple comments received expressed concerns that reducing the number of parking spaces
would result in vehicles circling around looking for open parking spaces, which in turn would
increase the number of vehicles traveling on surrounding streets. The following master
response has been prepared:
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As discussed in Section 4.1.3.4, subsection "Regional Emissions Impacts," the Project
Modifications results in less VMT reduction than the Approved Project. However, even with the
Project Modifications, the Project will still generate substantial VMT savings for the region and
the study area compared to the No Build Alternative. The Project Modifications would remain
consistent with the Project objectives outlined in the 2013 FEIR, which include enhancing cityto-city mobility by providing high frequency, reliable, and direct transit connections to downtown
areas and encouraging auto trip diversions and new transit trip activity. Therefore, consistent
with the conclusions in the 2013 FEIR and subsequent environmental actions, the regional
emissions associated with the reduction in VMT with implementation of the Project Modifications
would be lower than the No Build Alternative conditions. Consistent with the 2013 FEIR and
subsequent environmental actions, impacts associated with the Project Modifications would be
less than significant.
No. 13 – Metro Travel Demand Model (TDM)
Multiple comments received expressed that the travel demand model used a “constrained”
approach to identify the number of capped parking supply for the five station facilities. The
following master response has been prepared:
The capped parking supply was chosen based on the information in the Gold Line Foothill
Extension Phase 2B Parking Analysis report prepared by Metro. That report used the framework
established in the Supportive Transit Parking Program (STPP) Master Plan, approved by the
Metro Board on January 25, 2018. The STPP model was utilized by Metro to determine the
number of parking spaces needed for each of the five stations analyzed in the Draft SEIR. This
model is used for Metro rail projects throughout the county and is consistent with regional
growth demands.
The Metro travel demand model is a state of the art, validated tool utilized to forecast transit
ridership and mode of access at stations throughout the entire Metro transit system. The
approach used to constrain parking is based on accepted industry methodology and the
standard Metro approach to travel demand forecasting. When parking supply is constrained the
model will forecast the number of trips that will shift to a different mode of access at a particular
station, such as walking, drop offs (kiss-and-ride) and bus transfers. Constraints on parking also
resulted in a minor reduction of forecast ridership in comparison the ridership as forecast in the
2013 FEIR, its addenda and the 2019 SEIR.
No. 14 – Pedestrian and Bicycle Circulation / Curbside Management
Several comments received expressed concerns that pedestrian and bicycle circulation needs
to be analyzed further to determine the types of infrastructure that needs to be in place to
improve access between the parking facilities and Gold Line stations. The following master
response has been prepared:
Detailed parking lot layout analysis and on-site circulation operations are not part of the CEQA
environmental process. Pedestrian and bicycle amenities will be further defined during final

3-6

Metro Gold Line Foothill Extension–Azusa to Montclair Supplemental Environmental Impact Report
January 2021

design and will be in accordance with Metro's First/Last Mile Plan. These features, as well as all
other parking facility elements will be implemented in accordance with Metro Design Criteria.
Traffic analysis conducted in support of the Draft SEIR addresses automobile circulation based
on anticipated level of access as forecast in the travel demand model. Additional consideration
for on-site circulation, curbside management and drop off areas will be part of the final design
process and the Construction Authority will continue to coordinate with cities throughout that
process.
No. 15 – Bus Study Interface
Some comments received expressed concerns that the potential shuttle bus evaluated in the
2019 SEIR is not evaluated in this SEIR. The following master response has been prepared:
The shuttle bus evaluated in the 2019 SEIR is not part of the current service plan, therefore this
analysis was not included in the ridership evaluation. The Construction Authority continues to
work with Foothill Transit and other bus service providers on appropriate transit service during
Phase 1 and Phase 2 interim conditions. Commitments made in the 2013 FEIR remain in effect.
No. 16 – Safety and Security
Multiple comments received expressed safety concerns for the parking facilities and requested
additional security measures be implemented as part of the project, such as automatic license
plate readers, entry/exit gates, and LED lightning and security presence. The following master
response has been prepared:
Significant safety and security impacts are not identified; therefore no mitigation measures are
necessary. Nevertheless, the Construction Authority will incorporate station area security and
monitoring in accordance with Metro Design Criteria for station development. Access to camera
information will be provided to local jurisdictions. In addition, automatic license plate readers will
be incorporated at all parking lot facilities and will be designed in accordance with Metro Design
Criteria.
No. 17 – Economic Analysis
Multiple comments received expressed concerns about the potential economic impacts the
Project Modifications would have on local businesses. The following master response has been
prepared:
The analysis of potential economic impacts is not required per CEQA Guidelines. Sites
proposed to be developed for parking facilities have been evaluated in accordance with all
CEQA standard requirements and protocols and significant impacts are not anticipated as
discussed throughout the Draft SEIR. As part of any future eminent domain proceeding there
would be appropriate environmental due diligence, and any cleanup requirements would be
taken into account before acquiring the site. Furthermore, the relocation of residents and/or
businesses would occur in accordance with the California Relocation Act of 1969 and California
Government Code §7260 (see Section 3.4.1.1 of the 2013 FEIR). Those provisions require that
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all real property acquired by the Construction Authority be appraised to determine its fair market
value. Based on that appraisal, just compensation would not be less than the approved
appraisal made for the existing property. As a result of the Glendora, San Dimas, and Pomona
Stations parking facility reconfigurations, the owner/displaced business or residence would be
given advance written notice and informed of their eligibility for relocation assistance and
payments.

3.1

Responses to Written Comments Received that Address Environmental
Issues Raised in the SEIR
Table 3-1 List of Comment Letters on the Draft SEIR

Letter No.
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
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Agency/Organization/Individual
Rodine Business Park Association
Signed: Carder, Robert H.
Gonzalez, Bill
Caporal, Catherine
Helfand, Morley
N/A
Rodine Business Park Association
Signed: Carder, Robert H.
Fredendall, David
Alsop, John
Village Partners
Signed: Morris, Kaitlin
City of Glendora
Signed: Raymond, Adam
May, Sharon Johnson and Philip S.
Carlson, Sean
The J.V. Land Clearing Co., Inc
Signed: Manus, Tyler
City of San Dimas
Signed: Noh, Henry K.
Frack Properties
Signed: Frack, David
Los Angeles County Professional Peace
Officers’ Association (PPOA)
Signed: Quint Jr., Wayne J.
City of La Verne
Signed: Scherer, Eric
City of Claremont
Signed: Paulson, Christopher M.
State of California Department of
Transportation (Caltrans)
Signed: Edmonson, Miya
Southern California Regional Rail Authority
(Metrolink)
Signed: McIntyre, Todd
City of Pomona
Signed: Pilarz, Matt

Date of Letter

Page # of
Response

June 21, 2020

3-13

September 29, 2020
September 29, 2020
September 30, 2020
October 01, 2020

3-21
3-24
3-26
3-28

October 30, 2020

3-33

November 3, 2020
November 5, 2020

3-38
3-40

November 6, 2020

3-42

November 6, 2020

3-48

November 9, 2020
November 9, 2020

3-57
3-59

November 9, 2020

3-69

November 9, 2020

3-79

November 9, 2020

3-89

November 9, 2020

3-92

November 9, 2020

3-95

November 9, 2020

3-110

November 9, 2020

3-129

November 13, 2020

3-135

October 28, 2020

3-139
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Comment Letter 1

June 21, 2020

FOOTHILL GOLD LINE JOINT POWERS AUTHORITY
406 E Huntington Drive
Monrovia, CA 91016

Attention: Lisa Levy Buch, Chief Communications Officer

Subject: Pomona Station Relocation

Dear Board Members,
This letter represents the Rodine Business Association that is the private association that
represents the thirty-one buildings in the area being considered. Most of the smaller units are
owner occupied businesses and there has been many concerns raised due to the Metro Gold
Line Foothill Extension Phase 2B - Supplemental EIR recently issued. I am the President of
the association and was asked to submit our association members’ objection to the relocation
of the parking structure. The current location has many benefits and the proposed relocation
has many challenges that will be expensive to mitigate, if the issues can even be mitigated.

1-1

ADVANTAGES OF CURRENTLY APPROVED STATION PARKING FACILITY
LOCATION
1.

Properly constructed ingress and egress locations can be utilized.
a. Providing access to Garey Ave. on the east side will allow entering from a major
street and include a Kiss and Ride drop off area.
b. Providing signalization on the exit would allow for vehicles to exit northbound on
Garey Ave and Southbound for those using Garey Ave. to access the 10 Freeway,
the 60 Freeway and the 71 Freeway which keeps excess traffic off of smaller
feeder streets.
c. Providing access to Bonita Ave on the north side at a signalization directly across
from Jacaranda Way would allow those citizens from the north residential
neighborhood to more conveniently exit their home complex. Vehicles would also
be able to proceed eastbound to the 210 Freeway on Towne Ave. or proceed
westbound to White Ave. or Wheeler Ave. or Damien St. to access the 210
Freeway westbound.
2. This location is currently surrounded by industrial and commercial buildings and does not
impact residents currently. Any new development should/will be made aware of the
structure and individuals can decide for themselves the impact of it.

1-2

1-3

1-4

1-5

3. Access to the Gold Line platform would be direct or only require crossing one track. The
access from the proposed location will require crossing two Metrolink tracks, a freight
line track and one of the Gold Line tracks; FOUR tracks. This is even a grave concern in
the SEIR (see 3.9-12).

DIS-ADVANTAGES OF PROPOSED ALTERNATIVE STATION PARKING FACILITY
LOCATION
1. Parking structure ingress and egress will require navigating several very narrow streets
that conduct a variety of businesses. The streets that riders will use are very narrow; 33
feet for Gentry Street and 37 feet for all other streets (see LaBelle and Marvin Street
Report).
2. There is no direct route from the proposed location to any major street. If Santa Fe is
turned into a one-way entry street, all traffic will have to take at least two small internal
streets to proceed to Garey Ave. or Arrow Hwy. and Arrow Hwy is not currently
signalized nor mentioned as a mitigation measure.
3. The impact of thousands of additional vehicle trips will have a heavy impact on the
streets and require more repairs and resurfacing or rebuilding that will impact our
common area fees.
4. Streets are nearing end of useful life and the additional traffic of 1,000s of vehicle trips
will result in early failure of these streets.
5. Metrolink/Gold Line typically charge for parking vehicles in the structure, the non-payers
and overflow parking will severely impact our street parking and delivery truck
accessibility.
6. The current parking lot is always full of vehicles and has caused excess vehicles to park
on Santa Fe Street and Fulton Drive already. The structure will provide approximately an
additional 600 spaces per Table 2-5: Build Alternative – Parking Space Provisions in the
SEIR. This will encourage additional riders that will use the surrounding streets. These
narrow streets allow parking on both sides and delivery vehicles impact lanes on a
regular basis (see Exhibit 01).
7. These streets are private and are posted to allow for towing for removal of vehicles that
will just create additional issues for our Association and for Metrolink and Gold Line.
8. As this parking structure was not considered under the Rodine approved development
plan, the City of Pomona may require additional studies be done due to the impact on the
permitted planned project.
9. The association dues are based on the small building and manufacturing performed in the
existing buildings. The installation of a parking structure and excess vehicle trips will
require Gold Line to negotiate the new common area fees as the increase in traffic will impact
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1-7
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1-9

1-10

1-11

1-12

1-13

1-14

1-15

our reserves for the largest cost item substantially (see Reserve Study).

10. There are not any mediation measures regarding the impact on the Rodine Business Park
building owners or regarding the narrow streets mentioned in the report.

1-16

OTHER ISSUES
1. Safety and security will need to be addressed, as this will be a terminus for some
duration. Gold Line and Metrolink has already experienced many issues with transients,
homeless and others that will require mitigation at this terminus. This may require Metro
Police and Pomona Police to provide additional services.
2. This structure will increase ridership of both Gold Line and Metrolink systems. The next
Metrolink terminal to the west is Covina, so any riders that live between these stations
will typically drive the opposite flow of traffic in the mornings and evenings that will
make Pomona the obvious choice for many riders. This will also impact the White
Avenue traffic flow that will be magnified by these additional vehicles as those
proceeding west will exit on Supply Ave. south, then on Stare St. east and then exit the
Park on Amberson to make a right on Arrow Hwy. These vehicles will then proceed to
White Ave. and those proceeding to the 210 Freeway will turn north on White Ave.
which will further exacerbate the issues on White Ave. detailed in the SEIR. This issue is
not addressed in the SEIR and the numbers presented do not seem to be accurate (per La
Verne City meeting).
We strongly recommend that the parking structure be constructed as currently approved and the
proposed location not be certified or approved. The impact to too many residents, businesses and
commercial enterprises is just too high for the new location to be considered.

Respectfully,

y

Robert H. Carder
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Digitally signed by Robert H. Carder
DN: cn=Robert H. Carder, o, ou,
email=r.carder9@gmail.com, c=US
Date: 2020.06.22 00:12:33 -07'00'

Robert H. Carder
President
Rodine Business Park Association

EXHIBIT 01 -- TRUCK OBSTRUCTING TRAFFIC

Comment Letter 1: Carder, Robert H.
Comment Response 1-1
As discussed in Section 4.4 of the Draft SEIR, the study areas for the reconfigured parking
facilities includes fully developed urban areas with residential, commercial, industrial, and
institutional land uses. The site where the reconfigured Pomona Station parking facility would be
relocated is currently designated as a Transit Oriented District, with a mix of commercial and
industrial land uses. Construction activities would require temporary road and lane closures, as
well as the need for temporary construction easements and staging areas. As indicated in the
Draft SEIR and also provided in the 2013 FEIR, these lane closures, easements, and staging
areas would all be temporary in nature; once construction is completed, the lanes would be
reopened and temporary easements and construction staging areas would revert to their
original condition. Additionally, implementation of the mitigation measures identified in the 2013
FEIR and subsequent environmental actions would reduce potential short-term constructionrelated impacts associated with the Project Modifications to less than significant (S-1 through
S-5 and CTR-3).
The Draft SEIR also states the reconfigured Pomona Station parking facility would involve the
full acquisition of several properties southeast of the station and previously approved parking
site. These full acquisitions would require the relocation of commercial and industrial
businesses, and four single-family residences. The relocation of residents would occur in
accordance with the California Relocation Act of 1969. As such, impacts would be reduced to
less than significant. By complying with the California Relocation Assistance Act of 1969, longterm impacts of the Project Modifications would be no greater than those identified by the 2013
FEIR and subsequent environmental actions. No new or more severe significant impacts would
occur. Therefore, no new mitigation is required.
Comment Response 1-2
As shown in Figure 1-5A, vehicle access to the Pomona Station parking facility will be provided
on North Garey Avenue and West Grevillia Street, and vehicle access to the kiss-and-ride area
will be provided via Pine Street. Detailed parking lot layout analysis and circulation operations
are not part of the CEQA environmental process. Pedestrian and bicycle amenities will be
further defined during final design and will be in accordance with Metro's First/Last Mile Plan.
These features, as well as all other parking facility elements, such as EV charging stations, will
be designed in accordance with Metro Design Criteria. Additional consideration for curbside
management and drop off areas will be part of the final design process and the Construction
Authority will continue to coordinate with cities and other stakeholders throughout that process.
Comment Response 1-3
As illustrated in Figure 1-5A of the Draft SEIR, the proposed parking facility at the Pomona
Station would have two ingress/egress points that provide access to the surrounding freeways
north and south of the station. One would be along Garey Avenue (on the east side of the
parking facility) that would allow exiting vehicles to make an eastbound right-turn onto
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southbound (SB) Garey Avenue. Exiting vehicles looking to head northbound (NB) on Garey
Avenue will have an available ingress/egress point on the south side of the parking facility
(along Grevillia Street) and would use a signalized intersection to make a left turn onto NB
Garey Avenue. Signalizing the northern access point at Garey Avenue would result in an
intersection being too close to an existing at-grade crossing (approximately 220 feet from signal
to the existing Metrolink tracks) and the potential for the SB queueing (along Garey Avenue)
would be a safety issue. The signalization of Grevillia Street provides a greater distance
(approximately 550 feet) for queueing storage along SB Garey Avenue.
Comment Response 1-4
Detailed parking lot layout analysis and on-site circulation operations are not part of the CEQA
environmental process. This CEQA document evaluates the impacts of revised parking
configurations as described in Section 1.2.2 of the Draft SEIR. Significant CEQA transportation
impacts are not identified, therefore mitigation measures are not required. The proposed parking
facility includes access points to and from Garey Avenue (directly or via Grevillia Street). Garey
Avenue intersects with east/west arterials and provides the same connectivity to access I-210.
With a major decrease in projected traffic along Bonita Avenue, a traffic signal at Jacaranda
Way is no longer warranted. Refer to Table 3-12 and Table 3-13 in the Draft SEIR, Intersection
#1003, for additional information.
Comment Response 1-5
As discussed in Section 4.4.3.4 of the Draft SEIR, the parking facility would result in new land
use type conversion (commercial, industrial, and residential). Relocating the parking facility to
these properties, which are zoned as transit-oriented district, would conflict with the City of
Pomona’s land use plan; however, the Construction Authority is not required to comply with city
zoning requirements. Although in conflict with the city zoning requirements, the parking facilities
are intended to support the transit facilities located within the broader transit-oriented district to
complement the existing and planned land uses, causing no additional physical impacts beyond
those evaluated throughout the Draft SEIR. Furthermore, development of the parking lot would
not prevent further redevelopment of property in the future to include transit-oriented elements,
possibly including residential use. Metro often enters into joint development arrangements for
development of air rights in the vicinity of their stations and associated facilities.
In addition, the Draft SEIR discloses the Project Modifications would displace four existing
housing units to construct the reconfigured Pomona Station parking facility, which has the
potential to result in community, population, and housing impacts. However, compliance with the
California Relocation Assistance Act of 1969 and California Government Code §7260 (see
Section 3.4.1.1 of the 2013 FEIR) would reduce impacts to less than significant. These
provisions require that all real property acquired by the Construction Authority be appraised to
determine its fair market value. Based on that appraisal, just compensation would not be less
than the approved appraisal made for the existing property. As a result of the Pomona Station
parking facility reconfiguration, the owner/displaced business or residences would be given
advance written notice and informed of their eligibility for relocation assistance and payments.
Therefore, impacts from the Project Modifications would be no greater than those identified by
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the 2013 FEIR and subsequent environmental actions. No new or more severe significant
impacts would occur.
Comment Response 1-6
As described in Section 4.12 of the Draft SEIR, pedestrian access to the relocated parking
facility from the station would be provided via a pedestrian path that would extend east from the
station platform to Garey Avenue and continue south on the Garey Avenue sidewalk to the
parking lot. This would avoid potential safety impacts associated with the LRT tracks and
existing Metrolink tracks; however, the pedestrian route would be adjacent to Garey Avenue, a
heaver trafficked roadway with a higher speed limit than the route associated with the previously
proposed parking facility. As shown in Figure 1-5B of the Draft SEIR, pedestrian access from
the east would be via an at-grade crossing, instead of a grade separated crossing. As discussed
above, this has the potential to result in more severe safety impacts when compared to the
Project. However, the at-grade crossing would include gates, swing gates, detectable warning
surface, warning signs, wayfinding, concrete panels, railing, and signals, as required. In
addition, these safety features will meet or exceed industry safety standards and would be
similar to existing safety features that are currently in use and have shown to be effective. As
presented and approved in the 2013 FEIR and subsequent environmental actions, the Project
also includes design features that would minimize conflicts between LRTs and motorists,
including those associated with the Project Modifications. Implementation of the mitigation
measures identified in the 2013 FEIR would reduce impacts associated with the Project
Modifications to less than significant (SS-3 through SS-10). No new mitigation is required.
Comment Response 1-7
As shown in Table 3-2 and described in Section 3.2 of the Draft SEIR, the Project Modifications
would result in a significant number of reduced vehicles miles traveled (VMT) within the Pomona
Station Study Area. During Phase 1, the Project Modifications would result in a reduction of
17,597 VMT per day for the study area compared to the No Build Alternative. The Project with
the Project Modifications will result in a significant reduction in VMT for both the region and
study area as compared to the No Build Alternative. Furthermore, the roadway widths of the
primary access roads are sufficient for the type of traffic that is expected to use the facility. As a
result, no new or significant impacts would occur and no new mitigation measures are required.
In addition, primary access points are provided via public streets and signalizing the intersection
of Garey Ave and Grevillia St will provide for travel in all directions. The Construction Authority
will also include appropriate wayfinding and turn restriction signage as necessary to avoid
access via private roads.
Comment Response 1-8
As illustrated in Figure 1-5B of the Draft SEIR, the proposed parking facility at Pomona would
have two ingress/egress points. One would be directly along Garey Avenue (on the east side of
the parking facility) that would allow entering/exiting vehicles from/to SB Garey Avenue. The
second access point would be along Grevillia Street that would allow vehicles to and from NB
Garey access via a proposed signalized intersection. Access from Santa Fe Street to Garey
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Avenue would be closed with the construction of the proposed parking facility. Minimal traffic
(less than 40 mph, less than 10% of station traffic) is expected to use the internal streets to
access Arrow Avenue. Most of the traffic is projected to use Garey Avenue. Arrow Highway/Pine
Street (Intersection #1004) and Arrow Highway/Amberson Street (Intersection #1009) were
evaluated with the projected traffic patterns from the parking facility. It was determined that
neither intersection would meet the impact criteria per the City of Pomona thresholds as
summarized in Tables 3-14 and 3-15 of the draft SEIR. Therefore, no mitigation was necessary.
Comment Response 1-9
The evaluation of existing pavement conditions is not part of the environmental phase and is
typically performed during the design phase. The mostly cyclical vehicle loads that deteriorate
pavement sections over time are loads generated from medium and heavy trucks. An increase
in medium or heavy trucks is not anticipated with Gold Line ridership. Pine Street, Santa Fe
Street and Grevillia Street are all designated as public streets. A small increase in truck traffic is
expected at Grevillia Street and Pine Street as a result of the closures of Magnolia Street and
Santa Fe Street, but those are minimal changes to public streets. Additionally, an increase in
bus trips is expected along Grevillia Street and Pine Street. However, pavement evaluations of
those two roadways would be needed in the future to determine if the current pavement
structural sections will handle the projected increase in daily bus trips.
As described in Section 4.12.3.4 of the Draft SEIR, a bus turnabout would be located north of
the parking facility at the end of Santa Fe Street; through traffic at Garey Avenue would be
closed as part of the Project Modifications. Due to the relocation of the parking facility and
incorporation of the bus turnabout, there would no longer be vehicle access between Pine
Street and Garey Avenue via Santa Fe Street or Magnolia Street, which has the potential to
result in decreased safety impacts as buses would be the primary vehicle type traveling in this
area. A traffic signal would be installed on Grevillia Street to provide for safe fully directional
vehicle access, and a second entrance would be located directly off of Garey Avenue for right
in/right out access.
Comment Response 1-10
The evaluation of existing pavement conditions is not part of the environmental phase and is
typically performed during the design phase. The mostly cyclical vehicle loads that deteriorate
pavement sections over time are loads generated from medium and heavy trucks. An increase
in medium or heavy trucks is not anticipated with Gold Line ridership. Pine Street, Santa Fe
Street and Grevillia Street are all designated as public streets. A small increase in truck traffic is
expected at Grevillia Street and Pine Street as a result of the closures of Magnolia Street and
Santa Fe Street, but those are minimal changes to public streets. Additionally, an increase in
bus trips is expected along Grevillia Street and Pine Street. However, pavement evaluations of
those two roadways would be needed in the future to determine if the current pavement
structural sections will handle the projected increase in daily bus trips.
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Comment Response 1-11
As discussed in Section 3.3.7 of the Draft SEIR, existing Metrolink parking will remain in its
existing location with parking management tools such as wayfinding and parking enforcement in
place to ensure parking is used for Metrolink patrons. Similarly, Metro Gold Line parking will be
identified and controlled separately with parking management tools and enforcement in place to
ensure parking is used for Metro Gold Line patrons. Signage and payment controls will be in
place to segregate parkers from Gold Line and Metrolink and will be designed in accordance
with Metro Design Criteria. Please also see Master Response No. 1.
Comment Response 1-12
Section 1.2.2 of the Draft SEIR has been modified as identified in Chapter 2 of the Final SEIR to
reflect that parking management plans will be developed by the Construction Authority to
identify appropriate controls for the potential overflow parking. Please also see Master
Response No. 1.
Comment Response 1-13
Section 1.2.2 of the Draft SEIR has been modified as identified in Chapter 2 of the Final SEIR to
reflect that parking management plans will be developed by the Construction Authority to
identify appropriate controls for the potential overflow parking. These controls will include
provisions to prohibit on-street parking for transit patrons. Please also see Master Response
No. 1.
Comment Response 1-14
As stated in Section 4.10.3.4 of the Draft SEIR, the Construction Authority is not required to
adhere to local jurisdiction plans and processes. However the Construction Authority will
coordinate with local jurisdictions to incorporate local policies to the extent practicable and will
conform with Metro Design Criteria.
Comment Response 1-15
As discussed in Section 4.1.3.4, subsection "Regional Emissions Impacts," the Project
Modifications results in less VMT reduction than the Approved Project. However, even with the
Project Modifications, the Project would still generate substantial VMT savings for the region
and the study area compared to the No Build Alternative. Please see Master Response No. 12.
Comment Response 1-16
The analysis of potential economic impacts is not required per CEQA Guidelines. In the event
that the site were to be developed for parking, the Construction Authority would adhere to all
CEQA standard requirements and protocols for the removal of these types of facilities, and
significant impacts are not anticipated. As part of any future eminent domain proceeding there
would be appropriate environmental due diligence, and any cleanup requirements would be
taken into account before acquiring the site. Furthermore, the relocation of residents and/or
businesses would occur in accordance with the California Relocation Act of 1969 and California
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Government Code §7260 (see Section 3.4.1.1 of the 2013 FEIR). Please also see Master
Response No. 17.
As shown in Table 3-2 and described in Section 3.2 of the Draft SEIR, the Project Modifications
would result in a significant number of reduced VMT within the Pomona Station Study Area.
During Phase 1, the Project Modifications would result in a reduction of 17,597 VMT per day for
the study area compared to the No Build Alternative. The Project with the Project Modifications
will result in a significant reduction in VMT for both the region and study area as compared to
the No Build Alternative. Furthermore, the roadway widths are sufficient for the type of traffic
that is expected to use the facility. As a result, no new or significant impacts would occur and no
new mitigation measures are required. In addition, primary access points are provided via public
streets and signalizing the intersection of Garey Ave and Grevillia St will provide for travel in all
directions. The Construction Authority will also include appropriate wayfinding and turn
restriction signage as necessary to avoid access via private roads.
Comment Response 1-17
As discussed in Section 4.5.3.4 of the Draft SEIR, the Project Modifications would not
substantially increase the demand for local police protection services as the Los Angeles
County Sheriff's Department (LASD) Transit Services Bureau would address most emergency
calls. It is anticipated that construction of surface lots as opposed to parking garages allows
police and emergency service providers to have greater visibility and accessibility of the parking
facilities, which may reduce the amount of time it takes to respond to calls. In addition,
continued coordination between Metro, the Construction Authority, and local police departments
would occur to ensure safety in and around the station and parking facilities.
Per Metro's request, a security room will be installed at the Pomona Station. Significant safety
and security impacts are not identified; therefore no mitigation measures are necessary.
Nevertheless the Construction Authority will incorporate station area security and monitoring in
accordance with Metro Design Criteria for station development. Access to camera information
will be provided to local jurisdictions. In addition, automatic license plate readers will be
incorporated at all parking lot facilities and will be designed in accordance with Metro Design
Criteria. Please also see Master Response No. 16.
Comment Response 1-18
Section 3.3.6.4 of the Draft SEIR provides detailed information on the traffic effects associated
with the long-term operation of the Project and includes information on expectations for traffic
under the Phase 1 condition where Pomona operates as an interim end of line station.
Limitations in parking capacity at stations are forecasted to result in lower levels of automobile
access at all stations under all future conditions.
As discussed in Section 4.1.3.4, subsection "Regional Emissions Impacts," the Project
Modifications results in less VMT reduction than the Approved Project. However, even with the
Project Modifications, the Project will still generate substantial VMT savings for the region and
the study area compared to the No Build Alternative. Please also see Master Response No. 12.
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Comment Response 1-19
The commenter's recommendation for the parking structure location in Pomona associated with
the currently approved Project is noted and will be considered by the Construction Authority.
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Comment Letter 2

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Bill Gonzalez <bill_gonzalez@hotmail.com>
Tuesday, September 29, 2020 7:39 AM
Lisa Levy Buch
Draft SEIR - Reduced Parking

Reduced parking spaces discourages ridership in my personal experience as a current Gold Line rider. The logic to reduce
parking spaces at train stations runs counterintuitive to encouraging the removal of cars from our roads.
If parking lots are full, I keep driving.
‐‐Bill

1
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Comment Letter 2: Gonzalez, Bill
Comment Response 2-1
The capped parking supply was chosen based on the information in the Gold Line Foothill
Extension Phase 2B Parking Analysis report prepared by Metro. Please see Master Response
No. 3 for further information on the determination for reduced parking. Also please refer to
Master Response No. 13 for information on the Metro travel demand model.
As discussed in Section 4.1.3.4, subsection "Regional Emissions Impacts," the Project
Modifications results in less VMT reduction than the Approved Project, but will still generate
substantial VMT savings for the region and the study area compared to the No Build Alternative.
Please see Master Response No. 12 for additional information on VMT.
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Comment Letter 3

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

ccaporal@aol.com
Tuesday, September 29, 2020 3:45 PM
Lisa Levy Buch
in favor of the Azusa to Montclair Metrolink line!

I am happy and excited for the Azusa to Montclair line!
Please extend the line! I am in favor of it.

3-1

I loved taking Metro, and Metrolink often (before the pandemic). We need to use this time to upgrade
the system, and extend, so that when the pandemic is over, we have more resources available to us,
and we can transport even more quickly/easily.

3-2

Thank you,
Catherine C.
Claremont
The Metro Gold Line Foothill Extension Phase 2B Project, also known as the Foothill Gold Line from Glendora
to Montclair (Project), is undergoing a supplemental environmental review and the public is invited to review
the Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Report (Draft SEIR) and provide comment between now and
November 9, 2020.
The Construction Authority is considering modifications to the Project to construct surface parking lots
(instead of enclosed parking structures, as previously approved) at the Glendora, San Dimas, La Verne, and
Pomona Stations. Constructing surface lots would reduce the number of available parking spaces. To
accommodate the reconfigured parking conditions, the Authority proposes increasing the property size of the
Glendora and San Dimas Station parking facilities, and a property location change is proposed for the Pomona
Station parking facility. No changes are proposed for the location or property size of the parking facility at the
La Verne Station. Changed vehicle and pedestrian access and new or relocated turnabouts are also proposed.
Additional changes are proposed that will result in a reduction of parking at the Claremont Station. Two
Claremont options will be considered wherein reduced parking is accommodated either fully in a parking
structure or via parking surface lot combined with leasing of additional parking spaces from available locations
within 1/4 mile of the Claremont Station. Provision for parking structure or surface lot at the Claremont
Station will occur within the previously approved location and footprint. In response to these proposed
changes, a SEIR has been prepared to evaluate the potential for significant impacts that may result from the
potential changes at the five stations. Multiple scenarios that include interim and full build terminus station
conditions have been evaluated.
The proposed changes do not alter the scope of the Project as previously approved by the Construction
Authority. The Draft SEIR has concluded construction of the Project Modifications would not have new or
more severe significant impacts or require new mitigation measures.
DRAFT SUPPLEMENTAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT
PUBLIC REVIEW AND COMMENT PERIOD
September 25, 2020 – November 9, 2020
1

The Draft SEIR is being made available for public review for a 45‐day comment period. Public comments on the
Draft SEIR will be received during this period. The Draft SEIR, along with other project information, is available
for review and download online at the Construction Authority's website at www.foothillgoldline.org. Hard
copies or CD versions of the document can be made available upon written request to the Construction
Authority and mailed to recipients for the cost of printing and shipping. A hard copy of the document will also
be available for public review at the Construction Authority's office and can be accessed by requesting an
appointment with Lisa Levy Buch at the address and e‐mail below. In light of the COVID‐19 pandemic, viewing
of the document in person will only be available by pre‐arranged appointment.
Please submit comments on the Draft SEIR in writing to the address or email address below by close of the
comment period. All submitted comments concerning the Draft SEIR must be received no later than 5:00
p.m., Monday, November 9, 2020 and should be directed to the following Construction Authority
representative:
Ms. Lisa Levy Buch, Chief Communications Officer
Metro Gold Line Foothill Extension Construction Authority
406 East Huntington Drive, Suite 202
Monrovia, CA 91016‐3633
Phone: (626) 471‐9050
Email: LLevyBuch@foothillgoldline.org
To review the Notice of Availability and the Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Report please visit the Construction Authority’s
website at https://www.foothillgoldline.org/ or follow the links below:
Draft SEIR page link: https://foothillgoldline.org/default/metro-gold-line-foothill-extension-azusa-to-montclair-draftenvironmental-impact-report/

2

Comment Letter 3: Caporal, Catherine
Comment Response 3-1
The commenter expresses their support for the Project. No further response is required.
Comment Response 3-2
The commenter expresses their support for the Project to upgrade the existing transit system.
No further response is required.
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Comment Letter 4

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Morley Helfand <morleyhelfand40@gmail.com>
Wednesday, September 30, 2020 2:21 PM
Lisa Levy Buch
Foothill Goldline Impact Report

Ms Lisa Levy Buch and Staff:
In reference to the Foothill Goldline notice in The Los Angeles Times, September 30, 2020 I have comment to make
concerning the 45=Day Public Review & Comment Period:
Metro should learn from its mistakes. Mistakes cost money. The communities of Glendora, San Dimas, La Verne and
Pomona are growing in population and will be even more so as the Gold Line is extended to serve in these areas.
Parking should be available as structures that can accommodate hundreds of vehicles as opposed to parking lots that
can only serve a minimal number of parked vehicles. Case in point is the Aradia Station. The parking structure was built
as a two‐story building. It should have and could have been constructed to house 3 or 4 floors of parking spaces. The
side surface parking alongside the Arcadia parking structure is not sufficient as overflow parking.
It's time for Metro to stop spending good money after bad in order to correct its mistakes. Why do everything twice?
Morley J Helfand
137 Genoa Street, Unit B
Arcadia, CA 91006

1
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Comment Letter 4: Helfand, Morley
Comment Response 4-1
The capped parking supply was chosen based on the information in the Gold Line Foothill
Extension Phase 2B Parking Analysis report prepared by Metro. Please see Master Response
No. 3 for further information on the determination for reduced parking.
As discussed in Section 4.4 of the Draft SEIR, the Project Modifications would result in slightly
decreased ridership levels than analyzed in the 2013 FEIR and subsequent environmental
actions (see Chapter 3 of the Draft SEIR). The decrease in ridership would not be large enough
to change the overall long-term socioeconomic makeup of the cities in the study area compared
to the planned ridership in the 2013 FEIR and the 2019 SEIR. The change in ridership would
also not be of a magnitude that would induce substantial changes to population. Therefore,
impacts related to population associated with the Project Modifications would be less than
significant. Also, as indicated in Section 4.10 of the Draft SEIR, the surface parking could later
be augmented with transit-oriented development that could include housing and shared parking.
Such redevelopment, if completed after the Project, could include enhanced parking or parking
structure.
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Comment Letter 5

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

vlp_121@yahoo.com
Thursday, October 01, 2020 10:18 PM
Lisa Levy Buch
Less parking at proposed stations in Glendora and San Dimas

Sent from my iPhone. I believe less parking is not in the best interest to the future of the Goldline users. We always
seem to not look into the future use and consequently are again having to build something else to accommodate
people. I would like to see ample parking for all who would like to use the Goldline Trains.

1
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Comment Letter 5: Name Not Included
Response 5-1
The capped parking supply was chosen based on the information in the Gold Line Foothill
Extension Phase 2B Parking Analysis report prepared by Metro. Please see Master Response
No. 3 for further information on the determination for reduced parking.
Section 3.3.7 of the Draft SEIR further states, given the parking constraint, the Metro travel
demand model predicts that parking at stations would be used nearly to capacity with a modest
surplus at all stations, except for Claremont, which would be slightly over capacity. The Metro
travel demand model forecasts that the Glendora Station would have a modest surplus with the
Project Modifications compared to a surplus with the approved Project.
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Comment Letter 6

October 30, 2020

Metro Gold Line Foothill Extension Construction Authority
406 E. Huntington Drive, Suite 202
Monrovia, CA 91016-3633
Attention: Lisa Levy Buch, Chief Communications Officer

Subject: Comments on Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Report - Metro Gold Line Foothill
Extension Phase 2B Project-Pomona Station Parking Area Relocation

Dear Board Members,
I am the President of the Rodine Business Association which is the private association that
represents the thirty-one buildings directly west of the area being considered for the surface
parking lot. Most of the smaller units are owner occupied businesses and there have been many
concerns raised due to the Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Report - Metro Gold Line
Foothill Extension Phase 2B Project recently issued. The latest rendition of parking on Figure 1-5A
Pomona Station Parking Facility Reconfiguration shows the possibility of building a surface
parking lot south of the tracks between Santa Fe Street and Grevilla Street on the south and
between Garey Avenue and Pine Street on the west.
The larger challenge to the SEIR data is that all the vehicle counts and traffic was based on
building the larger parking structure in a location north of the tracks and the data is not modified to
address the relocation and modification of the parking structure to a surface lot, reduced parking
spaces requiring more vehicle trips for drop off and pick up per notes on Table 3-16 in Metro Gold
Line Foothill Extension Phase 2B - Supplemental EIR and others. The other data challenge is the
analysis is based on the other two stations (Claremont and Montclair) being built. As these stations
are not a part of the Phase 1, Pomona station will be the terminus which will have a significant
impact on vehicle trips and parking.

6-1

6-2

Moving the parking from the west end of our business park to the east end has all the same impacts
as noted in the last SEIR which was rejected by the Board last year. If surface parking is the
methodology to be utilized, then expanding the footprint at the current location north of the tracks
would be a much better solution and safer for reasons outlined in previous letter of June 25, 2020.
As stated in the San Gabriel Valley Tribune article by Steve Scauzillo published on May 23, 2019
at 11:37 a.m. and update on May 24, 2019 at 12:30 p.m.
“…If lots were full there, they would park on city streets in front of stores for eight to 10
hours, said Frank Ching, deputy executive officer of countywide planning for the Los
Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority.

Page 1 of 4
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As the President of the association, I was asked to submit our association members’ objection to
the relocation of the parking structure north of the tracks to a surface parking lot south of the
tracks. The location north of the tracks has many benefits and the proposed relocation has many
challenges that will be expensive to mitigate if the issues can even be mitigated.
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POTENTIAL MITIGATION ELEMENTS TO CONSIDER
1. Relocate access to the existing Metro parking lot from the end of Supply Street at the west end of
Santa Fe Street to the intersection of Pine Street and Santa Fe Street. This would help avoid
traffic and on street parking on the surrounding private streets and mitigate some traffic
concerns. The vehicles arriving would still be able to access the closest parking spaces to the
platforms and will minimize the tracks being crossed by pedestrians. This will also assist in
mitigating the safety concerns (4.12-6) regarding pedestrian access by keeping the pedestrian
route off Garey Avenue.
2. Extend the existing fencing from Garey Avenue to the new vehicle and pedestrian access at Pine
Street. Extend the fence from the new opening all the way to Supply Street to eliminate parking
on private streets by eliminating access at the existing opening and reducing drivers’
opportunities to park on private streets.
3. The Construction Authority has identified multiple mitigation measures for the terminus at the
Claremont station which may not be built for years. These same mitigation elements should be
reviewed and incorporated for the Pomona Station as it will be the terminus until the extension is
funded and built i.e. Page 4 (62 of 334).
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For Phase 2 when the interim end of line would be located at Claremont Station,
reduced and reconfigured parking would be provided via a combination of either a
parking structure or parking lot and leased parking space arrangements.

4. Projected riders at the Pomona terminus will need to manage the riders from the east two stations
that are not to be built yet. The report indicates these to be the following:
• Pomona Station
• Claremont Station
• Montclair Station
TOTAL RIDERS

5,950
2,850
6,450
--15,250 riders
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Parking spaces from Table 1.1 shows only 530 spaces are to be added to the approximately
existing 250 spaces for a total of 780 spaces. This is far less than the number needed for this size
ridership and parking spillage will severely impact surrounding private streets. How will this be
mitigated? Free parking at Claremont parking lot with free ride on Metro to Pomona Station?
Free Bus transportation? Other mitigation methods?
5. How to address parking for the existing Metrolink riders that currently fill the 250-space lot to
capacity and overflow onto Fulton Street and other surrounding public streets. Table 3-4. Project
Ridership of the Approved Project and Project Modifications continues to indicate an increase
thru 2035 and this is based on the build out to Montclair. What is the impact until such time as
Phase 2 and Phase 3 are finally built? How will this be mitigated?
Page 2 of 4
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6. Section 3.3.4 Parking Analysis Methodology-…The model is based on the Project Description
that states all jurisdictions will provide a parking management plan that would prohibit onstreet parking for transit patrons and that these restrictions would be enforced by local
jurisdictional law enforcement to prohibit overflow parking in nearby neighborhoods.
Additionally, the parking analysis is based on the Project Description that states all
neighboring private businesses with parking lots adjacent to the transit stations will provide
and enforce restrictions to prohibit transit patrons from using off-street parking. Metro will
support the local jurisdictions with these enforcement responsibilities if requested. The Owners
of Rodine Park are in favor of Metro working with Pomona enforcement and Rodine Business
Park to mitigate the overflow parking that will occur.
7. When will the recommendation for adequate parking management be implemented and what
rules will they consist of as mentioned on page 3-44 to 3-45
On-Street Parking--The parking analysis is based on the Project Description that states each
jurisdiction will enact and enforce a parking management plan in the vicinity of their
respective stations, which would prohibit on-street parking for transit patrons. With adequate
parking management plans in place, the Project Modifications would not result in overflow
to on-street parking on side streets and neighborhoods.
8. Proper informational street signage will be needed to direct vehicle traffic to enter the surface
parking lot WITHOUT utilizing the surrounding private streets.
9. Manned security office to be located at Pomona station and utilized to mitigate vagrants or
homeless from crossing over into industrial park or residential areas. Will this be manned 24
hours a day and 7 days a week? Will guidelines be reviewed with Rodine Business Park
Association?
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OTHER ISSUES
1. Safety and security will need to be addressed, as this will be a terminus for some duration.
Gold Line and Metrolink has already experienced many issues with transients, homeless and
others that will require mitigation at this terminus. This may require Metro Police and
Pomona Police to provide additional services.
2. This parking lot will increase ridership of both Gold Line and Metrolink systems. The next
Metrolink terminal to the west is Covina, so any riders that live between these stations will
typically drive the opposite flow of traffic in the mornings and evenings that will make
Pomona the obvious choice for many riders. This will also impact the White Avenue traffic
flow that will be magnified by these additional vehicles as those proceeding west will exit to
make a right on Arrow Hwy. These vehicles will then proceed to White Ave. and those
proceeding to the 210 Freeway will turn north on White Ave. which will further exacerbate
the issues on White Ave. detailed in the SEIR. This issue is not addressed in the SEIR and the
numbers presented do not seem to be accurate (per La Verne City meeting).
3. We are also aware that the City of Pomona is looking and planning on utilizing the area for
economic development. Certainly, the property that faces Garey Avenue with excellent
frontage can be put to better land use then a large parking lot. This would be the ideal location
Page 3 of 4
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for building retail and other stores that could and will be utilized by Metrolink and Goldline
riders which produces sales tax revenue for the City of Pomona. As Goldline website states
“Today, the city prides itself on its history, diversity, community partnerships and commitment
to continuous improvement in services for all residents and businesses”. Also, as stated in the
San Gabriel Valley Tribune article by Steve Scauzillo published on May 23, 2019 at 11:37
a.m. and update on May 24, 2019 at 12:30 p.m. Metro would like to see land next to stations
be used for housing and retail development, he said. (Frank Ching, deputy executive officer of
countywide planning for the Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority).
4. The newly constructed beautification project for the median on Garey Ave, will also be
destroyed based on the installation of a signal and modification of the Grevilla St and Garey
intersection. This will require mitigation to maintain the recent improvement.
We strongly recommend that the parking structure be constructed as currently approved and the
proposed location south of the tracks not be certified or approved. If surface parking is required,
please consider expanding the original footprint of the parking structure to all the area shown as
available for surface parking north of the tracks. The impact involves too many residents, businesses
and commercial enterprises is just too high for the new location to be considered.

Respectfully,

y

Robert H. Carder

6-16
cont'
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Digitally signed by Robert H. Carder
DN: cn=Robert H. Carder, o, ou,
email=r.carder9@gmail.com, c=US Date: 2020.10.30 00:20:08 -07'00'

Robert H. Carder
President
Rodine Business Park Association
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Comment Letter 6: Carder, Robert H.
Comment Response 6-1
As shown in Figure 1-5A, vehicle access to the Pomona Station parking facility will be provided
on North Garey Avenue and West Grevillia Street, and vehicle access to the kiss-and-ride area
will be provided via Pine Street. Detailed parking lot layout analysis and circulation operations
are not part of the CEQA environmental process. Pedestrian and bicycle amenities will be
further defined during final design and will be in accordance with Metro's First/Last Mile Plan.
These features as well as all other parking facility elements, such as EV charging stations, will
be designed in accordance with Metro Design Criteria. Additional consideration for curbside
management and drop off areas will be part of the final design process and the Construction
Authority will continue to coordinate with cities and other stakeholders throughout that process.
Comment Response 6-2
The travel demand modeling and supplemental traffic operational analysis performed for the
Draft SEIR was based on a surface lot (with 530 spaces) along with the existing Metrolink
parking lot. Based on the station demand (park-and-ride and kiss-and-ride) from the model, a
new trip distribution and trip assignment were performed to determine the changes in traffic
volumes at the intersections. The resulting summaries of this analysis are presented in Tables
3-14 and 3-15 of the Draft SEIR for the full extension to Montclair. As discussed in Section
3.3.6.4 (Subsections "Phase 1 Level of Service Analysis Results" and "Phase 2 Level of Service
Analysis Results") the travel demand modeling revealed that with the redesign of the parking
facilities, the projected traffic demand at the stations will be lower compared to the evaluations
of the 2019 SEIR and therefore no new impacts were identified. The summary presented in
Tables 3-16 and 3-17 were for Pomona study intersections during Phase 1 for the relocated
parking facility (since it represents the worst-case). Please also see Master Response No. 10.
Comment Response 6-3
The location of the parking facility will be adjacent to Garey Avenue which would allow direct
access to public streets and would reduce traffic on private streets. Section 1.2.2 of the Draft
SEIR has been modified as identified in Chapter 2 of the Final SEIR to reflect that parking
management plans will be developed by the Construction Authority to identify appropriate
controls for the potential overflow parking. Please also see Master Response No. 1.
Comment Response 6-4
The Construction Authority has noted this comment. As explained in Section 1.2.2.1 of the Draft
SEIR, to accommodate a surface parking lot at the Pomona Station, the Construction Authority
proposes to potentially relocate and expand the parking facility from the 2013 FEIR approved
site. The parking facility was previously approved north of the station on an approximate
1.5-acre site. The revised parking facility is potentially proposed to be located south of the
station, diagonally southeast of the existing Metrolink parking lot (Figure 1-5A). The relocated
parking facility is on an approximate 3.86-acre site bounded by Santa Fe Street to the north,
Garey Avenue to the east, West Grevillia Street to the south, and Pine Street to the west. The
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existing land use is primarily industrial and commercial. Vehicle access would be from Garey
Avenue and West Grevillia Street. A new signalized fully directional intersection would be
created at Garey Avenue and West Grevillia Street, while access to and from the parking facility
directly from Garey Avenue would be right-in/right-out only. The total number of parking spaces
would be approximately 300 spaces.
Comment Response 6-5
This recommendation was considered by the Construction Authority and it was determined not
viable because of the difference in grade between Santa Fe Street and the Metrolink tracks at
Pine Street.
Comment Response 6-6
As described in Section 4.12 of the Draft SEIR, pedestrian access from the relocated parking
facility would be provided via a pedestrian path that would extend east from the station platform
to Garey Avenue and continue south on the Garey Avenue sidewalk to the parking lot. This
would avoid potential safety impacts associated with the LRT tracks and existing Metrolink
tracks. There is an existing fence along the Metrolink right of way that extends from Garey
Avenue to the Supply Street entrance to Metrolink parking. Given the determination that a new
access to Metrolink parking at Pine Street is not viable, there would be no opening at Pine
Street. The Construction Authority will also include appropriate wayfinding and turn restriction
signage as necessary to avoid access via private roads. Please also see Master Response
No. 1.
Comment Response 6-7
Mitigation measures have been identified to address significant impacts where feasible. No
significant impacts have been identified for a relocated parking facility in Pomona, therefore no
additional mitigation measures are proposed. The design and construction of the project will be
completed in accordance with Metro Design Criteria and will incorporate all mitigation measures
as identified throughout the CEQA environmental documentation process. For the purpose of
this SEIR, the Construction Authority will be recommending Scenario A as the preferred
alternative for the Claremont Station parking facility. Please see Master Response No. 5 for
additional information regarding the Claremont Station Scenarios.
Comment Response 6-8
Under the Phase 1 condition with proposed project modifications, forecast ridership totals
10,904, not 15,250 as the commenter notes. Limitations on parking at stations generally result
in shifts in mode of access for stations from driving to transit, bicycle, pedestrian, kiss-and-ride,
etc. The travel demand model forecasts that parking will be near capacity under all phased
conditions, therefore, any additional demand from riders will be satisfied via alternative mode of
access or alternative trip making. A bus service operating from Montclair may also provide
access for potential riders from the east under the phased construction conditions. The
Construction Authority continues to work with Foothill Transit and other bus service providers on
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appropriate transit service during Phase 1 and Phase 2 interim conditions. Commitments made
in the 2013 FEIR remain in effect.
Tables 9 through 11 of the Appendix A Travel Demand Memorandum provide details on the
parking demand at each station, which generally align with the number of parking spaces
proposed. In addition, Tables 12 through 14 list out the Modes of Access indicating how
passengers are arriving at the station to use the project, including park-and-ride and kiss-andride passengers. No new significant impacts have been identified in the Draft SEIR; therefore no
new mitigation measures are warranted.
Furthermore, Section 1.2.2 of the Draft SEIR has been modified as identified in Chapter 2 of the
Final SEIR to reflect that parking management plans will be developed by the Construction
Authority to identify appropriate controls for the potential overflow parking. Please see Master
Response No. 1 for additional information regarding parking management plans.
Comment Response 6-9
As discussed in Section 3.3.7 of the Draft SEIR, existing Metrolink parking will remain in its
existing location with parking management tools such as wayfinding and parking enforcement
would be in place to ensure parking is used for Metrolink patrons. Please see Master Response
No. 11 for additional information regarding Metrolink and Gold Line parking.
The capped parking supply was chosen based on the information in the Gold Line Foothill
Extension Phase 2B Parking Analysis report prepared by Metro. Please see Master Response
No. 3 for additional information on the determination of parking supply.
The ridership forecasts were evaluated based on the approved Project with Project
Modifications. Please see Master Response No. 10 for additional information on project phasing
analysis.
Comment Response 6-10
Section 1.2.2 of the Draft SEIR has been modified as identified in Chapter 2 of the Final SEIR to
reflect that parking management plans will be developed by the Construction Authority to
identify appropriate controls for the potential overflow parking. Please see Master Response No.
1 for additional information regarding parking management plans.
Comment Response 6-11
Please see Master Response No. 1 for information regarding parking management plans.
Comment Response 6-12
No CEQA impact was identified related to traffic or access at the proposed Pomona parking
facility, therefore no mitigation is required. Nevertheless, wayfinding signs will be incorporated to
direct Gold Line riders to public street access points. The Construction Authority can also add a
No Right Turn sign at the exit of the existing Metrolink parking lot onto Santa Fe Street if this is
desired, however, this would not be considered a mitigation measure.
Metro Gold Line Foothill Extension–Azusa to Montclair Supplemental Environmental Impact Report
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Comment Response 6-13
Significant safety and security impacts are not identified; therefore no mitigation measures are
necessary. Nevertheless the Construction Authority will incorporate station area security and
monitoring in accordance with Metro Design Criteria for station development. A security room
will be included at the Pomona Station. It will be manned in accordance with Metro security
protocols, but unlikely to be manned 24 hours and 7 days per week. The Construction Authority
will continue to coordinate with Rodine Business park throughout final design and construction.
Please see Master Response No. 16.
Comment Response 6-14
This comment is identical to comment 1-17. Please see comment response 1-17.
Comment Response 6-15
This comment is nearly identical to comment 1-18 (parking lot substituted for structure). Please
see comment response 1-18.
Comment Response 6-16
The analysis of potential economic impacts is not required per CEQA Guidelines. Please see
Master Response No. 17 for additional information related to economic analysis.
As stated in Section 4.10.3.4 of the Draft SEIR, the Construction Authority is not required to
adhere to local jurisdiction plans and processes. Please also see Master Response No. 2.
Section 4.10.3.4 also states that while the reconfigured parking facility location in the City of
Pomona would, in the shorter term, redevelop the site with a parking facility rather than other
housing or mixed-use development, in the longer term, the surface parking could later be
augmented with transit-oriented development that could include housing and shared parking.
Any future redevelopments on the project site would need to be evaluated in a separate CEQA
analysis.
Comment Response 6-17
The proposed signal at Garey Avenue/Grevillia Street will require modifications to the existing
median to accommodate an eastbound left-turn lane in order to provide parking access from
public streets. The majority of the existing median is expected to remain intact and will be
restored to the extent practicable as part of the construction process. Therefore, construction
impacts to medians and from restoration activities are not considered to be significant.
Therefore, no mitigation is required.
Comment Response 6-18
The commenter's recommendation for the parking structure location in Pomona associated with
the currently approved Project is noted and will be considered by the Construction Authority.
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Comment Letter 7

From: fredendall@aol.com <fredendall@aol.com>
Sent: Tuesday, November 3, 2020 7:07 PM
To: Lisa Levy Buch <LLevyBuch@foothillgoldline.org>
Cc: fredendall@aol.com
Subject: SEIR Comments Sept. 2020 Rev.
Greetings Lisa,
Please find my comments below, to enter into record as Public Comments related to the September 2020
Draft SEIR on record for the L-Line Construction Projects.
My comments/concerns reference the Glendora Station/Parking portion of the project.

7-1

Thank you for your attention,
David Fredendall
Glendora, CA
1. I am concerned about the change from a Parking Structure to a Flat Surface lot and the reduction of
Parking Spaces by -118 spaces over the previous Structure Plan.
My concern is supply to meet demand for the initial start up and 5, 10 years future utilization. I do not
wish to see subscribers being forced to the surrounding neighborhoods as a means to secure parking
while utilizing the transit resource. I have strong opinion that if parking is not readily available and simple,
the system will not be used. Subscribers are not going to struggle to use a system no matter how well
intended it is. I have concern for the welfare of the surrounding residential neighbors and do not feel they
should be impacted by the system and not be able to park at their own homes without competing with
overflow parking from the subscriber population.

7-2

The parking survey states that peak period utilization will yield 10 available spaces. Is that enough to
guarantee that the subscribes will always find a space to park an auto and to ride the train? I am not
convinced this will be the case. Le'ts not fail the residents.

7-3

2. The Parking lot plan includes a Transit Turn-about at the east end of the lot. This will force additional
traffic load of shuttle bus' to maneuver with autos through the lot and take up potential parking spaces
that could be added in this space. I would propose purchasing LOT 2 on the diagram, (310 S. Vermont
Ave), an existing small office building with parking lot. Design and place the transit drop/pickup feature
on this space keeping shuttle bus' close to the Vermont Ave street route, free up lost parking potential
and reduce risk of auto/bus collision events. This will work nicely with the foot traffic direction from
parking to station ramp and or City Center.

7-4

3. Lastly I address the plan for pedestrian foot traffic to be allowed to enter/exit the station via an
easement in the Residential Townhouse Complex on Glendora Ave at the north side adjacent to the rail
tracks. While I understand this to be an established easement access with the neighboring Townhouse
Complex, I can see into the future that this will be a liability and contentious civic problem immediately
upon commencement of service and will haunt the L-Line operations and City Hall until it is closed.
The prospect of pedestrian traffic volumes passing along narrow walkways at residential doorways,
porches and properties with the reality of theft, vandalism, damage and nuisance is not a condition that
any resident should wish to tolerate. Let's fix this matter now. Eliminate the access and direct all foot
traffic to Vermont/Ada Ave's via that intersection and do not offer direct access to Glendora Ave. The
residents have already begun to challenge this and I believe it needs to be heard and addressed now, not
after service begins. The few extra steps of this route will be a small price to avoid residential unrest and
dissatisfaction for generations to come.
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Comment Letter 7: Fredendall, David
Comment Response 7-1
This comment includes introductory remarks and requests their comments regarding the
Glendora Station be included as part of the public record. The Construction Authority has
acknowledged this comment and it is noted for their consideration. No further response is
required.
Comment Response 7-2
The capped parking supply was chosen based on the information in the Gold Line Foothill
Extension Phase 2B Parking Analysis report prepared by Metro. Please see Master Response
No. 3 for additional information. Please also see Master Response No. 13 for information
regarding the Metro travel demand model.
Section 1.2.2 of the Draft SEIR has been modified as identified in Chapter 2 of the Final SEIR to
reflect that parking management plans will be developed by the Construction Authority to
identify appropriate controls for the potential overflow parking. Please see Master Response No.
1 for additional information regarding parking management plans.
Comment Response 7-3
The Gold Line Foothill Extension Phase 2B Parking Analysis report that was completed for
Metro used the framework established in the Supportive Transit Parking Program (STPP)
Master Plan, approved by the Metro Board on January 25, 2018. Please see Master Response
No. 3 for additional information regarding the determination for reduced parking.
Comment Response 7-4
The traffic analysis conducted in support of the Draft SEIR addresses automobile circulation
based on anticipated level of access as forecast in the travel demand model. Additional
consideration for on-site curbside management and drop off areas will be part of the final design
process and the Construction Authority will continue to coordinate with cities throughout that
process. The proposed additional property and reconfiguration does not appear large enough to
support the access and turnaround feature suggested for this location. The proposed addition of
this property does not address or reduce any environmental impacts. It would instead
incrementally increase construction scope and property acquisition impacts.
Comment Response 7-5
The easement referenced is under the control of the City of Glendora. This access was
identified and included as part of the Approved Project based on this understanding. The Project
Modifications evaluated in the Draft SEIR do not alter the status or location of this easement
and a final decision on opening the easement for pedestrian traffic rests with the City of
Glendora, not the Construction Authority. The Construction Authority will continue to work with
the City of Glendora.
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Comment Letter 8

From: Lisa Levy Buch <LLevyBuch@foothillgoldline.org>
Sent: Thursday, November 5, 2020 2:54:34 PM
To: Hertz, Robert <Robert.Hertz@aecom.com>; Chris Burner <CBurner@foothillgoldline.org>
Cc: Chris Lowe <CLowe@foothillgoldline.org>; Laura Langford <LLangford@foothillgoldline.org>;
Mitch Purcell <MPurcell@foothillgoldline.org>
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Draft SEIR Comment: San Dimas Station
A community comment:
From: Alsop, John (Primary) <alsop@allstate.com>
Sent: Thursday, November 5, 2020 12:53 PM
To: Lisa Levy Buch <LLevyBuch@foothillgoldline.org>
Subject: San Dimas Station

I live near the proposed San Dimas station. I believe this station will have high usage. Parking should
not be reduced. I have seen how the Azusa station parking is not adequate at times an how the local
area is impacted by loss of street parking.
Please keep the parking structure and maximize the parking.

John Alsop
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Comment Letter 8: Alsop, John
Comment Response 8-1
This comment, which suggest retaining the original parking structure for the San Dimas Station
is noted by the Construction Authority and will be considered. Please see Master Response No.
3 for information regarding the determination for reduced parking. In addition, please note that
Section 1.2.2 of the Draft SEIR has been modified as identified in Chapter 2 of the Final SEIR to
reflect that parking management plans will be developed by the Construction Authority to
identify appropriate controls for the potential overflow parking. Please see Master Response No.
1 for additional information regarding parking management plans.
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Comment Letter 9

Village Partner
November 6, 2020
Ms. Lisa Levy Buch
Metro Gold Line Foothill Extension Construction Authority
406 East Huntington Drive, Suite 202
Monrovia, CA 91016-3633
RE: DRAFT 2020 SUPPLEMENTAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT (SEIR) FOR THE GOLD LINE PHASE 2B
PROJECT (AZUSA TO MONTCLAIR)
Dear Ms. Levy Buch:
In response to your request for public comments, I am writing to express our support of the proposed
modifications to the Foothill Gold Line “L” Extension. We have the privilege of working on transit-oriented mixeduse development projects Montclair and Claremont along the planned extension of the Foothill Gold Line, and we
are in support of project modifications that will improve the financial feasibility and timeline of project completion.
The cities along the Foothill Gold Line have demonstrated a strong commitment to supporting a multimodal future
for their communities. The forward-thinking transit-oriented development form-based codes that have been
implemented in the cities along the Foothill Gold Line have already begun to create compact, walkable
neighborhoods around their respective stations. These transit-oriented development codes mean that not only will
these cities be providing desperately needed housing in the most walkable and transit-connected locations, but in
doing so they will be reducing VMTs, GHG emissions per capita, car ownership, and air pollution. These policies are
further augmented by the significant investments in active mobility across the region, including Complete Streets
projects and regional bike share.
We support the proposed alternatives studied in this EIR for the following reasons:
● Parking provides less ridership compared to other access modes. The opportunity and economic cost of
reduced parking is very low considering the relatively low ridership generated by park-and-ride compared
to active transportation facilities and infrastructure.
● Parking has significant traffic impacts on surrounding neighborhoods. Reduced parking will generate less
traffic congestion in Gold Line neighborhoods than the original larger parking plan.
● Surface parking will reduce costs to the project and will positively impact the feasibility and timeline of
the Gold Line extension to Montclair. The cities along the Gold Line have been proactively preparing for its
arrival, and we support policies that will extend the Gold Line to these communities sooner rather than
later.
Sincerely,
Kaitlin Morris
Development Manager
Village Partners

www.VillagePartners.com
4340 Von Karman Ave., Ste 110
Newport Beach, CA 92660
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Comment Letter 9: Morris, Kaitlin
Comment Response 9-1
The commenter expresses their support for the Project Modifications in that they will improve
the financial feasibility and timeline of project completion. No further response is required.
Comment Response 9-2
This comment is noted and will be considered by the Construction Authority. As discussed in the
Section 4.12 of the Draft SEIR, the Gold Line Foothill Extension 2B First/Last Mile Plan was
adopted by the Metro Board of Directors in June 2019 (Metro 2019). Please see Master
Response No. 4 for additional information regarding the First/Last Mile Plan.
Comment Response 9-3
The commenter expresses their support for the Project Modifications because the opportunity
and economic cost of reduced parking is very low considering the relatively low ridership
generated by park-and-ride compared to active transportation facilities and infrastructure. This
CEQA document evaluates the impacts of revised parking configurations as described in
Section 1.2.2 of the Draft SEIR. Significant CEQA transportation impacts are not identified,
therefore mitigation measures are not required. First/last mile improvements around stations
have been identified and will be incorporated into the project design by the Construction
Authority, Metro, and/or the City as viable and based on available funding. Any first and last mile
improvements incorporated will be constructed to improve multimodal access, but not as
mitigation since significant impacts are not identified.
Comment Response 9-4
The commenter expresses their support for the Project Modifications and concurs with the
SEIR's conclusions that the reduced parking will reduce traffic impacts. Please see Master
Response No. 12 for information regarding reduction of VMT.
Comment Response 9-5
The commenter expresses their support for the Project Modifications due to the low economic
costs of building the reduced parking facility. The analysis of potential economic impacts is not
required per CEQA Guidelines; however, the Construction Authority is happy to continue
working with local jurisdictions and other stakeholders on this project.
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Comment Letter 10

CITY OF GLENDORA

CITY HALL

(626) 914-8200

116 Eas t Foothill Blvd., Glendora, California 917-ll
www .c i.glendora .ca. us

November 6, 2020

Lisa Levy Buch, Chief Communications Officer
Metro Gold Line Foothill Extension Construction Authority
406 East Huntington Drive, Suite 202
Monrovia, California 91016-3633

Subject: City of Glendora Comments Regarding 2020 Supplemental Environmental
Impact Report (SEIR) for the Gold Line Phase 2B Project (Azusa To Montclair)
Dear Ms. Buch,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the 2020 Supplemental Environmental Impact
Report (SEIR) for the Metro Gold Line Foothill Extension Phase 2B Project (Project). As with
past efforts, the City of Glendora remains a strong supporter of completing the Gold Line Foothill
Extension. To maintain this strong support, the City will continue to rely on the good faith
between the Construction Authority and the City, particularly as it relates to adherence to the
Master Cooperative Agreement and Parking MOU . The City looks forward to working with the
Construction Authority to deliver this project.
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While we understand the complexity and schedule of this project, we are concerned that several
of our requests from the Notice of Preparation were not acknowledged or considered in the 2020
SEIR. There remain a number of outstanding issues which are critical to ensuring a successful
project. As requested, the City of Glendora has reviewed the SEIR in its role of representing the
community. The following are our comments as it relates to the new phasing of the project.
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General
I. The Final SEIR should correct dates referencing the Glendora General Plan and Route
66 Specific Plan.
a. Glendora General Plan last comprehensive update was 2006.
b. The Route 66 Specific Plan was adopted in 2003 and updated in 2017.
2. Please confirm the total number of new parking spaces and include state required ADAaccessible, clean air vehicle, and electric vehicle spaces. Note that inclusion of these
spaces will dictate adjacent loading space areas that will impact parking.
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Traffic/fransportation
l. Memorandum of Understanding regarding the Glendora Station parking dated November
29, 2007, the Authority was to "meet and confer" with the City of Glendora regarding any
modification to total number of parking spaces. A meet and confer was not requested by
the Authority, and the City of Glendora would like to understand how the new number of
parking spaces was determined and how the Authority plans to address the parking
shortfall.
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2. Throughout the SEIR, the Authority acknowledges the new focus on vehicles miles
travelled (VMT) reduction. To support this new policy shift and to aid with the Authority
in delivering this project, City of Glendora would like to see the Authority include
informational signage, TSMffDM strategies, and first/last mile improvements to address
the significant and immitigable impact to Glendora Avenue/Route 66.
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3. Page ES-39: City of Glendora rejects mitigation LTR-9 as it would degrade the bicycle and
pedestrian environment and related first-last mile improvements. The City requests
deletion or alternative mitigations such as funding bicycle and pedestrian infrastructure.
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4. Page 1-5: The Authority needs to document how the parking numbers were determined as
the parking study was not included in the scoping or otherwise shared. Shifting 118
potential trips to other modes without corresponding analysis may have a significant impact
to traffic and spillover parking.
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5. Page 3-10: Please document how "the Project Modifications would result in enhancements
to transit infrastructure" which would result in "an increase in overall bus and commuter
rail ridership in the study area compared to the approved Project." There is no discussion
how the modifications would improve transit infrastructure.
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Land Use/Housing
1. The SEIR indicates the proposed location of the parking lot is commercial/industrial. While
currently improved for commercial uses, the proposed parking lot parcels are in the Town
Center Mixed-Use subdistrict of the Route 66 Specific Plan. Based on current zoning,
adopted by the City in 2003, the site is designated to accommodate mixed-use development
up to 30 du/acre. Additionally, parcels 8639-016-015, and 8639-016-016 comprise Site #5
in the Glendora Housing Element Residential Sites Inventory. Consequently, the impacts
on housing should be analyzed as part of the SEIR.
2. The proposed parking lot will combine several parcels, including a portion of parcel 8639017-037. The resulting parcels should conform with lot and subdivision standards in the
Glendora Municipal Code. Relevant city policies include the Route 66 Specific Plan, GMC
Title 21 (Zoning), and GMC Title 21 (Subdivisions). It is not clear whether the proposed
parking lot configuration will create non-conforming parcels. The SEIR should analyze the
impact on local land use regulations, and the impact on parcels that remain the
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reconfiguration of parcel(s) for the parking lot. The final configuration and dimensions of
affected parcels is relevant for the development of housing and mixed-use in the area
surrounding the Gold Line station.
3. The Gold Line Station and parking facilities are located in the Route 66 Specific Plan,
Town Center Mixed Use (TCMU) subdistrict. The TMCU subdistrict is intended to provide
a mix of development types include multi-family residential, vertical mixed-use, and
commercial uses. GMC 21.10.330 states that light rail passenger terminals require a
Conditional Use Permit. The SEIR should analyze and explain to what extent the Gold
Line is subject to or exempt from local zoning and land use policies. Note that if Gold Line
is in fact exempt, wouldn't Gold Line want to respect the intent of the local development
codes/standards especially with regard to parking lot design (see attached standards), as
they were adopted just a few years ago and would help direct a design for added safety and
visual aesthetics.

10-11
(cont.)

10-12

Climate Change

1. Page ES-40: City of Glendora is concerned the urban heat island effect was not studied
or mitigated. The urban heat island is acknowledged as a potential impact, but no study
or mitigation is presented to address the potential impact. It should also acknowledge that
future plans would need to be designed to comply with intent of local jurisdictions code
(City of Glendora Municipal Code Section 2 l .0.020C7), which requires the following
parking lot landscape: 1 tree per every three parking spaces and a total landscape
equivalent to at least 5% of total lot area.

10-13

a. Parking modifications - site layout should consider the following, some of which
could require a redesign and may also cause a reduction in the planned parking lot
total. - Code items from GMC 21.030.020 (offsite parking and loading) - see
attached.

10-14

b. If revised parking lot is less than NOP listed number of spaces metro should
consider expanding site rea for additional land (perhaps south) to allow more
parking and a better consolidation of existing parcels.

10-15

c. Explore redesign that places the vehicle turnaround closer to the location of the
pedestrian undercrossing to make drop off walking and travel more safe and
efficient for elderly and people with special needs that might be dropped off at the
turnaround.

10-16

d. How is stonnwater runoff more from parking lot areas be addressed to comply with
state laws; what will be installed (biobasins, permeable pavers/concrete,
underground systems).

10-17

e. Undergrounding of onsite utilities located in the public right-of-way fronting the
parking lots
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3-1 states "Reconfigured parking would result in a reduction in available parking.
In some cases, reconfigured parking results in the need for differelll vehicle and
pedestrian access than previously proposed." An analysis review of design and
locations for parking, access, and drop off areas is therefore very important and the
City feels that the conceptual plan is lacking and needs a redesign of its layout to
better accommodate the location of the turnaround (so that it is closer to the tunnel),
it include only a single entry/exit, circulation and pedestrian safety are addressed,
and landscape maximized were feasible.

10-19

g. 3.3.4 (parking analysis methodology) states " ... all additional boardings at the

station would arrive by alternative modes of access such as kiss and ride, bus,
biking, and walking," As such the importance of good design for parking, access,

10-20

and drop off should be a priority.
h. 3.3.4 states: "Al/jurisdictions will provide a parking management plan that would

prohibit on-street parking for transit patrons and that these restrictions would be
enforced by local jurisdictional law enforcemem to prohibit overflow parking in
nearby neighborhoods.....all neighboring private businesses with parking lots
adjacent to the transit stations will provide and enforce restrictions to prohibit
transit patrons from using off-site parking. Metro will support the local
jurisdictions with these enforcemellt responsibilities if requested. "
Also ... 3.3.7.2 states "With adequate parking management plans in place, the

10-21

projects modifications would not result in overflow to on-street parking on side
streets and neighborhoods during the Phase 2 interim condition.
For mitigation measure, the Authority and/or Metro shall pay for the preparation of
each jurisdictions parking management plan and for
all implementation
recommendations from such plan, which could include but not limited to curb
painting, signage, parking meters/or ticket dispensers, increased law enforcement
costs to monitor.

Safety and Security
1. Page 4.12-5: When the original plan which incorporated a parking structure be built the
Glendora Police Department had requested the infrastructure be included to later install
Automatic License Plate readers. With the plan now reducing parking in an open area the
request should remain to have during the construction phase to have the infrastructure
laid allowing for the cameras to be installed later. The infrastructure would include a
power supply and secure recording location.

2. For the pedestrian tunnel to the platform we recommended adequate lighting during
darkness and automatic roll down gates at both ends controlled by Metro. This should
also include a process to allow Glendora Police Department personnel access in case of

10-22
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emergency.
3. City of Glendora requests a Glendora Police Department representative be included in
any planning regarding crime control through environmental design for input and
recommendations.

Thank you again for the opportunity to comment on the 2020 SEIR. The Gold Line Foothill
Extension is a transformative project for our region which will also have a huge impact on our
City. Consequently, we must work cooperatively and innovatively to address the real concerns
posed by this project. This will ensure the benefits of the project are maximized and that it
becomes a true asset to the community.

7-:i}

Adam Raymond
City Manager

C:

City Council
William Wynder, City Attorney (Aleshire & Wynder, LLP)
Matt Egan, Police Chief
Jeff Kugel, Community Development Director
Alison Sweet, Public Works Director
John Aguirre, Community Services Director
Kathleen Sessman, City Clerk
File
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Comment Letter 10: City of Glendora
Comment Response 10-1
This comment does not raise a concern regarding the Draft SEIR. The Construction Authority is
happy to continue coordinating with the City of Glendora on this project.
Comment Response 10-2
The commenter expresses that their comments in response to the NOP were not acknowledged
in the Draft SEIR. The City of Glendora provided a wide range of comments in response to the
NOP, including comments related to parking, ridership, traffic, air quality, aesthetics, biology
climate, hydrology, land use, public safety, and utilities. All NOP comments were acknowledged
and addressed to the extent required under CEQA in multiple sections throughout the Draft
SEIR. Comments responses 10-3 through 10-25 below address the comments conveyed by
Glendora on the Draft SEIR and how they were addressed in the Draft SEIR.
Comment Response 10-3
References to the Glendora General Plan and Route 66 Specific Plan have been updated in
Chapter 2 of the Final SEIR, Clarifications and Modifications to the Draft SEIR. These plans
were considered and do not change the analysis of conclusions in the Draft SEIR.
Comment Response 10-4
As discussed in Section 1.2.2.1 of the Draft SEIR, the total number of parking spaces would be
approximately 302 spaces. The precise number of parking spaces, ADA-accessible spaces,
clean air vehicle spaces, and electric vehicle spaces will be determined as part of the project
design process and in accordance with Metro parking lot design criteria. Parking space numbers
are reported in the Draft SEIR as approximate to reflect the fact that minor adjustments to space
numbers could occur as part of the final design process. Section 8-05-440 (Accessible Parking
Spaces Designated for Vehicle Operators with Disabilities) of Metro's Parking Ordinance states
"The number and dimension of accessible parking spaces and van-accessible parking spaces
are determined by ADA guidelines and specifications." Please see Metro Rail Design Criteria
Section 6 for additional details on requirements for park and ride facilities.
Comment Response 10-5
The Construction Authority has conferred with the City of Glendora on several occasions and
discussed parking modifications on multiple occasions in 2019 including: February 8th,
July 17th, September 17th, and December 18th, and on December 10, 2020. The Construction
Authority will be happy to meet and confer with the City again if desired. As discussed in Section
3.3.7 of the Draft SEIR, the Gold Line Foothill Extension Phase 2B Parking Analysis report that
was completed for Metro used the framework established in the Supportive Transit Parking
Program (STPP) Master Plan, approved by the Metro Board on January 25, 2018. The STPP
model was utilized by Metro to determine the number of parking spaces needed for each of the
five stations analyzed in the Draft SEIR. This model is used for Metro rail projects throughout
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the county and is consistent with regional growth demands. The results of the STPP parking
demand model project a lower demand for parking for transit riders of the planned Extension
when it opens, approximately 55% of the currently planned number of parking spaces in the
Final Environmental Impact Report for the Extension. As a result, the number of parking spaces
at 5 of the proposed stations has been reduced to reflect future demands.
Section 3.3.7 of the Draft SEIR further states, given the parking constraint, the model predicts
that parking at stations would be used nearly to capacity with a modest surplus at all stations,
except for Claremont, which would be slightly over capacity. The travel demand model forecasts
that the Glendora Station would have a modest surplus with the Project Modifications compared
to a larger surplus with the approved Project.
Section 1.2.2 of the Draft SEIR has been modified as identified in Chapter 2 of the Final SEIR to
reflect that parking management plans will be developed by the Construction Authority to
identify appropriate controls for the potential overflow parking. These controls will include
provisions to prohibit on-street parking for transit patrons. In addition, Metro has agreed to assist
by providing enforcement of restrictions around station areas to prohibit overflow parking in
nearby neighborhoods and businesses. It is the responsibility of the private businesses and
cities to adopt and implement the parking management plans and accept Metro's offer for
additional enforcement and security presence if it is preferred.
Comment Response 10-6
The Construction Authority will continue to coordinate with the City of Glendora with regard to
potential impacts at the intersection of Glendora Avenue/Route 66. As discussed in the Section
4.12 of the Draft SEIR, the Gold Line Foothill Extension 2B First/Last Mile Plan was adopted by
the Metro Board of Directors in June 2019 (Metro 2019). Metro coordinated with the
Construction Authority and the cities of Glendora, San Dimas, La Verne, Pomona, and
Claremont to create first/last mile station area plans for the Project. The First/Last Mile Plan
identifies pathways and physical improvements to help people walk to, bike to, and otherwise
access the future stations along the Project alignment. Such improvements include wayfinding
signage, crosswalks, and enhanced sidewalk and bike infrastructure. As discussed in the
First/Last Mile Plan, city staff have been involved throughout the development and each city can
adopt the plan for their city if they so choose. The Construction Authority would consider
opportunities to implement First/Last Mile Plan projects that are within the Construction
Authority’s work areas into Project construction if additional funding is made available. Current
project funding does not include funding for elements of the First/Last Mile Plan that extend
beyond the immediate station and parking locations. First and last mile improvements around
stations have been identified and will be incorporated into the project design by the Construction
Authority, Metro, and/or the City as viable and based on available funding. Any first and last mile
improvements incorporated will be constructed to improve multimodal access, but not as
mitigation since significant impacts are not identified. TSM/TDM strategies are not included as
an element of the project description for the Gold Line Foothill Extension Phase 2B.
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Comment Response 10-7
Mitigation measure LTR-9 has been revised to accurately reflect planned mitigation as identified
in the 2013 FEIR. The revision as shown in Chapter 2 of the Final SEIR, Clarifications and
Modifications to the Draft SEIR, includes the following:
LTR-9. At the intersection of Glendora Avenue and Route 66, the eastbound approach will be
widened, and a second left-turn lane will be added. Restripe White Avenue between 1st Street
and 6th Street. The restriping would create two lanes in the northbound direction and one lane
in the southbound direction, as well as a dedicated median turn lane and bike facilities.
Comment Response 10-8
As discussed in Section 3.3.7 of the Draft SEIR, the Gold Line Foothill Extension Phase 2B
Parking Analysis report that was completed for Metro used the framework established in the
Supportive Transit Parking Program (STPP) Master Plan, approved by the Metro Board on
January 25, 2018. The Gold Line Foothill Extension parking analysis was included as an
Appendix to the Metro STPP Master Plan. The STPP model was utilized by Metro to determine
the number of parking spaces needed for each of the five stations analyzed in the Draft SEIR.
This model is used for Metro rail projects throughout the county and is consistent with regional
growth demands. The results of the STPP parking demand model project a lower demand for
parking for transit riders of the planned Extension when it opens, approximately 55% of the
currently planned number of parking spaces in the Final Environmental Impact Report for the
Extension. As a result, the number of parking spaces at 5 of the proposed stations has been
reduced to reflect future demands.
Comment Response 10-9
As discussed in Section 3.2.3.4 of the Draft SEIR, the Project Modifications will include several
transit infrastructure elements that were not part of the Approved Project that will enhance
transit. These include Transit Plazas, bus turn-outs, and shuttle/rideshare pick-up/drop-off areas
that are incorporated into the conceptual design of the proposed parking facilities. Many of
these elements will be more clearly defined during the final design process. In addition, the
decreased parking capacity will result in a mode shift that will increase bus transfers and
Metrolink transfers for patrons accessing the stations in lieu of Park & Ride. The Project
Modifications include transit infrastructure to foster the connections and the mode shift, thus
improving transit access and connections. Although a small decrease in ridership is forecast for
the Gold Line in connection with reduced parking, the extension of the Gold Line in conjunction
with access improvements and transit connectivity features described above is anticipated to
result in an increase in regional bus and commuter rail ridership compared to the approved
Project. As such, this would be beneficial for transit riders in the region and study area.
Comment Response 10-10
As stated in Section 4.4.3.4 of the Draft SEIR, the reconfigured Glendora Station parking facility
would require one partial and one full new acquisition south of the previously approved site, in
addition to a full acquisition that was previously approved. Parcel 8639-016-016 was previously
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approved for full acquisition; thus the proposed revisions herein do not impact that parcel
beyond what was assessed in the 2013 FEIR, subsequent addenda and the 2019 SEIR.
Furthermore, parcel 839-016-015 is no longer needed. The two new acquisitions would require
relocation of industrial businesses. Expanding the parking facility to include these parcels would
not result in any new land use type conversion not analyzed in the 2013 FEIR since the
additional properties comprise commercial and industrial uses. In addition, the reconfigured
parking facility would require 3.58 acres of land compared to the 2.5 acres previously approved,
resulting in a limited amount of new acquisitions and displacements. Consistent with the 2013
FEIR and subsequent environmental actions, compliance with the California Relocation
Assistance Act would reduce long-term impacts on housing associated with the Project
Modifications to less than significant. No new mitigation is required. In addition, it is possible that
the parking sites contemplated in the Draft SEIR could be developed in the future provided
parking was made available as a part of any future development. Future development would
likely be easier given the Project Modifications than if there was a parking structure in place on
the site as contemplated in the existing approved plans.
Comment Response 10-11
As stated in Section 4.10.3.4 of the Draft SEIR, while the Construction Authority is not required
to adhere to local jurisdiction plans and processes, the Construction Authority will continue to
coordinate with local jurisdictions on development of the Gold Line extension and the associated
parking facilities. Continued coordination throughout the final design and construction processes
will include additional assessment of full and partial parcel acquisitions in light of the potential
for future development.
Comment Response 10-12
The Route 66 Specific Plan is discussed in Section 4.10.1.1 of the Draft SEIR, which focuses on
changes to the local land use regulatory setting since the certification of the 2013 FEIR and the
2019 SEIR relevant to the Project Modifications. The Town Center Mixed Use (TCMU)
subdistrict of the Route 66 Specific Plan, as noted by the commenter, is intended to include a
mix of multi-family and other mixed-use development. The reconfigured parking facility location
in the City of Glendora would, in the shorter term, redevelop the site with a parking facility rather
than other housing or mixed-use development as desired for the TCMU subdistrict. In the longer
term, the surface parking could later be augmented with transit-oriented development that could
include housing and shared parking. Any future redevelopments on the project site would need
to be evaluated in a separate CEQA analysis. While the Construction Authority is not required to
adhere to local jurisdiction plans and processes, the Construction Authority will continue to
coordinate with local jurisdictions on development of the Gold Line extension and the associated
parking facilities. As stated in Section 4.10.3.4 of the Draft SEIR, Long-term impacts of the
Project Modifications would be no greater than those identified by the 2013 FEIR and
subsequent environmental actions. No new or more sever significant impacts would occur.

Metro Gold Line Foothill Extension–Azusa to Montclair Supplemental Environmental Impact Report
January 2021

3-51

Comment Response 10-13
Section 4.3.3.4 of the Draft SEIR states that in some of the parking facility reconfigurations, the
parking lot areas would be larger than the area for the parking structures proposed under the
2013 FEIR; thus, the parking surface lot configurations will provide more opportunity to
incorporate landscaping throughout the sites and further local efforts to address the urban heat
island effect. Landscaping is contemplated during final design and will determine the placement
of trees in the parking areas based on Metro Design Standards. Furthermore, the parking lots
would not, in and off themselves, result in significant island effects given the urban, developed
condition of surrounding environs, therefore mitigation is not required to address such potential
impacts.
While the Construction Authority is not required to adhere to local jurisdiction plans and
processes, the Construction Authority will continue to coordinate with local jurisdictions on
development of the Gold Line extension and the associated parking facilities as it relates to
landscaping. Additionally, Section 4.13.3.4 of the Draft SEIR states that minimal landscaping
would need to be removed and would be replaced with new landscaping once construction is
complete. Mitigation measures VIS-1, VIS-4 and VIS-5 will ensure that the facility design,
landscaping, and lighting are appropriate for the site and fit the surrounding community.
Comment Response 10-14
The design will consider and incorporate elements of the City of Glendora Municipal Code
(GMC 21.030.020), to the extent that they are in conformance with the Metro Design Criteria
and can be accommodated by the final design and construction funding.
Comment Response 10-15
All parking space numbers in the Draft SEIR were determined based on the results of the Gold
Line Foothill Extension Phase 2B Parking Analysis report prepared by Metro and in conjunction
with conceptual designs that were developed to accommodate the space requirements. The
parking space numbers in the Draft SEIR are reported as approximate numbers based on those
conceptual designs and the Construction Authority intends to meet the space requirements
identified in the Metro parking study for each station location. Additional land acquisition is not
necessary to fulfill the proposed parking space numbers as determined in the Gold Line Foothill
Extension Phase 2B Parking Analysis as demonstrated with the conceptual parking layout. Final
parking space numbers will be determined as part of the final design process.
Comment Response 10-16
Specific design of the vehicle turn around will be completed during the final design of the
Project. The currently proposed location for the turnaround is about as close (less than 200 feet)
as it can be to the pedestrian undercrossing without sacrificing additional parking spaces.
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Comment Response 10-17
As described in Section 4.14.3.3 of the Draft SEIR, consistent with the Project, construction of
the Project Modifications would be required to comply with National Pollutant Discharge
Elimination System (NPDES) permits described in Section 3.14.1 of the 2013 FEIR and Section
3.11.1 of the 2019 SEIR. Compliance would include preparation of a Storm Water Pollution
Prevention Plan and deployment of stormwater BMPs such as those described in Section
3.14.1.2 of the 2013 FEIR. The precise locations, sizes and designs of stormwater runoff
facilities will be determined during final design.
Comment Response 10-18
The Construction Authority has no plans to undertake the undergrounding of utilities outside of
the Project right-of-way. Mitigation Measure HW-6 included in Section 4.9.5.1 of the Draft SEIR
accounts for the identification of underground facilities. New utilities constructed to support the
Project are anticipated to be placed underground to the extent practicable.
Comment Response 10-19
As discussed in the Section 4.12 of the Draft SEIR, the Gold Line Foothill Extension 2B
First/Last Mile Plan was adopted by the Metro Board of Directors in June 2019 (Metro 2019).
Metro coordinated with the Construction Authority and the cities of Glendora, San Dimas, La
Verne, Pomona, and Claremont to create first/last mile station area plans for the Project. The
First/Last Mile Plan identifies pathways and physical improvements to help people walk to, bike
to, and otherwise access the future stations along the Project alignment. Such improvements
include wayfinding signage, crosswalks, and enhanced sidewalk and bike infrastructure. As
discussed in the First/Last Mile Plan, city staff have been involved throughout the development
and each city can adopt the plan for their city if they so choose. The Construction Authority
would consider opportunities to implement First/Last Mile Plan projects that are within the
Construction Authority’s work areas into Project construction if additional funding is made
available. Current project funding does not include funding for elements of the First/Last Mile
Plan that extend beyond the immediate station and parking locations.
Detailed parking lot layout analysis and circulation operations are not part of the CEQA
environmental process. This CEQA document evaluates the impacts of revised parking
configurations as described in Section 1.2.2 of the Draft SEIR. Significant CEQA transportation
impacts are not identified, therefore mitigation measures are not required. First and last mile
improvements around stations have been identified and will be incorporated into the Project
design by the Construction Authority, Metro, and/or the City as viable and based on available
funding. Any first and last mile improvements incorporated will be constructed to improve
multimodal access, but not as mitigation since significant impacts are not identified. Additional
consideration of access and circulation will occur as part of the final design process for the
parking facility.
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Comment Response 10-20
Detailed parking lot layout analysis and circulation operations are not part of the CEQA
environmental process. This CEQA document evaluates the impacts of revised parking
configurations as described in Section 1.2.2 of the Draft SEIR. Significant CEQA transportation
impacts are not identified, therefore mitigation measures are not required. First and last mile
improvements around stations have been identified and will be incorporated into the project
design by the Construction Authority, Metro, and/or the City as viable and based on available
funding. Any first and last mile improvements incorporated will be constructed to improve
multimodal access, but not as mitigation since significant impacts are not identified. Additional
consideration of access and circulation will occur as part of the final design process for the
parking facility.
Comment Response 10-21
Section 3.3.4 has been modified to state parking management plans will be developed by the
Construction Authority to identify appropriate controls for the potential overflow parking. These
controls will include provisions to prohibit on-street parking for transit patrons. In addition, Metro
has agreed to assist by providing enforcement of restrictions around station areas to prohibit
overflow parking in nearby neighborhoods and businesses. It is the responsibility of the private
businesses and cities to adopt and implement the parking management plans and accept
Metro's offer for additional security presence if it is preferred. No impacts are identified;
therefore no new mitigation is required.
Comment Response 10-22
Significant safety and security impacts are not identified; therefore no mitigation measures are
necessary. Nevertheless, the Construction Authority will incorporate station area security and
monitoring in accordance with Metro Design Criteria for station development. Access to camera
information will be provided to local jurisdictions. In addition, automatic license plate readers will
be incorporated at all parking lot facilities and will be designed in accordance with Metro Design
Criteria.
Comment Response 10-23
Significant safety and security impacts are not identified; therefore no mitigation measures are
necessary. Nevertheless, the Construction Authority will incorporate adequate lighting in
accordance with Metro Design Criteria for station development. Adequate lighting and roll down
gates will be provided and controlled by Metro. Roll down gates will be utilized during
non-operational hours. Furthermore, access to camera information will be provided to the City of
Glendora.
Comment Response 10-24
The Construction Authority will continue to coordinate with local jurisdictions as part of the final
design and construction processes. A representative from the Glendora Police Department is
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part of the Fire and Safety Committee. The Construction Authority plans to incorporate safety
and security measures as described in comment responses 10-22 and 10-23.
Comment Response 10-25
The commenter states closing remarks and does not raise a specific concern regarding the
Draft SEIR. The Construction Authority is happy to continue coordinating with the City on the
proposed Parking Modifications and on the Phase 2B project.
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Comment Letter 11

From: sharon johnson-may <sharon.johnsonmay@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, November 9, 2020 2:16 PM
To: Lisa Levy Buch <LLevyBuch@foothillgoldline.org>
Subject: Gold Line Claremont Parking
Dear Ms Buch
I am a longtime investment owner of 6 residential units within 1/4 mile of the proposed Gold Line Claremont
parking.
I, along with my business partner, highly encourage Metro Gold Line Construction to consider the
tremendously negative impact of using leased parking around where I and many others provide residential
housing for working adults and their families. These folks chose to live near First Street, Claremont for the
excellent access to the Metro and all that downtown Claremont and the Village offers. Instead, we highly
encourage Metro Goldline Foothill Extension Construction to create a designated parking structure without
disturbing the adjacent neighborhood.
Please preserve the charm and livability south of First Street, Claremont, while offering your
excellent transportation service.
Sincerely,
Sharon Johsnon-May
Philip S. May

11-1

Comment Letter 11: May, Sharon Johnson and Philip S.
Comment Response 11-1
For the purpose of this EIR, the Construction Authority will be recommending Scenario A as the
preferred alternative for the Claremont Station parking facility. Please see Master Response No.
5 for information regarding the Claremont Station Parking Scenarios.
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Comment Letter 12
From: Sean Carlson <seanc357@yahoo.com>
Sent: Monday, November 9, 2020 3:00 PM
To: Lisa Levy Buch <LLevyBuch@foothillgoldline.org>
Subject: Dra SEIR for Gold Line Phase 2B Project - comments
Greetings,
I am writing to express a concern over the proposed project modifications described and analyzed in the Draft 2020 Supplemental Environmental Impact Report
(SEIR) for the Gold LIne Phase 2B Project (Asuza to Montclair).
The modifications described in the SEIR include reductions in parking capacity at various proposed stations. There were some lessons to be learned from
construction and operation of phase 1, which terminated in Azusa. Specifically, there was not enough parking in Azusa to meet ridership demand, which caused a
number of issues to riders of the gold line and residents in surrounding neighborhoods.

12-1

I am concerned that there may not be enough parking to meet ridership demand due to the proposed project modifications (decrease in parking) at each station.

12-2

The Intro to the SEIR (pg. 2) and Project Modifications (pg. 4) and Project Modifications Section 1.2.2 (pg. 1-2) state that the project modifications are the result of
a parking study performed by Metro and the stations would be reconfigured "in accordance with Metro parking policy guidance." Please update these sections with
a summary of the results of this study in order to substantiate exactly why these modifications are necessary. Did the study indicate a substantial reduction in
parking demand? It is unclear in this section of the SEIR why the proposed reduction in parking is necessary. Please also summarize the Metro parking policy in
this section so that the reader has some additional context to understand the proposed modifications. Please also explain how this parking policy aligns with (or
conflicts with) anticipated rider demand. It is unclear in these intro and summary sections of the SEIR whether the proposed modifications are a result of ridership
need, or some abstract policy.

12-3

Table 1-1 summarizes the proposed changes in parking. For example, the Pomona parking facility would be reduced from a proposed 1000 new parking spots
(from 2013 FEIR) down to 530. This is concerning as there is not currently enough parking in the Pomona parking lot to support the existing Metrolink ridership. I
have specific concerns about this location as I live in the area and use the station to board the Metrolink train. Prior to the COVID-19 pandemic this lot would be
consistently full by 8:00am and parking spilled over onto Fulton Avenue and adjacent neighborhoods. By providing less parking for an entirely new light rail station,
the SEIR should analyze whether and how this spillover effect would occur. The proposed lot at this station would be further away from the proposed gold line
station platform than the existing Metrolink lot. It would be a terrible assumption to think that gold line riders would only park in the new proposed lot. The SEIR
should anticipate that new riders will fill the existing Metrolink lot first,since it is closer to the proposed gold line platform.

12-4

Tables 3-4 and 3-5 provide a comparison of the projected average daily boardings and ridership at each proposed station for the Project Modifications compared to
the Project. If I understand this statement correctly, it means that providing less parking would result in less ridership. This seems completely counter to the idea
behind a mass transit project. Surrounding land uses at the Pomona station are industrial, with low density single family homes beyond. Again, as a consistent
user of this station I would like you to understand that there are currently very few pedestrians or bicyclists that access this station. There are not many safe routes
for pedestrian or bicycle access. Fulton Avenue does not have a sidewalk on it's eastern side north of the lot. There is no safe way to cross Bonita Ave from
Fulton,. Adding Pedestrians and bicyclists to these areas would be unsafe. LTR-3 states that the construction authority would work with the City . . . to ensure
signalization at Fulton Road an Bonita Avenue when warranted. It is unclear whether and how this mitigation measure would be implemented, who would be
directly responsible, and whether it would even occur. I believe a signal at this intersection is warranted based on current ridership and unsafe crossing conditions
for pedestrians and bicyclists. As written, it sounds like providing signalization at this intersection may not be warranted, even with an increase in pedestrians and
bicyclists in this location? Otherwise this measure should be re-written to show a clear commitment to addressing this impact.

12-5

The SEIR does not clearly describe the anticipated pedestrian and bicycle rider demand, other than to imply that these alternative methods would be utilized by
riders unable to find a parking spot. Please clarify in the SEIR where the anticipated pedestrians and bicyclists would come from for this station, and whether there
are safe routes available for them. Since this station and parking lot are primarily used by riders parking a vehicle at this station, and since the modifications are
proposing a reduction in parking, the SEIR should analyze the potential parking spillover effect that would occur on surrounding streets and in surrounding
neighborhoods. Please consider whether a Health Risk Analysis should be performed to address potential increased emissions from additional vehicles in these
areas driving slowly and idling.

12-6

Page 3-20 states that local jurisdictional law enforcement would "prohibit overflow parking in nearby neighborhoods." This statement is an acknowledgement that
overflow parking is occurring now, and would occur as a result of providing less parking at stations. If the stations do not have enough parking, then Metro and
local jurisdictions are setting riders up for failure and potential law violations by restricting overflow parking. This overflow parking is already occurring. By not
providing enough parking, and punishing riders for overflow parking, the project is creating a disincentive to ride the Gold Line and is counter to the purpose of
mass transit.

12-7

Page 3-21 briefly explains the metro parking policy which assumes charging $3 per day at all stations with a resultant decrease in demand. Page 3-40 states that
the travel demand model "predicts the reduction in parking supply will reduce ridership at these stations." Again I don't understand why Metro is enacting policies
and proposing project modifications that would decrease demand on a mass transit project. Please clarify how this fulfills the objectives and purpose of a regional
mass transit project.
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I support this project and think it will benefit the region. This type of transit project may especially be helpful to the region for the upcoming Olympic games. LA
County has enacted numerous tax increases to fund this project. I'm concerned that my tax dollars are not being put to use to accommodate ridership and demand
for the Gold Line. Again, please look at the issues that came up at the Azusa stations as a result of lack of parking to meet demand, and consider that the SEIR is
already implying that overflow parking is an existing and anticipated future problem. We should encourage ridership and make it easy for people to safely access
(and park at) the stations. I request that you reject these modifications and choose to construct the original proposed parking structures with the spaces originally
anticipated to fulfill demand. Without a clear understanding of why the number of parking spaces and parking structures are being reduced to lots, it seems like the
project is again running out of money and looking for ways to reduce costs. Hopefully this is not the case.
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Thank you for considering my comments.
Sincerely,
Sean Carlson
Concerned Resident and mass transit rider in La Verne

Comment Letter 12: Carlson, Sean
Comment Response 12-1
The Gold Line Foothill Extension Phase 2B Parking Analysis report that was completed for
Metro used the framework established in the Supportive Transit Parking Program (STPP)
Master Plan, approved by the Metro Board on January 25, 2018. Please see Master Response
No. 3 for information regarding the determination for reduced parking.
Section 1.2.2 of the Draft SEIR has been modified as identified in Chapter 2 of the Final SEIR to
reflect that parking management plans will be developed by the Construction Authority to
identify appropriate controls for the potential overflow parking. Please see Master Response No.
1 for information regarding parking management plans.
Comment Response 12-2
The capped parking supply was chosen based on the information in the Gold Line Foothill
Extension Phase 2B Parking Analysis report prepared by Metro. Please see Master Response
No. 3 for additional information regarding the determination for reduced parking. Please also
see Master Response No. 13 for information regarding the Metro travel demand model.
Comment Response 12-3
The Gold Line Foothill Extension Phase 2B Parking Analysis report that was completed for
Metro used the framework established in the Supportive Transit Parking Program (STPP)
Master Plan, approved by the Metro Board on January 25, 2018. Please see Master Response
No. 3 for information regarding the determination for reduced parking.
Comment Response 12-4
As discussed in Section 3.3.7 of the Draft SEIR, existing Metrolink parking will remain in its
existing location. Please see Master Response No. 11 for information regarding Metrolink and
Gold Line parking management.
Comment Response 12-5
The commenter interpreted the table results correctly. Less parking results in less ridership as
forecast by the Metro travel demand model for the year 2035. The model also forecasts shifts
for some travelers in mode of access to stations due to the reduced parking capacity. The
Construction Authority stands by its commitment to fulfill mitigation measure LTR-3 if necessary.
The determination for implementation of the mitigation measure will be made in coordination
with the City.
Section 1.2.2 of the Draft SEIR has been modified as identified in Chapter 2 of the Final SEIR to
reflect that parking management plans will be developed by the Construction Authority to
identify appropriate controls for the potential overflow parking. Please see Master Response No.
1 for information regarding parking management plans.
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Please also see Master Response No. 4 for information related to First/Last Mile Plan and
improvements.
Comment Response 12-6
Mode of access is forecast by the travel demand model based on consideration of traffic
analysis zones proximate to the station location. Pedestrian and bicycle demand would originate
from these proximate traffic analysis zones surrounding the station area. Mode of access
information is provided in Tables 12 - 14 of Appendix A, the Travel Demand Technical
Memorandum. Please note that information provided is aggregated to walk access and bus
access which would include the subsets of bicycle access.
Detailed parking lot layout analysis and on-site circulation operations are not part of the CEQA
environmental process. Pedestrian and bicycle amenities will be further defined during final
design and will be in accordance with Metro's First/Last Mile Plan. These features as well as all
other parking facility elements, such as EV charging stations, will be designed in accordance
with Metro Design Criteria. Traffic analysis conducted in support of the Draft SEIR addresses
automobile circulation based on anticipated level of access as forecast in the travel demand
model. Additional consideration for on-site curbside management and drop off areas will be part
of the final design process and the Construction Authority will continue to coordinate with cities
throughout that process.
As described in Section 4.1.3.4 of the Draft SEIR, substantial VMT reductions (as shown in
Chapter 3, Transportation) are projected, indicating that the Project Modifications would still
reduce criteria air pollutant emissions and the associated air quality impacts to human health.
The lower vehicle volumes at the affected intersections due to the reduction in ridership are
anticipated to offset any minimal increase in idling or additional vehicle circulation activity that
could occur as a result of the reduced parking in accordance with Metro Design Criteria.
Therefore, the Project Modifications would not increase any potential health risks or cause new
or more severe health risk impacts.
Comment Response 12-7
Section 1.2.2 of the Draft SEIR has been modified as identified in Chapter 2 of the Final SEIR to
reflect that parking management plans will be developed by the Construction Authority to
identify appropriate controls for the potential overflow parking. Please see Master Response No.
1 for information regarding parking management plans.
Information presented in Chapter 3 of the Draft SEIR and in Appendix A, the Travel Demand
Technical Memorandum, indicates that minor reductions in ridership are forecast as a result of
the substantial reduction in parking spaces. A primary reason that the ridership reduction is
minor relates to the expectations for future development density as reflected in the SCAG
Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy and local land use plans.
Please see Master Response No. 3 for additional information on the basis of the rationale
related to the reduction in parking for the Gold Line Phase 2B.
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Comment Response 12-8
The travel demand model applied $3 per day to all parking facilities in order to be consistent
with the analysis conducted for the 2013 FEIR and subsequent environmental actions. Metro's
Parking Ordinance was approved by the Metro Board in August 2019. Section 1 of Attachment
D states, "The parking rates established in this Resolution are effective as of April 1, 2020 at all
Metro Parking Facilities."
In addition, Section 3 states "The following fees are established for all Metro stations except for
those identified in Sections 5 through 9. Transit parking information and rates shall be as
follows:
a.
b.
c.

Daily parking rates will require up to a $5.00 daily flat rate.
Monthly parking rate is equivalent to the daily rate multiplied by 20 business days.
Monthly carpool rate is equivalent to 25% off the monthly parking rate.

As stated in Section 1.3 of the Draft SEIR, the project objectives include: Enhance city-to-city
mobility by providing high frequency, reliable, and direct transit connections to downtown areas;
Improve the area’s transportation capacity; Provide transportation improvements that connect
the area to the regional transit system; and Encourage auto trip diversions and new transit trip
activity in the area. The Project, including the proposed Project Modifications, supports
fulfillment of these objectives by providing direct access to high capacity public transportation in
communities that are currently not being served by mass transit, as well as connecting residents
in east Los Angeles to other regional destinations such as Downtown Los Angeles, LAX, and
Santa Monica.
Comment Response 12-9
This comment is noted and will be considered by the Construction Authority. The Gold Line
Foothill Extension Phase 2B Parking Analysis report that was completed for Metro used the
framework established in the Supportive Transit Parking Program (STPP) Master Plan,
approved by the Metro Board on January 25, 2018. Please see Master Response No. 3 for
information regarding the determination for reduced parking.
Section 1.2.2 of the Draft SEIR has been modified as identified in Chapter 2 of the Final SEIR to
reflect that parking management plans will be developed by the Construction Authority to
identify appropriate controls for the potential overflow parking. Please see Master Response No.
1 for information regarding parking management plans.
Information presented in Chapter 3 of the Draft SEIR and in Appendix A, the Travel Demand
Technical Memorandum indicates that minor reductions in ridership are forecast as a result of
the substantial reduction in parking spaces. A primary reason that the ridership reduction is
minor relates to the expectations for future development density as reflected in the SCAG
Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy and local land use plans.
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Comment Letter 13

13-1

13-1
(cont.)

13-2

13-3

13-4

13-5

13-5
(cont.)

13-6

13-7

13-8

Comment Letter 13: The J.V. Land Clearing Co., Inc.
Comment Response 13-1
The commenter expresses introductory remarks and does not raise a specific concern regarding
the Draft SEIR. No detailed response is required.
Comment Response 13-2
The commenter discloses information regarding the layout of their office building and yard and
does not raise a specific concern regarding the Draft SEIR. The analysis of potential economic
impacts is not required per CEQA Guidelines. Please see Master Response No. 17 for
information regarding economic impacts and business relocation.
Comment Response 13-3
The commenter discloses information regarding a recent informal appraisal of their property.
The statement does not include a specific concern regarding the Draft SEIR. Please see Master
Response No. 17 for information regarding economic impacts and business relocation.
Comment Response 13-4
The analysis of potential economic impacts is not required per CEQA Guidelines. Please see
Master Response No. 17 for information regarding economic impacts and business relocation.
Comment Response 13-5
The analysis of potential economic impacts is not required per CEQA Guidelines. Please see
Master Response No. 17 for information regarding economic impacts and business relocation.
Comment Response 13-6
Alternative sites for the San Dimas Station were analyzed and are documented throughout the
Alternatives Analysis and Project Description chapters of prior environmental documents
including the Draft EIR/EIS of 2004, the Final EIR of 2007, The Final SEIR of 2011, the Final
SEIR of 2012, and the FEIR of 2013. All other station and parking locations were determined to
be infeasible. As discussed in Section 4.4.3.4 of the Draft SEIR, the reconfigured San Dimas
Station parking facility would involve three new full acquisitions south of the previously approved
site, in addition to the acquisitions previously approved. These acquisitions would require the
relocation of commercial and industrial businesses. Expanding the parking facility to include
these properties would not result in any new land use type conversion not analyzed in the 2013
FEIR since the additional properties comprise like commercial and industrial uses. In addition,
the reconfigured parking facility would require 3.36 acres of land compared to the 2.2 acres
previously approved, which limits the acquisitions and displacements required. Consistent with
the 2013 FEIR and subsequent environmental actions, compliance with the California
Relocation Assistance Act would reduce long-term impacts associated with the Project
Modifications to less than significant. No mitigation is required.
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Comment Response 13-7
Alternative sites for the San Dimas Station were analyzed and are documented throughout the
Alternatives Analysis and Project Description chapters of prior environmental documents
including the Draft EIR/EIS of 2004, the Final EIR of 2007, The Final SEIR of 2011, the Final
SEIR of 2012, and the FEIR of 2013. All other station and parking locations were determined to
be infeasible. The location suggested at the intersection of Bonita Avenue and Cataract Avenue
is more than 1,500 feet distance from the proposed station. The proposed location of the
parking facility as identified in the Draft SEIR is less than 500 feet from the proposed station.
The Project Modifications require the acquisition of additional land in San Dimas to
accommodate a surface parking lot as opposed to the parking structure included in the
Approved Project, but the general location of the parking has not changed from the Approved
Project.
The analysis of potential economic impacts is not required per CEQA Guidelines. Please also
see Master Response No. 17 for information regarding economic impacts and business
relocation.
Comment Response 13-8
Alternative sites for the San Dimas Station were analyzed and are documented throughout the
Alternatives Analysis and Project Description chapters of prior environmental documents
including the Draft EIR/EIS of 2004, the Final EIR of 2007, The Final SEIR of 2011, the Final
SEIR of 2012, and the FEIR of 2013. All other station and parking locations were determined to
be infeasible.
As discussed in Section 4.16 of the Draft SEIR, similar to the approved 2013 FEIR and
subsequent environmental actions, the Project Modifications would involve a negligible addition
to certain commitments of resources, including but not limited to natural, physical, human, and
fiscal resources. The parking facility reconfigurations would involve a greater commitment of
land needed to construct parking lots as opposed to parking structures as previously approved.
However, as discussed in Chapter 1, Project Description, of this Draft SEIR, new land would be
necessary to construct the San Dimas surface parking lot with an increase of 1.16 acres. The
Project Modifications would involve only a negligible addition to the irreversible or irretrievable
commitment of resources beyond that already identified in the 2013 FEIR and subsequent
environmental actions. As discussed in the 2013 FEIR, the commitment of resources to
construct and operate the Project with the Project Modifications would be offset by the extent to
which residents, employees, and visitors would benefit from the improved transportation system
in Southern California. No new or increased significant impacts would occur.
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City Council
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November 9, 2020
Lisa Levy Buch, Chief Communications Officer
Metro Gold Line Foothill Extension Construction Authority
406 E. Huntington Drive, Suite 202
Monrovia, CA 91016-3633
Subject: Comments on Draft Supplemental EIR (Draft SEIR) Metro Gold Line Extension Phase 2B
Dear Ms. Buch:
The City of San Dimas appreciates the opportunity to provide comments on the referenced Draft
SEIR. The City of San Dimas continues to support completion of the full Gold Line Foothill
Extension to Montclair and has the following comments based on the Notice of Availability
dated September 25, 2020.
Additionally, the City of San Dimas submitted comments on May 6, 2019 and July 7, 2020, to assist
in the preparation of the referenced Draft SEIR. However, our review of the Draft SEIR indicates
that most of the comments were not considered nor were any explanations provided for these
omissions. While the City acknowledges that such scoping comments do not require comment or
even consideration, the points made are relevant and still unresolved. As a result, the City of San
Dimas finds it necessary to resubmit a number of those prior comments – although the comments
have been updated as necessary based upon additional information in the Draft SEIR.

14-1

14-2

Parking
The Draft SEIR draws a connection between parking availability at each Project station, ridership
levels at each station, and traffic impacts around each station:
The Project Modifications would change the ridership levels at each of the six
Project stations by reconfiguring five of the six station parking facilities (Glendora,
San Dimas, La Verne, Pomona, and Claremont). Reconfigured parking would
result in a reduction in available parking. … Changes to ridership levels due to the
potential Project Modifications would reduce traffic volumes and parking
demands at the Project stations than previously proposed. In turn, intersection
operations would be affected in the vicinity of these five stations.
(Section 3.1.) The logic is as follows: (1) The project modifications (changing parking structures to
surface parking) will reduce the amount of designated parking; (2) if there is less designated
parking, less people will come to ride the train; and (3) traffic analysis should be based on this
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anticipated reduction in ridership. Points (1), (2), and (3) are all flawed because they rely on
unsupported assumptions, as explained below.
A.

14-3
(cont.)

The Draft SEIR Makes Unsupported Assumptions About Parking

Simply put, the Draft SEIR makes the unsupported assumption that people will only park where
they are supposed to park, even if the designated parking is insufficient, and even if patrons have
to pay to park in the designated parking lot. This unfounded assumption plays out in the Draft
SEIR as follows:
The travel demand model does not allow for overflow parking onto adjacent
streets or private businesses. The model is based on the Project Description that
states all jurisdictions will provide a parking management plan that would
prohibit on-street parking for transit patrons and that these restrictions would be
enforced by local jurisdictional law enforcement to prohibit overflow parking in
nearby neighborhoods. Additionally, the parking analysis is based on the Project
Description that states all neighboring private businesses with parking lots
adjacent to the transit stations will provide and enforce restrictions to prohibit
transit patrons from using off-street parking. Metro will support the local
jurisdictions with these enforcement responsibilities if requested.
(Section 3.3.4 (emphasis added); see also Section 3.3.7.) There are several unacknowledged and
unfounded assumptions in this paragraph: (a) It assumes that each city will enact a parking
management plan, even though the cities are not required to do so; (b) it assumes that each city
will have the capacity and resources to vigorously enforce such a plan for decades to come; (c)
it assumes that all private businesses will provide and vigorously enforce parking restrictions for
decades to come, even though they are not required to do so; and, (d) it assumes that
enforcement officers and private business employees will be able to accurately identify which
vehicles belong to transit patrons and which do not.
Section 3.3.7 of the Draft SEIR (quoted below) suggests that patrons will be required to pay to
park in the designated parking lots, but does not state whether parking in the surrounded areas
is metered or otherwise requires payment. Consequently, there is another unfounded
assumption: (e) that patrons will willingly either forego taking the Metro to work (and brave LA
traffic) or choose to park in a pay lot for the entire work day, rather than parking in an
undesignated parking spot in the area surrounding the station where they are not required to pay
for parking.
None of these assumptions is supported by any evidence in the Draft SEIR. Furthermore, the Draft
SEIR’s reliance on the Project Description does not constitute substantial evidence because it
assumes that future actions will be taken by cities and businesses without requiring or otherwise
ensuring that they will actually be taken.
Given that there is no evidence supporting assumptions (a) through (e), a more accurate
conclusion (or at least an equally plausible one) is that the Project Modifications will either force
or incentivize patrons to park in surrounding neighborhoods and commercial parking lots, and will
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create perpetual parking problems that cities and surrounding businesses will be forced to
address for decades to come but will not likely be able to solve.
B.

14-4
(cont.)

The Draft SEIR Makes Unsupported Assumptions about the Relationship
between Designated Parking and Ridership Levels

The Draft SEIR essentially assumes that the only, or perhaps primary, factor determining how
many people will want to board the train at each station is the amount of designated parking at
the station:
The travel demand model and parking analysis constrain the Park & Ride mode of
station access to the number of available spaces provided by the Metro Foothill
Gold Line Extension project. This means that the model restricts the number of
Park & Ride trips to the station parking and all additional boardings at the station
would arrive by alternative modes of access, such as Kiss & Ride (including TNCs),
bus, biking and walking. As such, reduced parking spaces would be expected to
result in reduced ridership at the stations.
(Section 3.3.4.) This issue is explained slightly differently later in the Draft SEIR:
The travel demand model constrains the Park & Ride mode of station access to
the number of available spaces provided by the Project. Additionally, the travel
demand model was calibrated to incorporate Metro’s updated parking policy,
which includes the application of parking charges to moderate parking demand
at stations. The reduction in parking spaces and the introduction of parking
charges result in an overall reduction in parking demand compared to the
approved Project. There is potential for parking demand in excess of parking
supply; however, given the parking constraint in the model, the model predicts
transit riders will use alternative modes to access the station in lieu of parking,
particularly local bus feeder lines.

14-5

(Section 3.3.7.) The circular logic of this last paragraph is clear: The Draft SEIR admits that the
Project Modifications may create parking demand in excess of parking supply (thus creating
overflow parking). However, a parking constraint has been built into the model which guarantees
that the model will not predict this outcome. In other words, the model assumes what it
concludes. Consequently, the model’s conclusion is not supported by substantial evidence.
Again, without supporting evidence, it is equally plausible that a decrease in designated parking
spaces will not result in reduced ridership, but will instead result in an increase in overflow parking
in the surrounding community – as well as future growth in train ridership. In short, the
assumption that the Project Modifications will forever more result in reduced ridership and less
people parking in the vicinity of each station is unfounded.
C.

The Traffic Analysis in the Draft SEIR Is Based on Unfounded Assumptions about
a Decrease in Ridership
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The LOS and VMT analyses in the Draft SEIR are based on a traffic demand model that assumes
ridership will decrease as a result of a reduction in designated parking. Appendix A to the Draft
SEIR calls this assumption the “no-spillover” condition. (Appendix A, Section 3.0.) This condition
is explained as follows:
[A] driver driving to the station can only park at the station, and in the event there
is no parking available, the driver would go to the next convenient station or
chose a different mode of travel such as bus, bike, carpool, walk, etc. to the
chosen station or does not make the trip on the Gold or the Metrolink lines.
The City is extremely concerned about the impact to the community caused by the reduction in
the number of parking spaces provided in the proposed station parking design. The original
requirement of 450 spaces has been reduced by approximately 36% (161 parking spaces) without
any justification to support the reduction. Underparking the station will result in impacts to
private property as well as Municipal lots and public streets in the vicinity of the station. These
impacts and mitigation must be assessed as a part of the Draft SEIR and clearly indicate how the
project will not have an impact on the City’s streets and residential neighborhoods as a result of
the project.

14-6
(cont.)

A Parking Management Study is needed to address overflow parking onto nearby commercial and
residential neighborhoods. The study must include a discussion related to the anticipated impacts
and mitigated measures to offset the impacts of the overflow parking.
As discussed above, the unsupported assumptions are unfounded. Therefore, to the extent the
LOS and VMT analyses rely on these unfounded assumptions, they are inaccurate and/or not
based on substantial evidence.
Air Quality/Greenhouse Gas Emissions
Please address the proximity of the San Dimas Station parking lot to 3 nearby freeways when
assessing parking demand distribution. With the 3 freeways in close proximity, many potential
riders will look to use the San Dimas Station. If parking within the San Dimas Station is not
available, these riders will park within surrounding private and public parking lots or along
residential streets. The result of these vehicles driving around looking for parking will increase
emissions/air pollutions and therefore increase Green House Gas (GHG) Emissions.
Revised and updated estimates to circulation, land use, ridership and traffic/parking are necessary
to prepare an appropriate analysis of the environmental effects on air quality with the revised
project. Utilizing the FEIR 2013 data will result in an inadequate analysis especially in light of the
availability of new ridership data and changes in Metro policies regarding parking, parking fees
and First/Last Mile improvements.
In this regard the Gold Line Authority (GLA) should also evaluate, quantify and mitigate the effects
of greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions as part of the overall air quality assessment. This topic was
not clearly addressed in the 2013 FEIR.
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Public Services
There is some evidence that terminus or near-terminus stations are affected negatively by
increased criminal activity and by increased drop off of homeless persons. Such impacts have been
evident with the opening of Phase 2B. Efforts to address some of these concerns by the existing
Fire & Life Safety Committee are insufficient. Additional analysis of this change, which was not
fully anticipated or adequately considered in the 2013 FEIR, is warranted with this change
especially since the phasing creates the opportunity over time for multiple stations to be the
terminus. The uncertainty for future funding makes it necessary to treat most of the stations for
this potential public service impact.
The GLA should revise and update the traffic and circulation analysis in order to account for the
expedited project scope. In particular, note our request regarding changing the location on the
station parking in the project description comments. The previous SEIR included some systemwide crime statistics but makes no effort to identify or understand or even acknowledge the
increases in criminal and homeless related activity occurring at the termini and near termini
station of Gold Line 2A. It is critical that additional mitigation measures be incorporated in the
project to better ensure adequate public safety. Suggested measures could include:

14-8

A. Use of security software which is compatible with local law enforcement needs and
enhanced ability for cameras to pan, tilt, zoom and record, as well as providing needed
hardware at the local law enforcement offices;
B. Camera systems in all parking facilities with local access to same;
C. ALPR cameras at entries to parking facilities; and
D. Cameras to monitor remote under crossings (i.e., Monte Vista pedestrian tunnel and 57
Freeway undercrossing).
Bus Interface Study
In the 2013 EIR, the GLA committed to conduct a Bus Interface Study by completion of the Design
Phase. To date, no study has been completed. This is an area of concern for the City of San Dimas
given the change to the project scope and the proximity of the existing City Park and Ride Facility
on San Dimas Avenue. This effort will require Foothill Transit and other local transit providers to
reroute or adjust service. The GLA should convene the study without further delay.
First/Last Mile Planning
The City requests additional information with regard to proposed First/Last Mile improvements
as required by adopted LA Metro policy. The previous SEIR contained very little information on
any First/Last Mile improvements to be incorporated into the project as required by LA Metro
policy. The one very vague mitigation measure is wholly insufficient. Additional mitigation
measures and commitments to fund First/Last Mile improvements within the existing project are
necessary.
With regard to the Draft SEIR, the GLA should identify specific First/Last Mile improvements as a
means to mitigate any significant impact which results from potential increased travel demand to
station areas due to truncating of the project. This is consistent with Metro policy regarding
first/last mile improvements for projects utilizing Metro funds for construction (May 2016
Motions 14.1 and 14.2; September 6, 2018 Metro Board Box). While the GLA is a distinct entity
from Metro, the GLA and the funding are still subject to Metro Board policy. At a minimum the
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GLA should consider appropriate mitigation measures for inclusion in the project based upon the
Draft Metro FLM Study which is nearing completion.

14-10
(cont.)

Traffic/Transportation
The City of San Dimas requests that the GLA reevaluate ridership forecasts considering either La
Verne or Pomona North as being the terminus for the foreseeable future. It would be prudent to
understand potential impacts should funding not materialize in the future. Additional information
regarding ridership on the 2A Extension is now known and should be considered in all subsequent
phases.
Regarding the location of, and access to, the parking structure, the City requests that the
Authority provide additional details regarding the siting, positioning, and other relevant design
details. The siting of the parking structure should make intermodal transfers (e.g., bike, bus, kissand-ride) less difficult. Since the ridership estimates assume more non-single occupancy trips, the
structure design should be revised to include more space for intermodal transfers. As part of the
more detailed designs, the City requests the GLA to clearly define the access paths and points to
the station. All crossings will need to ensure safe crossing for all users and ADA-compliance.
The parking analysis that is presented is troubling and conflicting. It is unclear where much of the
data is derived and the source reference does not appear to be documented. We have been
advised that a new Metro forecasting model has been used but have not been able to determine
what underlying assumptions have been used. The modelling appears to reduce automobile trips
and parking demand while projecting more riders arriving by walking, biking and other modes. It
is unclear how the model projects increase in TOD (which will vary from station to station). In
making such projections there continues to be a corresponding lack of clear requirements/
improvements to deliver First/Last Mile improvements with the project. The results and
conclusions reached from the modelling results do not appear to consider the significant
differences occurring at light rail stations in suburban conditions. All of the 2B stations are in low
density suburban communities. The data suggests that parking is adequate in all phasing options
but that is simply untrue because the data provides for approximately 30% of the riders arriving
by automobile. The LMU Study conducted by the GLA late in 2017 indicates that over 60% of the
riders in suburban locations arrive by automobile. The fee-based parking demonstration by Metro
does not necessarily stifle that demand but distributes it to alternate locations in the vicinity that
do not charge for parking. In suburban locations abundant free parking continues to exist.
However, the bottom line is that no one reading the Draft SEIR is able to know if the conclusions
are appropriate because the input and criteria used in the parking model are not identified.
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In addition, the following revisions should be made:
(a)

Provide two exit lanes from the parking lot onto Arrow Highway; one right turn
lane and one left turn lane with one of those lanes allowing for thru movements
as well to avoid a backup at the signalized light.

(b)

Provide a deceleration lane/right turn pocket for westbound Arrow Highway
approaching the proposed signalized entrance/exit along the project site.
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The City would like to ensure the proposed parking lot ingress/egress intersection
located along Arrow Highway includes a median opening for both east bound and
west bound traffic, dedicated left turn lanes and a signal with left turn phasing
for eastbound and westbound traffic.
The City is opposed to having any vehicular access off of Walnut Avenue, as this
would create a potential for vehicular queuing conflict with the railroad tracks
that are located just north of the proposed parking for the San Dimas station.

Land Use
The project changes to phasing creating potential multiple terminus stations prior to full project
completion also affect surrounding land uses especially as they relate to both traffic and parking
impacts. There is clear evidence that surrounding land uses are severely impacted when station
parking and access are inadequate or poorly designed. These impacts can severely affect nearby
parking facilities, businesses and residences. These impacts are exacerbated by charging a fee for
station parking where no surrounding facilities charge for parking. Charging a fee for parking is
now a Metro requirement. Careful consideration of these impacts should be considered in this
EIR.

14-15
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Furthermore, the State legislature is mandating major land use changes around transit stations in
both adopted and anticipated legislation. These changes in growth are induced by and directly
related to the station location. These changes are intended to supersede existing zoning resulting
in a growth inducing impact not considered at all by any of the EIRs for the project. These changes
likely render much of the traffic and related analysis invalid.
Tree Preservation, Landscaping and Water Quality
The City of San Dimas is a Tree USA City and preservation of the mature trees is a priority. Any
trees proposed for removal shall be evaluated per City’s Tree Preservation Ordinance Chapter
18.162. A Tree Removal Permit Application will be required to be submitted to the Planning
Department review.

14-18

The City is concerned with the thermal effects of the parking lot as proposed and its contribution
to an urban heat island. The project must incorporate trees and other vegetation/landscape to
mitigate impacts.

14-19

The proposed station and parking lot landscape and irrigation shall comply with the City’s Water
Efficient Landscapes Chapter 18.14.

14-20

The proposed station and parking lot shall provide Low Impact Development (LID) proposal to
comply with City, County and State requirements.
City’s Facility Maintenance Yard
Lastly, the proposed parking facility for San Dimas will encompass three (3) separate properties –
two (2) privately owned and one (1) owned by the City of San Dimas. The City-owned site is
currently occupied by the City’s Facility Maintenance Yard. There has not been a collaborative
partnership with the City and the GLA to facilitate the relocation of the Facility Maintenance Yard
to date.
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SEIR Comments Gold Line 2B
November 9, 2020
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The City of San Dimas looks forward to working cooperatively to address these major issues as
part of the revised project in order to maximize the benefits for Metro, the GLA, the surrounding
cities, residents, businesses and property owners. You are welcome to contact the City for
assistance or further explanation of any of these comments.
Sincerely,

Henry K. Noh
Director of Community Development
Cc:

City Council
Brad McKinney, Acting City Manager
Henry Noh, Director Community Development
Shari Garwick, Public Works Director
Jeff Malawy, City Attorney
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Comment Letter 14: City of San Dimas
Comment Response 14-1
The commenter expresses introductory remarks and does not raise a specific concern regarding
the Draft SEIR. The Construction Authority is happy to continue working with the City of San
Dimas in development of the Project.
Comment Response 14-2
The commenter expresses the opinion that their responses to the NOP were not addressed in
the Draft SEIR, so they are being resubmitted to be addressed in the Final EIR. The City of San
Dimas provided a wide range of comments in response to the NOP, including comments related
to parking, ridership, traffic, transit connectivity, project phasing, first/last mile improvements, air
quality, aesthetics, climate, land use, and public safety. All NOP comments were acknowledged
and addressed to the extent required under CEQA in multiple sections throughout the Draft
SEIR. Comment responses 14-3 through 14-23 below address the comments conveyed by San
Dimas on the Draft SEIR.
Comment Response 14-3
Determinations provided in the Draft SEIR regarding a reduction in transit ridership and
automobile traffic around stations are supported by the forecasting results of the Metro travel
demand model, which was utilized to determine these volumes based on the proposed Project
Modifications and project phasing. Additional information regarding the Metro travel demand
model and the analysis completed is provided in Appendix A to the Draft SEIR. The Metro travel
demand model is a state of the art, validated technical tool accepted as the best available tool
for regional and corridor forecasting of travel demand and determination of likely mode of
access to transit.
Comment Response 14-4
Section 1.2.2 of the Draft SEIR has been modified as identified in Chapter 2 of the Final SEIR to
reflect that parking management plans will be developed by the Construction Authority to
identify appropriate controls for the potential overflow parking. These controls will include
provisions to prohibit on-street parking for transit patrons. In addition, Metro has agreed to assist
by providing enforcement of restrictions around station areas to prohibit overflow parking in
nearby neighborhoods and businesses. It is the responsibility of the private businesses and
cities to adopt and implement the parking management plans and accept Metro's offer for
additional enforcement and security presence if it is preferred. No changes would occur to
parking spots located outside of the project footprint. No new CEQA impacts were identified,
therefore no mitigation is required.
Comment Response 14-5
The Metro travel demand model is a state of the art, validated technical tool accepted as the
best available tool for regional and corridor forecasting of travel demand and determination of
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likely mode of access to transit. Techniques utilized to constrain parking in order to forecast
future ridership under the proposed Project Modifications conditions are consistent with
established modeling techniques utilized by LA Metro on other projects and throughout the
State. Park and ride is only one mode of access to the station; Tables 12 through 14 of the
Appendix A Travel Demand Memorandum list out the Modes of Access indicating how
passengers are arriving at the station to use the project, including Park-n-Ride and Kiss-n-Ride
passengers, and transfers from the bus and Metrolink.
The Gold Line Foothill Extension Phase 2B Parking Analysis report that was completed for
Metro used the framework established in the Supportive Transit Parking Program (STPP)
Master Plan, approved by the Metro Board on January 25, 2018. The STPP model was utilized
by Metro to determine the number of parking spaces needed for each of the five stations
analyzed in the Draft SEIR. This model is used for Metro rail projects throughout the county and
is consistent with regional growth demands. The results of the STPP parking demand model
project a lower demand for parking for transit riders of the planned Extension when it opens,
approximately 55% of the currently planned number of parking spaces in the Final
Environmental impact Report for the Extension. As a result, the number of parking spaces at 5
of the proposed stations has been reduced to reflect future demands.
The Draft SEIR does not rely on circular logic to determine the demand for parking. The travel
demand model utilizes a constrained parking condition to predict the future ridership and mode
of access given the constraint in parking. The Gold Line Foothill Extension Phase 2B Parking
Analysis report completed as part of the STTP was utilized by Metro to determine the number of
parking spaces needed and this informed the travel demand model constraint utilized by the
Construction Authority in the Draft SEIR. This technique of constraining parking to the number
of spaces anticipated to be available is consistent with industry standards for travel demand
modeling and with all prior ridership and mode of access forecasts for the Gold Line Phase 2B.
The primary concern regarding constrained parking relates to the potential for overflow parking,
therefore, the Draft SEIR identifies that parking management plans will be developed by the
Construction Authority to identify appropriate controls for any potential overflow parking. These
controls will include provisions to prohibit on-street parking for transit patrons. In addition, Metro
has agreed to assist by providing enforcement of restrictions around station areas to prohibit
overflow parking in nearby neighborhoods and businesses. Furthermore, no CEQA impact is
identified related to parking, therefore mitigation is not required.
Comment Response 14-6
The commenter suggests that the travel demand model assumes ridership decrease as a result
of a reduction of parking spaces. The travel demand model does not assume but is used as a
tool to forecast ridership based on parking and other conditions associated with the proposed
Project Modifications and phasing. The modeling is based on standard practice using
recognized tools that have been used consistently in the environmental analysis.
Justification for the proposed reduction of parking is provided by the Gold Line Foothill
Extension Phase 2B Parking Analysis report that was completed for Metro using the framework
established in the Supportive Transit Parking Program (STPP) Master Plan, approved by the
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Metro Board on January 25, 2018. The STPP model was utilized by Metro to determine the
number of parking spaces needed for each of the five stations analyzed in the Draft SEIR. This
model is used for Metro rail projects throughout the county and is consistent with regional
growth demands. The results of the STPP parking demand model project a lower demand for
parking for transit riders of the planned Extension when it opens, approximately 55% of the
currently planned number of parking spaces in the Final Environmental impact Report for the
Extension. As a result, the number of parking spaces at 5 of the proposed stations has been
reduced to reflect future demands.
Parking management plans will be developed by the Construction Authority to identify
appropriate controls for any potential overflow parking. These controls will include provisions to
prohibit on-street parking for transit patrons. In addition, Metro has agreed to assist by providing
enforcement of restrictions around station areas to prohibit overflow parking in nearby
neighborhoods and businesses.
Comment Response 14-7
As described in Section 4.1.3.4 of the Draft SEIR, the lower vehicle volumes at the affected
intersections are due to the reduction in ridership which is anticipated to offset any minimal
increase in idling or additional vehicle circulation activity that could occur as a result of the
reduced parking. Parking management plans and parking enforcement are expected to occur
around stations to prevent the effects of overflow parking in the surrounding areas. Based on
experience with Phase 2A of the Gold Line and other project openings, the traveling public
quickly adjusts to an understanding of available parking and will adjust their travel to/from
stations accordingly. Therefore, substantial VMT associated with parking searches is not
anticipated.
Ridership was re-evaluated based on the proposed station area parking capacities and
automobile access at stations from the ridership model, which was used as input to the traffic
assessment and air quality assessment. The Draft SEIR evaluates the transportation impacts of
the proposed Project Modifications, which consider the updated ridership estimates and
reconfiguration and reduction in parking spaces. As described in Section 4.1.3.4 of the Draft
SEIR, the Project Modifications result in less VMT reduction than the Approved Project at
495,200 vehicle miles traveled (VMT) per day for the region and 46,800 per day for the study
area. However, with implementation of the Project Modifications, the Project would still generate
substantial VMT savings of 370,805 per day for the region and 40,074 per day for the study
area compared to the No Build Alternative condition. The Project Modifications would remain
consistent with the Project objectives outlined in the 2013 FEIR, which include enhancing cityto-city mobility by providing high frequency, reliable, and direct transit connections to downtown
areas and encouraging auto trip diversions and new transit trip activity. Therefore, consistent
with the conclusions in the 2013 FEIR and subsequent environmental actions, the regional
emissions associated with the reduction in VMT with implementation of the Project Modifications
would be lower than the No Build Alternative conditions. Consistent with the 2013 FEIR and
subsequent environmental actions, impacts associated with the Project Modifications would be
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less than significant. Thus, the proposed Project Modifications would still result in an air quality
benefit in the region.
Impacts related to greenhouse gas emissions associated with implementation of the Project are
described and evaluated in Section 4.3, Climate Change, of the Draft SEIR. Greenhouse gas
emissions associated with construction of the Project Modifications were quantified in Section
4.3.3.3. As stated in Section 4.3.3.3, short-term GHG emissions impacts of the Project
Modifications would be no greater than those identified by the 2013 FEIR and subsequent
environmental actions. Significant greenhouse gas emissions impacts are not identified;
therefore, mitigation measures are not required. Long-term operation of the Project, with
implementation of the proposed Project Modifications, are expected to result in slightly less VMT
reduction than the Approved Project; however, because there would still be VMT savings
realized through implementation of the Project Modifications, the Project would still reduce the
associated GHG emissions and result in a net reduction in GHG emissions as stated in Section
4.3.3.4 of the Draft SEIR. Long-term impacts of the Project Modifications would be no greater
than those identified by the 2013 FEIR and subsequent environmental actions, and no new or
more severe significant impacts would occur. Therefore, no new mitigation is required.
Detailed parking lot layout analysis and circulation operations are not part of the CEQA
environmental process. Pedestrian and bicycle circulation will be further defined during final
design and will be in accordance with Metro Design Criteria. Traffic analysis conducted in
support of the Draft SEIR addresses automobile circulation based on anticipated level of access
as forecast in the travel demand model. Additional consideration for curbside management and
drop off areas will be part of the final design process and the Construction Authority will
continue to coordinate with cities throughout that process.
Comment Response 14-8
Significant safety and security impacts are not identified; therefore no mitigation measures are
necessary. Nevertheless, the Construction Authority will incorporate station area security and
monitoring in accordance with Metro Design Criteria for station development. Access to camera
information will be provided to the City of San Dimas. The traffic analysis work completed in
support of the Draft SEIR evaluates anticipated effects of the proposed Project Modifications
and project phasing. In addition, automatic license plate readers will be incorporated at all
parking lot facilities and will be designed in accordance with Metro Design Criteria.
Comment Response 14-9
The Construction Authority continues to work with Foothill Transit and other bus service
providers on appropriate transit service during Phase 1 and Phase 2 interim conditions.
Commitments made in the 2013 FEIR remain in effect.
Comment Response 14-10
As discussed in the Section 4.12 of the Draft SEIR, the Gold Line Foothill Extension 2B
First/Last Mile Plan was adopted by the Metro Board of Directors in June 2019 (Metro 2019).
Metro coordinated with the Construction Authority and the cities of Glendora, San Dimas, La
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Verne, Pomona, and Claremont to create first/last mile station area plans for the Project. The
First/Last Mile Plan identifies pathways and physical improvements to help people walk to, bike
to, and otherwise access the future stations along the Project alignment. Such improvements
include wayfinding signage, crosswalks, and enhanced sidewalk and bike infrastructure. As
discussed in the First/Last Mile Plan, city staff have been involved throughout the development
and each city can adopt the plan for their city if they so choose. The Construction Authority
would consider opportunities to implement First/Last Mile Plan projects that are within the
Construction Authority’s work areas into Project construction if additional funding is made
available. Current project funding does not include funding for elements of the First/Last Mile
Plan that extend beyond the immediate station and parking locations.
Detailed parking lot layout analysis and circulation operations are not part of the CEQA
environmental process. This CEQA document evaluates the impacts of revised parking
configurations as described in Section 1.2.2 of the Draft SEIR. Significant CEQA transportation
impacts are not identified, therefore mitigation measures are not required. First and last mile
improvements around stations have been identified and will be incorporated into the project
design by the Construction Authority, Metro, and/or the City as viable and based on available
funding. Any first and last mile improvements incorporated will be constructed to improve
multimodal access, but not as mitigation since significant impacts are not identified.
Comment Response 14-11
The ridership forecasts were evaluated based on the approved Project with Project
Modifications. Alternative sites that were evaluated in previous environmental actions were
deemed infeasible. The ridership analysis reviewed potential impacts of each phase of project
construction as if it were a terminus. Tables 3-5, 3-6, and 3-7 as well as Appendix A of the Draft
SEIR include results of the ridership analysis for each station and at all phases of project
construction, including a Phase 1 interim terminus at the Pomona Station. The Phase 2B project
is currently funded for Phase 1 to Pomona, therefore evaluation of an interim terminus at La
Verne has not been included. Specific design elements of the parking lot facilities will be
determined during final design and will include first/last mile elements as funding is available.
As discussed in the Section 4.12 of the Draft SEIR, the Gold Line Foothill Extension 2B
First/Last Mile Plan was adopted by the Metro Board of Directors in June 2019 (Metro 2019).
Metro coordinated with the Construction Authority and the cities of Glendora, San Dimas, La
Verne, Pomona, and Claremont to create first/last mile station area plans for the Project. The
First/Last Mile Plan identifies pathways and physical improvements to help people walk to, bike
to, and otherwise access the future stations along the Project alignment. Such improvements
include wayfinding signage, crosswalks, and enhanced sidewalk and bike infrastructure. As
discussed in the First/Last Mile Plan, city staff have been involved throughout the development
and each city can adopt the plan for their city if they so choose. The Construction Authority
would consider opportunities to implement First/Last Mile Plan projects that are within the
Construction Authority’s work areas into Project construction if additional funding is made
available. Current project funding does not include funding for elements of the First/Last Mile
Plan that extend beyond the immediate station and parking locations.
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Detailed parking lot layout analysis and circulation operations are not part of the CEQA
environmental process. This CEQA document evaluates the impacts of revised parking
configurations as described in Section 1.2.2 of the Draft SEIR. Significant CEQA transportation
impacts are not identified, therefore mitigation measures are not required. First and last mile
improvements around stations have been identified and will be incorporated into the project
design by the Construction Authority, Metro, and/or the City as viable and based on available
funding. Any first and last mile improvements incorporated will be constructed to improve
multimodal access, but not as mitigation since significant impacts are not identified.
Comment Response 14-12
As stated in Section 3.3.5 of the Draft SEIR, it is standard practice for an SEIR to use the same
travel demand model as the FEIR that precedes it in order to ensure consistency in comparison
and control for changes resulting from only the project modifications. As such, the model
(Corridors Base Model, called CBM09) that was used represents all Measure R projects
anticipated to be operational by the year 2035, as well as other projects included in the
approved 2012 RTP/SCS. The CBM09 travel demand model demographic data include the
socioeconomic data from SCAG’s 2012 RTP/SCS.
The Gold Line Foothill Extension Phase 2B Parking Analysis report completed for Metro used
the Supportive Transit Parking Program (STPP) model to determine the number of parking
spaces needed for each of the five stations analyzed in the Draft SEIR. This model is used for
Metro rail projects throughout the county and is consistent with regional growth demands. The
results of the STPP parking demand model supersede the LMU study referenced by the
commenter and project a lower demand for parking for transit riders of the planned Extension
when it opens based on updated socioeconomic and land use information as expressed in
updated versions of the Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy
developed by SCAG. The lower demand for parking reflected in the STPP model translates to
approximately 55% of the currently planned number of parking spaces in the Final
Environmental impact Report for the Extension. As a result, the number of parking spaces at 5
of the proposed stations has been reduced to reflect future demands. References to the Metro
parking study have been updated in the Final SEIR document.
It is also important to recognize that the Metro travel demand model includes socioeconomic
and land use characteristics consistent with the SCAG Regional Transportation Plan for a future
condition. Model-predicted operations are for a future condition, in this case 2035, and thus
reflect the local characteristics forecast to be in place at that time. As a consequence, station
mode of access documented in 2017 would be likely to change by 2035 based on anticipated
land use and socioeconomic changes.
Comment Response 14-13
As described in Section 3.2.3.1 of the Draft SEIR, the Project Modifications would result in the
reconfiguration of six parking facilities and would require some modifications to pedestrian
ingress and egress within the parking areas. However, the Project Modifications at the
Glendora, San Dimas, La Verne, and Claremont Stations are generally inside the proposed
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footprints from the 2013 FEIR, so no additional impacts to pedestrian and bicycle facilities were
identified at those locations. Provision for two exit lanes may require additional right of way
acquisition or affect the pedestrian access or number of available parking spaces at the facility,
which would need to be further evaluated. However, the Construction Authority will further
investigate this request as part of the final design of the parking facility to determine viability and
will coordinate with the City of San Dimas throughout the design and construction process.
Comment Response 14-14
Provision for a deceleration lane on westbound Arrow Highway approaching the proposed
parking facility entrance may affect adjacent pedestrian sidewalk, reduce the number of
available parking spaces and/or require additional right of way. As described in Section 3.2.3.1
of the Draft SEIR, the Project Modifications at the Glendora, San Dimas, La Verne, and
Claremont Stations are generally inside the proposed footprints from the 2013 FEIR, so no
additional impacts to pedestrian and bicycle facilities were identified at those locations. The
Construction Authority will further investigate this request as part of the final design of the
parking facility to determine viability and will coordinate with the City of San Dimas throughout
the design and construction process.
Comment Response 14-15
The current Project plans propose a break in the existing median to accommodate an exclusive
eastbound left-turn pocket and the outbound southbound left-turn. This station access point is
also a planned signalized intersection as part of the Project with protected left-turn phasing.
Comment Response 14-16
As described in Section 1.2.2.1 subsection "San Dimas Station Parking Facility Reconfiguration"
and Figure 1-3A, the Project Modifications will change the access to the south to use East
Arrow Highway instead of Walnut Avenue.
Comment Response 14-17
Please note that the change to phased construction was initially evaluated in the 2019 SEIR,
and those changes are not the subject of this SEIR, which focuses solely on the potential station
parking changes. The Draft SEIR evaluated the Project Modifications primarily related to
proposed parking reduction, and also recognizes the anticipated phasing of construction.
As stated in Section 4.10.3.4 of the Draft SEIR, the Construction Authority is not required to
adhere to local jurisdiction plans and processes. However, the Construction Authority will
coordinate with the City to incorporate local policies to the extent practicable and will conform
with Metro Design Criteria.
Land use changes around transit station areas would be supported by the transit service
proposed, not necessarily resulting in unabated or unwanted growth, but in a potential
conversion to more transit-oriented, compact development patterns as recognized and
supported by the SCAG Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy, lower
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regional VMT, and improvements to the environment. The Construction Authority has continued
to coordinate with the City in preparation of the San Dimas Station and has planned that any
ramifications from changes in state laws related to intensifying development around stations
would occur, regardless of whether the potential parking changes are implemented.
Comment Response 14-18
All mitigation measures previously identified in the 2013 FEIR and subsequent environmental
actions will remain in effect. As included in Section 4.13.5 of the Draft SEIR, mitigation measure
VIS-1 ensures the Project will be not conflict with local tree ordinances.
Comment Response 14-19
Section 4.3.3.4 of the Draft SEIR states that under the parking facility reconfigurations, several
parking lot areas would be larger than the area for the parking structures proposed under the
2013 FEIR; thus, the parking surface lot configurations will provide more opportunity to
incorporate landscaping throughout the sites and further local efforts to address the urban heat
island effect. Landscaping is contemplated during final design, and will determine the placement
of trees in the parking areas. Furthermore, the parking lots would not, in and off themselves,
result in significant heat island effects given the urban, developed condition of surrounding
environs, therefore mitigation is not required to address such potential impacts.
Additionally, Section 4.13.3.4 of the Draft SEIR states minimal landscaping would need to be
removed and would be replaced with new landscaping once construction is complete. Mitigation
measures VIS-1, VIS-4 and VIS-5 will ensure that the facility design, landscaping, and lighting
are appropriate for the site and fit the surrounding community.
Comment Response 14-20
As stated in Section 4.10.3.4 of the Draft SEIR, the Construction Authority is not required to
adhere to local jurisdiction plans and processes. However, the Construction Authority will
coordinate with the City to incorporate local policies to the extent practicable and will conform
with Metro Design Criteria.
Comment Response 14-21
As stated in Section 4.10.3.4 of the Draft SEIR, the Construction Authority is not required to
adhere to local jurisdiction plans and processes. However, the Construction Authority will
coordinate with the City to incorporate local policies to the extent practicable and will conform
with Metro Design Criteria.
Comment Response 14-22
The Construction Authority has conducted coordination with the City of San Dimas on the
location of the proposed parking facility and has provided numerous potential yard relocation
sites for the City to investigate. The proposed parking site was selected based on proximity to
the proposed station. The change to surface parking requires an expanded footprint which has
been evaluated in the Draft SEIR.
3-86

Metro Gold Line Foothill Extension–Azusa to Montclair Supplemental Environmental Impact Report
January 2021

Comment Response 14-23
The commenter states closing remarks and does not raise a specific concern regarding the
Draft SEIR. The Construction Authority is happy to continue coordinating with the City on this
Project.
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Comment Letter 15

15-1

Comment Letter 15: Frack Properties
Comment Response 15-1
For the purpose of this EIR, the Construction Authority will be recommending Scenario A as the
preferred alternative for the Claremont Station parking facility. Please see Master Response No.
5 for information regarding the Claremont Station parking scenarios.
No impacts are anticipated for the properties listed. The analysis of potential economic impacts
is not required per CEQA Guidelines. Please see Master Response No. 17 for information
regarding economic impacts and business relocation.
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Comment Letter 16

Sent Via E-Mail LLevyBuch@foothillgoldline. org

November 9,2020
Los Angeles County

Professional
Peace Officers

Association

188 E. Annow Hrcnwny
Seru

Ms. Lisa Levy Buch, Chief Communications Officer
Metro Gold Line Foothill Extension Construction Authoritv
406 East Huntington Drive, Suite 202
Monrovia, Califomia 9 I 0l 6

Drves, CA 9L773

| 323 I

261.3O1O

Re: Metro Gold Line Foothill Extension (From Azusa to Montclair, Glendora
to Montclair) Project

INFO@PPOA.COM
WWW. PPOA.COM

Dear Ms. Levy Buch:

I am writing on behalf of the Los Angeles County Professional

Peace Officers'

Association (PPOA), which represents 9,200 active and retired peace officers
officers. PPOA's main office is located at 188 E. Arrow
Highway in the Arrow Highway Corporate Center (AHCC) business park.
and public safety

Adjacent to our first-floor lobby is the Peace Officers Professional
Associations Federal Credit Union, a full-service financial institution that
serves approximately 8,000 customers ayear, who all drive and park their
vehicles in parking stalls at the AHCC.

16-1

Since 2008, the PPOA as well as all other business AHCC tenants, who all
operate during normal business hours have experienced a severe shortage of
designated parking stalls for their employees at the AHCC business park.
The PPOA has become ar#are of a parking study that was recently provided to
the city of San Dimas as it relates to the impact of the Metro Foothill Gold
Line Extension (Metro). Unfortunately, and very concerning is the fact that
PPOA, the Federal Credit Union and the AHCC have been designated as
impacted locations due to parking issues anticipated as the San Dimas Gold
Line Station riders will attempt to find "free" parking at nearby businesses and
residences instead of paying a monthly fee to park at the l\{etro parking
structure at the northwest corner of Arrow Highway and Walnut Avenue.
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Even more concerning and quite alarming is that the Construction Authority is
supposedly now working to reduce the number of parking stalls (a65) by
eliminating a previously planned parking structure and replacing this much
needed infrastructure with a paved lot in order to save financial resources. The
PPOA finds these actions, if true, to be totally unacceptable as our business
park will be conrpletely inundated with vehicles that should be parked at the
originally plarured Metro parking structure. PPOA and our AHCC businesses
will suffer lost rcvenue, employees needlessly being forced to find AHCC off-
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.PROFESSIONALS REPRESENTING PROFESSIONALS"

.ffi,

site parking and customers facing unnecessary danger who visit and conduct
business at PPOA and the AHCC.

16-3
(cont.)

In closing, the PPOA respectfully requests that the Construction Authority
build the planned parking structure with 465 spaces at the San Dimas Gold
Line Station. By taking this responsible, safe, and needed action, the negative
impact to the PPOA and the AHCC will be greatly reduced.
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W

Sincerely,

Wayne J. Quint, Jr.
Executive Director

WJQ:mv

cc:

o-#F,6

San Dimas City Council
Emmett Badar, Mayor
Denis Bertone, Mayor Pro Tem
John Ebiner, Councilmember
Ryan A. Vienna, Councilmember
Eric Weber, Councilmember

Los Arucer-es Coururv Pnoressrorulr Pelce Orrrcens Assocrarrorv

Comment Letter 16: Los Angeles County Professional Peace Officers’ Association
(PPOA)
Comment Response 16-1
The commenter expresses introductory remarks and does not raise a specific concern regarding
the Draft SEIR. No further response is required.
Comment Response 16-2
Section 1.2.2 of the Draft SEIR has been modified as identified in Chapter 2 of the Final SEIR to
reflect that parking management plans will be developed by the Construction Authority to
identify appropriate controls for the potential overflow parking. Please see Master Response No.
1 for information regarding parking management plans.
Comment Response 16-3
The analysis of potential economic impacts is not required per CEQA Guidelines. Please see
Master Response No. 17 for information regarding economic impacts and business relocation.
The capped parking supply was chosen based on the information in the Gold Line Foothill
Extension Phase 2B Parking Analysis report prepared by Metro. Please see Master Response
No. 3 for information regarding the determination for reduced parking supply.
Please also see Master Response No. 1 for information regarding parking management plans.
The Construction Authority will continue to coordinate with local municipalities and other
stakeholders throughout the final design and construction process.
Information related to safety and security is included in Section 4.12 of the Draft SEIR. With the
implementation of mitigation measures SS-3 through SS-10 from the 2013 FEIR, safety and
security impacts of the Project Modifications would be less than significant. Please also see
Master Response No. 16.
Comment Response 16-4
The commenter's preference for the parking structure is noted and will be considered by the
Construction Authority. The comment does not raise a specific concern regarding the Draft
SEIR. No further response is required.
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Comment Letter 17

17-1

17-2

17-3

17-4

17-4
(cont.)

17-5

17-6

17-7

Comment Letter 17: City of La Verne
Comment Response 17-1
The commenter expresses introductory remarks and does not raise a specific concern regarding
the Draft SEIR. The Construction Authority is happy to continue working with the City of La
Verne in development of the Project.
Comment Response 17-2
References to the Metro Parking study that generated revisions to the proposed number of
parking spaces at stations throughout the Gold Line Phase 2B Project have been added to
Chapter 2 of the Final SEIR, Clarifications and Modifications of the Draft SEIR. In addition, the
Construction Authority met with the City of La Verne on 10/27/20. All of their submitted
comments were discussed and addressed including the specific questions related to the travel
demand modeling conducted in support of the Draft SEIR and the Metro Parking study. The
Construction Authority team explained the techniques used to constrain parking in the travel
demand model, how the model makes determinations on mode of access, and that all model
forecasts are for year 2035 as opposed to current or opening year. The team also provided
origin/destination maps that were of interest to the City.
As stated in Section 3 of Appendix A, the ridership estimates and parking analysis in the Draft
SEIR were done using the "state of the art" Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation
Authority’s (LACMTA) 2009 Corridor Based Model (CBM09). This version of the model was
selected because it was used for the 2019 Final SEIR and the 2013 FEIR. No additional
validation was done for CBM09 as part of this analysis, since the validation process was
completed for the 2019 SEIR. To develop parking demand estimates, model runs are run
“constrained,” where parking at each station is constrained to a fixed capacity. The parking
supply is capped to the numbers associated with Project Modifications evaluated in the 2020
SEIR (as shown in Table 2). Three alternatives were analyzed: Extension from Azusa to
Pomona station (Phase 1); Extension from Azusa to Claremont station (Phase 2); Extension
from Azusa to Montclair station (Phase 3). The station definitions were updated to include a
proposed $3 parking cost for the Glendora, San Dimas, La Verne, Pomona, Claremont and
Montclair Gold Line stations. The model was run for the year 2035 by adjusting the parking
access to the stations to meet the proposed constrained parking spaces.
Comment Response 17-3
The ridership model identifies the number of riders that would walk or bike to a station starting
from nearby traffic analysis zone origins. The travel demand model is a state of the art,
validated tool utilized to forecast transit ridership and mode of access at stations. The approach
used to constrain parking is based on accepted industry methodology and the standard Metro
approach to travel demand forecasting. When parking is constrained some of the trips shift to
drop offs (kiss and ride) and bus transfers. This information was explained to representatives
from the City of La Verne at meeting held with the Construction Authority on 10/27/20.
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Comment Response 17-4
The Construction Authority met with the City of La Verne on 10/27/20 to discuss and address
questions related to the travel demand modeling conducted in support of the Draft SEIR and
information related to origin/destination of forecast riders. Information discussed at the meeting
included the following:
•

Riders that boarded on stations west of Pomona are included in the count, not just
passengers who board at Pomona Station.

•

Model outputs are based on the inputs which include data on forecast travel patterns. All
of these are built into the Metro travel demand model which is a state of the art
forecasting tool utilized to make predictions and to plan for accommodation of ridership
and modal access to transit.

•

Passengers getting off the train in the peak or off-peak are included in the daily parking
demand.

•

Origin and destination maps requested by the City of La Verne were prepared and
provided to the City subsequent to the 10/27/20 meeting. Origins and destinations that
make up the approximate 250 walk access ons/offs are varied, but the increase in the
percentage of walk access riders is consistent with the mode shift forecast by the model
for the La Verne Station based on proximate land use. In addition to the multiple
businesses and other facilities in the vicinity of the proposed La Verne Station location,
the University of La Verne is a primary origin/ destination for those accessing the
proposed station in La Verne given its proximity to the station and the number of
students and faculty.

Comment Response 17-5
The changes contemplated in the Draft SEIR do not trigger any changes to the LTR-2 mitigation
measure identified in the 2013 FEIR. The Construction Authority will continue to coordinate with
the City of La Verne regarding the timing and precise implementation of LTR-2 throughout the
final design and construction phases of the project. This coordination can include additional
memorialization as necessary.
Comment Response 17-6
Designs to accommodate bicycle and pedestrian access will be further defined during final
design. The Construction Authority will coordinate further with the City of La Verne to
accommodate this request to the extent feasible. As discussed in the Section 4.12 of the Draft
SEIR, the Gold Line Foothill Extension 2B First/Last Mile Plan was adopted by the Metro Board
of Directors in June 2019 (Metro 2019). Metro coordinated with the Construction Authority and
the cities of Glendora, San Dimas, La Verne, Pomona, and Claremont to create first/last mile
station area plans for the Project. The First/Last Mile Plan identifies pathways and physical
improvements to help people walk to, bike to, and otherwise access the future stations along the
Project alignment. Such improvements include wayfinding signage, crosswalks, and enhanced
sidewalk and bike infrastructure. As discussed in the First/Last Mile Plan, city staff have been
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involved throughout the development and each city can adopt the plan for their city if they so
choose. The Construction Authority would consider opportunities to implement First/Last Mile
improvements that are within the Construction Authority’s work areas into Project construction if
additional funding is made available. Current project funding does not include funding for
elements of the First/Last Mile Plan that extend beyond the immediate station and parking
locations.
Comment Response 17-7
The Construction Authority will continue to coordinate with the city regarding pedestrian
improvements and accommodation for the planned pedestrian bridge that will access the
parking facility.
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Comment Letter 18

November 9, 2020

Ms. Lisa Levy Buch, Chief Communications Officer
Metro Gold Line Foothill Extension Construction Authority
406 E. Huntington Drive, Suite 202
Monrovia, CA 91016-3633

City of Claremont Comments on the Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Report for the
Metro Gold Line Extension Phase 2B
Dear Ms. Buch:
The City of Claremont appreciates the opportunity to provide comments on the referenced Draft
Supplemental Environmental Impact Report (SEIR) for the Metro Gold Line Foothill Extension Phase
2B Project (Project). The City of Claremont continues to strongly support completion of the full Gold
18-1
Line Foothill Extension to Montclair. In addition, the City of Claremont would like to reiterate that the
inclusion of First-Last Mile improvements as part of the Gold Line extension project continues to be a
priority for the City.
As part of the review of the Draft SEIR, the City of Claremont engaged the planning and consulting
services of RKA Consulting Group and ADVANTEC to perform a technical review of the document.
The comments by these two firms will be followed by additional comments from City staff, which is 18-2
followed by a spreadsheet that captures the significant and technical comments, attached to this
letter.
Comments from Kurt Pedersen of RKA Consulting Group:
One of Metro’s goals is to reduce VMT. In the Approved Project VMT in the region was reduced by
495,200 miles per day and 46,800 miles per day in the Study Area. With the SEIR modifications of 18-3
reducing parking, VMT in the region was only reduced by 370,805 miles per day and 40,074 miles per
day in the Study area.
After discussions with Chris Burner and the AECOM team that did the ridership modeling, the sizing
of the parking lots was better explained. They know the number of available spaces and adjust the 18-4
cost of parking until the demand for parking drops to match the available parking. We did not ask if
the price they used in their model matched the $3 anticipated parking price.

City of Claremont Comments on Draft SEIR
November 9, 2020
The Claremont parking lot has two scenarios. Scenario A has 539 parking stalls which includes a
parking structure in the existing Metrolink parking lot. Scenario B has 375 parking stalls within the
Metrolink parking lot and 164 parking spaces located off site within ¼ mile walking radius. At this
point the Authority has only identified potential parking lots, but no discussions have been made with
the owners. It is too soon to discuss with the property owners, because the opening of the line is 18-5
years away. Scenario B would be risky for the City. There is no guarantee any business or multiple
businesses will be willing to lease 164 parking spaces for a long duration. It would be difficult for
riders to use multiple lots, driving from lot to lot trying to find available parking. Safety and
accessibility of privately owned lots would be a concern.
There are no origin/destination maps in the SEIR. The maps should be provided and the number of
walkers within ½ mile of the station should be calculated. Most riders do not walk more than ½ mile, 18-6
so it should be confirmed that the model reflects the distance a person is likely to walk.

In Appendix A, Table 4. For Phase 2 if you add the Peak and Off-Peak on and off, they are
considerably different. "On" adds up to 5,264. "Off" adds up to 3,291. These two numbers should be 18-7
similar.
Appendix A, Tables 13 and 14. In Phase 2 (Table 13) Claremont MGL bus access is 1,490 and
Metrolink bus access is 1,060. In Phase 3 (Table 14) Claremont MGL bus access drops to 557 and
18-8
Metrolink bus access drops to 218. Please explain the significant difference in bus access,
particularly for Metrolink. Please provide more information on the number of transfers to and from
Metrolink.
In the March 2019 SEIR there was a discussion of a shuttle between Montclair and Claremont. It is
not mentioned in the 2020 SEIR. Has the shuttle been removed? Does the ridership model include 18-9
or exclude the shuttle for Phase 2?
Comments from John Dorado of ADVANTEC:
ADVANTEC Consulting Engineers (ADVANTEC) has completed our review of the Draft Supplemental
Environmental Impact Report (SEIR) for the Metro Gold Line Foothill Extension Phase 2B, dated
18-10
September 2020, along with Appendices A and B of the Draft SEIR.
ADVANTEC also reviewed the Draft SEIR to the Final Environmental Report (EIR), dated 2013, to
compare the changes being proposed.
The following summarizes our review of these reports and appendices:

Summary of Changes
Final EIR (2013) – The Build Alternative for the Claremont Station proposed a 1,100-space parking
structure built on the existing Metrolink surface parking lot east of College Avenue.
Draft SEIR (2020) – As stated in the Introduction, under Purpose of this Supplemental
Environmental Impact Report, the purpose of the Draft SEIR is to reduce the total number of
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City of Claremont Comments on Draft SEIR
November 9, 2020
available parking spaces at the various Metro stations. Section 3.0: Methodology of Appendix A
states that the reduction of total parking spaces is proposed by capping the supply of parking spaces 18-12
to force drivers to use different modes of transportation to utilize the Metro stations.
The travel demand model was updated to incorporate Metro’s updated parking policy and to use the
capped parking supply as a “constrained” model run. This includes the application of a parking charge
of $3 per day to moderate parking demand at all Metrolink stations and capping the total number of
parking spaces for the Claremont Station to 539 spaces. Based on the new travel demand model, the
following two scenarios are proposed in the Draft SEIR under Section 1.2.2.2: Phase 2 Project
Modifications:
Draft SEIR (2020) Scenario A, per Figure 1-6A – Scenario A proposes that the parking structure 18-13
would only occupy about half of the parking lot’s site while the remainder of the site would remain as
surface parking (to accommodate approx. 539 parking spaces). The original land use and boundaries
will not change from what was approved in the 2013 Final EIR.
Draft SEIR (2020) Scenario B per Figure 1-6B – Scenario B proposes that the parking structure would
not be constructed, and the existing parking lot would remain the same (375 parking spaces). Any
additional parking demand would be leased from one or more off-site parking site(s) within an
approximately 0.25-mile radius of the Claremont Station (164 parking spaces).
Parking Summary
Based on the purpose of the Draft SEIR and updated travel demand model, the Claremont Station is
proposed to supply 539 parking spaces.
• Under Scenario A, the SEIR indicates that all proposed parking spaces (539) will be provided
within the Metrolink parking lot boundaries.
• Under Scenario B, the SEIR indicates that 375 parking spaces will be provided within the
existing Metrolink parking lot boundaries, and the remaining 164 spaces will be provided offsite via leased parking site(s) within an approximately 0.25-mile radius of the Claremont
Station.
The parking supplies for the existing parking lot, the Final EIR build-condition, Draft SEIR Scenario A
build-condition, and Draft SEIR Scenario B are shown in the table below.
Parking Supply
Draft SEIR
18-14
(2020) Scenario
B
412 (16
375/
Parking Spaces
1,100
539
Handicapped)
164 Off-Site1
1 – Remaining 164 parking spaces would be leased at one or more off-site parking site(s) within an
approximately 0.25-mile radius of the Claremont Station.
Existing

Final EIR (2013)

Draft SEIR
(2020) Scenario
A

Comments
1. This Draft SEIR is a result of the revised Metro parking provision guidance resulting from "a
parking study completed by Metro.” but was not provided.
Page 3 of 9

City of Claremont Comments on Draft SEIR
November 9, 2020

a. In order to understand the basis of this approach, please the provide the Metro parking
provision guidance and parking study.
i. This methodology shall be vetted and approved by the City prior to final
recommendations and approvals.
2. Based on Section 3.0: Methodology of Appendix A, the model runs are “constrained,” or
the parking supply is capped at each station.
a. How was the capped supply of 539 spaces for the proposed Claremont Station parking
chosen or derived?
18-15
i. According to Table 3-18: Parking Demand and Supply the Project and Project
Modifications, the daily parking demand is shown to be 542 parking spaces.
According to Table 10: Year 2035 Model Parking Demand Summary for the
Project Stations (Phase 2) in Appendix A, the year 2035 daily Park-and-Ride
parking demand is estimated to be 561 parking spaces.
b. Under the constrained approach, the parking supply is reduced from 1,100 to 539
parking spaces, and indicates that the intention of this approach is to force remaining
customers (561) that would normally park in the lot to find other means of transportation
to get to the station (i.e. kiss and ride, carpool, bike, walk, etc.).
i. How does this approach translate or compares to real-time operations?
ii. Provide a circulation analysis that shows the impact of this approach. It shall 18-16
include vehicles, transit, bicycles, pedestrians, and transportation network
companies (TNC) (i.e. Uber, Lyft).
iii. This approach implies that it will require additional vehicle and transit staging and
drop off areas. Provide curbside management analysis including vehicle and
transit staging areas and drop off areas.
iv. Provide designated areas for bicycles, bike parking racks, and/or bike storage.
3. For Scenario A: Indicate the number of parking structure spaces and surface parking lot
18-17
spaces.
4. For Scenario B: Regarding the proposed leased parking lots:
a. Identify the locations of the proposed leased parking lots and number of parking spaces
that will be available at each parking lot.
18-18
b. Will these parking lots be public or private?
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c. Has there been any outreach with the public/private off-site parking lot owners to
confirm use of their lots for the Claremont Station riders? This will trigger other 18-19
coordination items, such as leasing agreements, etc.
d. Will the public/private parking lots require improvements to ensure access and safety?
18-20
All improvements shall be identified per parking lot.
e. Provide a plan or layout that shows how the customers will be able to find these offsite
18-21
parking locations.
f. What is the approach to ensure that 164 leased parking spaces are available for the
Claremont Station within a 0.25-mile radius?
i. What are the comparisons in costs in maintaining the leasing agreements for the 18-22
leased parking spaces versus constructing the parking structure in Scenario A?
ii. What is the contingency plan if the leased parking sites change or remain full?
5. An automated parking management system shall be considered, that shows the number of
available parking spaces per lot. This will reduce the time required for people to look for 18-23
parking spaces in different parking lots.
6. What will cause the consideration for the Scenario A build?

18-24

7. Based on our evaluation of Scenario A vs B: The City should consider Scenario A as the
18-25
recommended alternative. Scenario B should be considered under interim conditions only.
8. For the new Pedestrian Crosswalk crossing College Ave on the north side of the railroad tracks 18-26
shown on Figure 1-6C—Provide an updated circulation analysis and recommended
improvements for the new pedestrian crossing.

The following are general staff comments on a variety of areas studied in the Draft SEIR:
General Comments
•
•
•
•

18-27

The City of Claremont believes that the reduced parking options will be inadequate for future
demand and would like to see the Claremont parking structure remain as previously designed
with 1,100 parking spaces.
This proposed parking reduction, and different type of parking method, makes the need for
18-28
Claremont to receive First-Last Mile improvements even greater.
Reducing available parking in Claremont by 51% may have a negative impact on anticipated
18-29
ridership and the eventual success of the Gold Line.
The Claremont Village is already lacking parking, and Claremont Police Department has one
parking enforcement officer, will parking revenue generated from the structure or surface lot be 18-30
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•
•

•
•
•

18-30
shared with the Cities to address and mitigate the impact of these changes, through additional
(cont.)
enforcement, new parking system technology, and/or First-Last Mile improvements?
Any changes to public right-of-way areas should comply with the City of Claremont’s Complete 18-31
Streets Policy.
Regarding the Parking Study currently underway, for Claremont, it may be necessary to
consider two overlapping radii circles, with the second one being centered around the
relocated Metrolink station to the east. This would be the best way to accurately capture the 18-32
parking impacts to the neighborhoods from both transit lines.
18-33
Conduct (or update) a Bus Interface Study to analyze the two options for Claremont.
Will there be restroom facilities in either the reduced parking structure or at the surface parking
18-34
lot? If so, who will bear the cost of cleaning and maintaining the restroom?
Legislative changes (both adopted and pending) that may affect growth inducing impacts 18-35
around transit stations should be evaluated.

General Comments on Claremont’s Option A – Reduced Parking Structure
•

What are the exact number of parking spaces (including ADA-accessible and EV charging
spaces) being considered in the reduced structure?
• The Claremont Village is already lacking parking, with the arrival of the Gold Line and an
inadequately parked structure, the overflow parking will almost certainly impact the commercial
health and viability of the Village. The SEIR needs to address these impacts and recommend
mitigation strategies that will be funded by Metro.
• The following are aesthetic qualities that the City’s contracted architect requests be considered
for the redesigned parking structure, as they were a part of the originally designed structure.
o Take advantage of the sloped site and partially bury first floor of parking to minimize
structure height along First Street.
o Use structural flat slabs (no pre-cast T’s) to provide maximum clearance between floors,
maximize flat areas, and consolidate ramping for future re-use as potential mixed-use in
the future.
o Create an interior parking garage courtyard for light and air circulation and more flexible
re-use.
o Install solar panels on roof, as shade structure in pedestrian areas, and any other
appropriate location.
o Additional loading should be factored into structural engineering to accommodate future
re-use as mixed-use.
o Create a large plaza on western (College Ave.) end with landscape & shading, and
other appropriate facilities.
o Use Claremont-specific facade design, lighting, and parking slab edge & guard rails, as
previously designed. This should include decorative screening of vehicles to reduce the
spill of vehicle head lights and the aesthetics of a full surface parking lot.
o Integrate enhanced public transportation options such as bike parking, EV charging
stations, etc.
o Enable pedestrian/bike friendly access though/next to parking garage for walking
along/between Metrolink and Gold Line station/platforms.
• Enhance landscaping with wider sidewalk & varied spaces along north edge of garage along
First Street at sidewalk level. Who will be responsible for landscape maintenance?
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•
•
•

The parking structure should be shifted to the north to provide space south of the structure to
18-41
install a sidewalk that easily guides riders from the structure to the Gold Line Station, across
College Ave.
18-42
Can rainwater be captured on site and redirected for irrigation purposes to College Park?
Will the City or community be able to use the parking structure during off-hours/weekend for 18-43
community use? Will that be free?

General Comments on Claremont’s Option B – Surface Parking & Leased Property
•

•
•
•

•
•

•
•
•
•
•
•
•

In option B, is the existing Metrolink parking lot going to be enhanced in any way, or will it
remain untouched? The surface parking lot should receive new pavement, ADA modernization,
new irrigation and landscaping, comply with MS4 requirements, and have other necessities
such as benches, drinking fountain (with the bottle filling feature), and shade. Those same
treatments should also be applied to any leased parking lot.
The vehicle circulation within the surface parking lot (and any leased property) should be
revisited.
What are the exact number of parking spaces (including ADA-accessible and EV charging
spaces) being considered in the surface lot?
The SEIR should address specific addresses and parcels being considered for a lease
opportunity. The SEIR should address the impact (and mitigation if possible) of encountering
uncooperative landlords that are unwilling or unable to lease their property to Metro for
parking.
18-44
Will the surface parking lot have solar panels as carports?
The surface parking lot should have pedestrian-friendly sidewalks, or walkways through
landscaped medians, to remove pedestrians from vehicle travel lanes, and should be ADA
compliant. In the surface lot scenario, significant landscaping upgrades will be necessary to
screen parking and keep the scale close to the residential neighborhood to the east. These
upgrades can include wider landscaping along First Street, the addition of more and larger
plantings, and efforts to save older/Heritage trees.
Will there be access to College Park from the surface parking lot?
Will the surface lot be available during off-hours to the City of Claremont or the community for
Village or community-wide events?
The SEIR should look closely at how various modes of transportation will navigate the surface
parking lot. How will ride-share, electric vehicles, bikes and scooters, buses, and other modes
of transportation access the parking facility?
Look at reducing the size of the Metro utility yard, rotate and push the facility east to maximize
circulation flexibility and landscaping opportunities.
Prioritize pedestrian and bike/scooter access to platform and pedestrian transfer to Gold Line
station.
Surface lot should include a small, shaded public plaza with easy pedestrian/bike access for
Metrolink Kiss & Ride.
Reconsider traffic signal at First Street and Columbia.

General Comments on Terminus Options
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•
•

•

While the City of Claremont expects the Gold Line to be completed through to Montclair, in the
18-45
event that the temporary or permanent terminus becomes the Pomona station, the City of
(cont.)
Claremont still expects to receive the First-Last Mile Improvements that were promised.
While the City of Claremont expects the Gold Line to be completed through to Montclair, in the
event that the temporary or permanent terminus becomes the Claremont station, the City of
Claremont will need the parking quantities (1,100 spaces in a parking structure) to be restored
to the previously approved version to accommodate the demand of being the end of the line. 18-46
This will be necessary to accommodate the parking demand of both Metrolink and Gold Line
as it relates to the Claremont Colleges, residents of Claremont that commute, and anticipated
drivers from San Bernardino County cities that will drive to Claremont, park, and hop on the
Gold Line.
When the Gold Line arrives in Montclair as planned, Claremont will likely still serve as an
interim terminus, which will necessitate the full parking quantities that were previously 18-47
approved (1,100 spaces or more) to ensure that vehicles do not park in neighboring residential
areas or College Park in the interim.

General Comments on Environmental Concerns
•
•
•
•
•
•

•
•

Any changes to the landscaping or tree palette surrounding the parking structure or parking lot
should conform with the City’s Urban Forest Management Plan and Designated Street Tree
list.
In switching from a parking structure to a surface lot, the impact related to light and glare from
parking lot lights and vehicles should be analyzed and mitigation may be needed to confirm
within acceptable levels, which include a photometric analysis.
Surface parking should be screened from view to contain the spill of vehicle head lights.
Analyze the urban heat island effect from a surface lot.
Analyze the difference in anticipated air quality (during and after construction) to determine if
air quality would be better or worse with a surface lot as compared to the parking structure.
Stormwater related impacts on a surface parking lot will need to be analyzed and in
compliance with State stormwater regulations; and related onsite collection compliance and
anticipated methods should be included. It is also important to analyze surface collection
systems (like bio-swales) as opposed to an underground chamber system (like a dry well),
which might require more land area to accommodate and which might impact parking layout
and design and total parking numbers.
The uncertainty for future funding makes it necessary to treat most of the stations as a
potential terminus, when planning for potential public safety impacts.
It is critical that additional mitigation measures be incorporated in the project to better ensure
adequate public safety resources. Suggested measures could include:
o Use of security software which is compatible with local law enforcement needs and
enhanced ability for cameras to pan, tilt, zoom and record, as well as providing needed
hardware at the Claremont Police Department.
o Camera systems in all parking facilities with local access to same.
o ALPR cameras at entries to parking facilities
o Cameras to monitor remote undercrossings, such as the one that goes under the
railroad tracks at the Claremont Metrolink Station.
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METRO GOLD LINE FOOTHILL EXTENSION ‐ REVIEW COMMENTS
PROJECT / CONTRACT NO.

Gold Line ‐ Phase 2B
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% DESIGN STAGE:
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Status Code: R ‐ Resolved, U ‐ Unresolved, C ‐ Completed
SEGMENT

No.

Reviewer

City / Agency

Page No. / DWG
No.

Comment

This Draft SEIR is a result of the revised Metro parking provision guidance resulting from "a parking study completed by Metro.", but was not provided.
18‐57

Advantec/ J.
Dorado

Claremont

Page 2

In order to understand the basis of this approach, please the provide the Metro parking provision guidance and parking study.
This methodology shall be vetted and approved by the City prior to final recommendations and approvals.
Based on Section 3.0: Methodology of Appendix A, the model runs are “constrained,” or the parking supply is capped at each station.
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18‐59

18‐60
18‐61
18‐62
18‐63

18‐64

18‐65
18‐66
18‐67

18‐68

Advantec/ J.
Dorado

Advantec/ J.
Dorado
Advantec/ J.
Dorado
Advantec/ J.
Dorado
Advantec/ J.
Dorado
Advantec/ J.
Dorado
Advantec/ J.
Dorado
Advantec/ J.
Dorado
Advantec/ J.
Dorado
Advantec/ J.
Dorado
Advantec/ J.
Dorado
Advantec/ J.
Dorado
Advantec/ J.
Dorado
Advantec/ J.
Dorado

12/17/2020

Claremont

Claremont

Table 3‐18;
Appendix A ‐
Table 10

Appendix A ‐ Page
2

Claremont

General

Claremont

General

Claremont

General

Claremont

1‐15

Claremont

1‐15

Claremont

1‐15

Claremont

1‐15

Claremont

1‐15

Claremont

1‐15

Claremont

1‐15

Claremont

1‐15

Claremont

1‐15

According to Table 3‐18: Parking Demand and Supply the Project and Project Modifications, the daily parking demand is shown to be 542 parking spaces. According to Table 10: Year 2035 Model Parking
Demand Summary for the Project Stations (Phase 2) in Appendix A, the year 2035 daily Park‐and‐Ride parking demand is estimated to be 561 parking spaces.
How was the capped supply of 539 spaces for the proposed Claremont Station parking chosen or derived?
Travel Demand Model/Methodology: Under the constrained approach, the parking supply is reduced from 1,100 to 539 parking spaces, and indicates that the intention of this approach is to force
remaining customers (561) that would normally park in the lot to find other means of transportation to get to the station (i.e. kiss and ride, carpool, bike, walk, etc.).
How does this approach translate or compares to real‐time operations?
Provide a circulation analysis that shows the impact of this capped parking supply. It shall include vehicles, transit, bicycles, pedestrians, and transportation network companies (TNC) (i.e. Uber, Lyft).
This approach (capping parking supply) implies that it will require additional vehicle and transit staging and drop off areas. Provide curbside management analysis including vehicle and transit staging
areas and drop off areas.
Provide designated areas for bicycles, bike parking racks, and/or bike storage.
Scenario A: Indicate the number of parking structure spaces and surface parking lot spaces.
Scenario B: Identify the locations of the proposed leased parking lots and number of parking spaces that will be available at each parking lot.
Scenario B: Will these parking lots be public or private?
Scenario B: Has there been any outreach with the public/private off‐site parking lot owners to confirm use of their lots for the Claremont Station riders? This will trigger other coordination items, such as
leasing agreements, etc.
Scenario B: Will the public/private parking lots require improvements to ensure access and safety? All improvements shall be identified per parking lot.
Scenario B: Provide a plan or layout that shows how the customers will be able to find these offsite parking locations.
Scenario B: What is the approach to ensure that 164 leased parking spaces are available for the Claremont Station within a 0.25‐mile radius?
Scenario B: What are the comparisons in costs in maintaining the leasing agreements for the leased parking spaces versus constructing the parking structure in Scenario A?
Scenario B: What is the contingency plan if the leased parking sites change or remain full?
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Dorado
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Dorado
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Dorado
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Claremont

1‐15

Claremont

1‐15

Claremont

Figure 1‐6C;
1‐15

Claremont

General

18‐73

RKA Consulting
Group/ K. Pedersen

Claremont

General

18‐74

RKA Consulting
Group/ K. Pedersen

Claremont

General

RKA Consulting
18‐75
Group/ K. Pedersen

Claremont

General

Comment

An automated parking management system shall be considered, that shows the number of available parking spaces per lot. This will reduce the time required for people to look for parking spaces in
different parking lots.
What will cause the consideration for the Scenario A build?
For the new Pedestrian Crosswalk crossing College Ave, on the north side of the railroad tracks: Provide an updated circulation analysis and recommended improvements for the new pedestrian crossing.
Based on our evaluation of Scenario A vs B:
Scenario A should be the recommended alternative. Scenario B should be considered under interim conditions only.
One of Metro’s goals is to reduce VMT. In the Approved Project VMT in the region was reduced by 495,200 miles per day and 46,800 miles per day in the Study Area. With the SEIR modifications of
reducing parking, VMT in the region was only reduced by 370,805 miles per day and 40,074 miles per day in the Study area. How is the increased air pollution of 125,000 VMT per day addressed in the
SEIR?
After discussions with Chris Burner and the AECOM team that did the ridership modeling, the sizing of the parking lots was better explained. They know the number of available spaces and adjust the
cost of parking until the demand for parking drops to match the available parking. Does the cost in the model match the anticipated $3 parking fee?
The Claremont parking lot has two scenarios. Scenario A has 539 parking stalls which includes a parking structure in the existing Metrolink parking lot. Scenario B has 375 parking stalls within the
Metrolink parking lot and 164 parking spaces located off site within ¼ mile walking radius. At this point the Authority has only identified potential parking lots, but no discussions have been made with
the owners. It is too soon to discuss with the property owners, because the opening of the line is years away. Scenario B would be risky for the City. There is no guarantee any business or multiple
businesses will be willing to lease 164 parking spaces for a long duration. It would be difficult for riders to use multiple lots, driving from lot to lot trying to find available parking. Safety and accessibility
of privately owned lots would be a concern.
There are no origin/destination maps in the SEIR. The maps should be provided and the number of walkers within ½ mile of the station should be calculated. Most riders do not walk more than ½ mile,
so it should be confirmed that the model reflects the distance a person is likely to walk.

RKA Consulting
18‐76
Group/ K. Pedersen

Claremont

General

18‐77

RKA Consulting
Group/ K. Pedersen

Claremont

Appendix A ‐
Table 4

18‐78

RKA Consulting
Group/ K. Pedersen

Claremont

Appendix A ‐
Tables 13 & 14

18‐79

RKA Consulting
Group/ K. Pedersen

Claremont

General

18‐80

Claremont Staff

Claremont

General

In Appendix A, Table 4. For Phase 2 if you add the Peak and Off‐Peak on and off, they are considerably different. "On" adds up to 5,264. "Off" adds up to 3,291. These two numbers should be similar

Appendix A, Tables 13 and 14. In Phase 2 (Table 13) Claremont MGL bus access is 1,490 and Metrolink bus access is 1,060. In Phase 3 (Table 14) Claremont MGL bus access drops to 557 and Metrolink
bus access drops to 218. Please explain the significant difference in bus access, particularly for Metrolink. Please provide more information on the number of transfers to and from Metrolink

In the March 2019 SEIR there was a discussion of a shuttle between Montclair and Claremont. It is not mentioned in the 2020 SEIR. Has the shuttle been removed? Does the ridership model include or
exclude the shuttle for Phase 2?
Aesthetic and architectural improvements designed for the original parking structure (1,100 spaces) should be adapted to the the smaller parking structure.

18‐81

Claremont Staff

12/17/2020

Claremont

General

In option B, is the existing Metrolink parking lot going to be enhanced in any way, or will it remain untouched? The surface parking lot should receive new pavement, ADA
modernization, new irrigation and landscaping, comply with MS4 requirements, and have other necessities such as benches, drinking fountain (with the bottle filling feature), and
shade. Those same treatments should also be applied to any leased parking lot.
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PROJECT / CONTRACT NO.

Gold Line ‐ Phase 2B

REVIEWER: City of Claremont

SUBMITTAL PACKAGE:

Draft SEIR Review ‐ September 2020

% DESIGN STAGE:

Response Code: 1‐Incorporatation Planned; 2‐Discussion/Clarification Required; 3‐ Not Applicable; 4‐Not Due for this Submittal; 5‐Authority Direction Required
Status Code: R ‐ Resolved, U ‐ Unresolved, C ‐ Completed
SEGMENT

No.

Reviewer

City / Agency

Page No. / DWG
No.

Comment

18‐82

Claremont Staff

Claremont

General

For Option B: The surface parking lot should have pedestrian‐friendly sidewalks, or walkways through landscaped medians, to remove pedestrians from vehicle travel lanes, and should be ADA
compliant. In the surface lot scenario, significant landscaping upgrades will be necessary to screen parking and keep the scale close to the residential neighborhood to the east. These upgrades can
include wider landscaping along First Street, the addition of more and larger plantings, and efforts to save older/Heritage trees.

18‐83

Claremont Staff

Claremont

General

How will various modes of transportation will navigate the surface parking lot? How will ride‐share, electric vehicles, bikes and scooters, buses, and other modes of transportation access the parking
facility?

18‐84

Claremont Staff

Claremont

General

While the City of Claremont expects the Gold Line to be completed through to Montclair, in the event that the temporary or permanent terminus becomes the Pomona station, the City of Claremont still
expects to receive the First‐Last Mile Improvements that were promised.

18‐85

Claremont Staff

Claremont

General

18‐86

Claremont Staff

Claremont

General

18‐87

Claremont Staff

12/17/2020

Claremont

Safety ‐ 4.12

In switching from a parking structure to a surface lot, the impact related to light and glare from parking lot lights and vehicles should be analyzed and mitigation may be needed to confirm within
acceptable levels, which include a photometric analysis.

Stormwater related impacts on a surface parking lot will need to be analyzed and in compliance with State stormwater regulations; and related onsite collection compliance and anticipated methods
should be included. It is also important to analyze surface collection systems (like bio‐swales) as opposed to an underground chamber system (like a dry well), which might require more land area to
accommodate and which might impact parking layout and design and total parking numbers.
Suggested Security measures should include: Use of security software which is compatible with local law enforcement needs and enhanced ability for cameras to pan, tilt, zoom and record, as well as
providing needed hardware at the Claremont Police Department. Camera systems in all parking facilities with local access to same. ALPR cameras at entries to parking facilities
Cameras to monitor remote undercrossings, such as the one that goes under the railroad tracks at the Claremont Metrolink Station. Any parking facility should have a blue emergency call box that calls
Claremont PD if activated.
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Comment Letter 18: City of Claremont
Comment Response 18-1
The City of Claremont's support for full extension of the Gold Line to Montclair is noted and will
be considered by the Construction Authority. As discussed in the Section 4.12 of the Draft SEIR,
the Gold Line Foothill Extension 2B First/Last Mile Plan was adopted by the Metro Board of
Directors in June 2019 (Metro 2019). Metro coordinated with the Construction Authority and the
cities of Glendora, San Dimas, La Verne, Pomona, and Claremont to create first/last mile station
area plans for the Project. The First/Last Mile Plan identifies pathways and physical
improvements to help people walk to, bike to, and otherwise access the future stations along the
Project alignment. Such improvements include wayfinding signage, crosswalks, and enhanced
sidewalk and bike infrastructure. As discussed in the First/Last Mile Plan, city staff have been
involved throughout the development and each city can adopt the plan for their city if they so
choose. The Construction Authority would consider opportunities to implement First/Last Mile
Plan projects that are within the Construction Authority’s work areas in conjunction with project
construction if additional funding is made available. Current project funding does not include
funding for elements of the First/Last Mile Plan that extend beyond the immediate station and
parking locations.
Detailed parking lot layout analysis and circulation operations are not part of the CEQA
environmental process. This CEQA document evaluates the impacts of revised parking
configurations as described in Section 1.2.2 of the Draft SEIR. Significant CEQA transportation
impacts are not identified, therefore mitigation measures are not required. First and last mile
improvements around stations have been identified and will be incorporated into the project
design by the Construction Authority, Metro, and/or the City as viable and based on available
funding. Any first and last mile improvements incorporated will be constructed to improve
multimodal access, but not as mitigation since significant impacts are not identified.
Comment Response 18-2
The commenter states introductory remarks and does not raise a specific concern regarding the
Draft SEIR, therefore no further response is required. See responses 18-57 through 18-87
below with respect to the comments in the spreadsheet attached to the letter.
Comment Response 18-3
As discussed in Section 4.1.3.4 subsection "Regional Emissions Impacts", the VMT with the
Project Modifications is less than the Approved Project. Furthermore, even with the Project
Modifications, the study area and regional VMT decreases as compared to the No Build
Alternative. The Project Modifications would remain consistent with the Project objectives
outlined in the 2013 FEIR, which include enhancing city-to-city mobility by providing high
frequency, reliable, and direct transit connections to downtown areas and encouraging auto trip
diversions and new transit trip activity. Therefore, consistent with the conclusions in the 2013
FEIR and subsequent environmental actions, the regional emissions associated with the
reduction in VMT with implementation of the Project Modifications would be lower than the No
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Build Alternative conditions. Consistent with the 2013 FEIR and subsequent environmental
actions, impacts associated with the Project Modifications would be less than significant.
Comment Response 18-4
The travel demand model applied $3 per day to all parking facilities in order to be consistent
with the analysis conducted for the 2013 FEIR and subsequent environmental actions. Metro's
Parking Ordinance was approved by the Metro Board in August 2019. Section 1 of Attachment
D states, "The parking rates established in this Resolution are effective as of April 1, 2020 at all
Metro Parking Facilities."
In addition, Section 3 states "The following fees are established for all Metro stations except for
those identified in Sections 5 through 9. Transit parking information and rates shall be as
follows:
a) Daily parking rates will require up to a $5.00 daily flat rate.
b) Monthly parking rate is equivalent to the daily rate multiplied by 20 business days.
c) Monthly carpool rate is equivalent to 25% off the monthly parking rate.
As stated in Section 1.3 of the Draft SEIR, the project objectives include: Enhance city-to-city
mobility by providing high frequency, reliable, and direct transit connections to downtown areas;
Improve the area’s transportation capacity; Provide transportation improvements that connect
the area to the regional transit system; Encourage auto trip diversions and new transit trip
activity in the area. The Project, including the proposed Project Modifications, supports
fulfillment of these objectives by providing direct access to high capacity public transportation in
communities that are currently not being served by mass transit, as well as connecting residents
in east Los Angeles to other regional destinations such as Downtown Los Angeles, LAX, and
Santa Monica.
Comment Response 18-5
For the purpose of this EIR, the Construction Authority will be recommending Scenario A as the
preferred alternative for the Claremont Station parking facility. The parking facility would remain
a parking structure and in the same location as approved by the 2013 FEIR and Addendum No.
2. As described in Section 1.2.2.2 of the Draft SEIR, the total number of parking spaces would
be approximately 539, a reduction of approximately 561 spaces compared to the approved
Project. The site is in the same location as approved by the 2013 FEIR and Addendum No. 2,
and the original land uses described within those documents would not change. Because the
Construction Authority is not considering or recommending Scenario B, it will not be analyzed
any further in the Final SEIR. The Final SEIR reflects this change. If Scenario B is reconsidered
in the future because funding for Scenario A is not made available, a separate environmental
analysis would be required.
Comment Response 18-6
Ridership and mode of access is not a CEQA impact consideration except in as much as it
informs the overall transportation analysis, therefore such maps are not necessary for the
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CEQA document. Mode of access is part of the output of the travel demand model, and the
model includes determinations for the numbers of pedestrians and bicyclists accessing stations
based on the socioeconomic and proximity (½ mile for pedestrian access) characteristics of
traffic analysis zones in the vicinity of any station location. This was considered as part of the
analysis of transportation effects included in Chapter 3 of the Draft SEIR and will be considered
as part of the final design of stations and parking facilities. Should the City desire origin/
destination maps, they can coordinate with the Construction Authority to request that they be
generated and provided outside the CEQA process.
Comment Response 18-7
The model estimates Ons and Offs in the Production - Attraction (PA) format not the Origin Destination (OD) format. In the PA format, it is assumed that any trip that involves home on one
end is produced at home. So the trip from office to work is treated as produced at home and
attracted to Office location. So the Ons do not match the Offs unlike the OD format.
Comment Response 18-8
The approximate number of Metrolink transfers at the Claremont Station in Phase 2 are 997,
while in Phase 3 they are approximately 150. In Phase 3, Claremont is no longer the end of the
line so the egress boardings are lower compared to Phase 2.
Comment Response 18-9
The shuttle bus evaluated in the 2019 EIR is not part of the current service plan, therefore this
analysis was not included in the ridership evaluation. The Construction Authority continues to
work with Foothill Transit and other bus service providers on appropriate transit service during
Phase 1 and Phase 2 interim conditions. Commitments made in the 2013 FEIR remain in effect.
Comment Response 18-10
The commenter states introductory remarks and does not raise a specific concern regarding the
Draft SEIR; responses to substantive comments are provided below.
Comment Response 18-11
The commenter cites information from the 2013 FEIR; responses to substantive comments are
provided below.
Comment Response 18-12
The commenter cites information from the Draft SEIR and does not raise a specific concern
regarding the Draft SEIR; therefore no further response is required.
Comment Response 18-13
The commenter cites information from the Draft SEIR and does not raise a specific concern
regarding the Draft SEIR; therefore no further response is required.
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Comment Response 18-14
For the purpose of this EIR, the Construction Authority will be recommending Scenario A as the
preferred alternative for the Claremont Station parking facility. The parking facility would remain
a parking structure and in the same location as approved by the 2013 FEIR and Addendum No.
2. As described in Section 1.2.2.2 of the Draft SEIR, the total number of parking spaces would
be approximately 539, a reduction of approximately 561 spaces compared to the approved
Project. The site is in the same location as approved by the 2013 FEIR and Addendum No. 2,
and the original land uses described within those documents would not change. Because the
Construction Authority is not considering or recommending Scenario B, it will not be analyzed
any further in the Final SEIR. The Final SEIR reflects this change. If Scenario B is reconsidered
in the future because funding for Scenario A is not made available, a separate environmental
analysis would be required.
The Gold Line Foothill Extension Phase 2B Parking Analysis report that was completed for
Metro used the framework established in the Supportive Transit Parking Program (STPP)
Master Plan, approved by the Metro Board on January 25, 2018. The STPP model was utilized
by Metro to determine the number of parking spaces needed for each of the five stations
analyzed in the Draft SEIR. This model is used for Metro rail projects throughout the county and
is consistent with regional growth demands. The results of the STPP parking demand model
project a lower demand for parking for transit riders of the planned Extension when it opens,
approximately 55% of the currently planned number of parking spaces in the Final
Environmental impact Report for the Extension. As a result, the number of parking spaces at 5
of the proposed stations has been reduced to reflect future demands. The number of proposed
parking spaces are shown in Table 1-1 in Chapter 1 of the FSEIR. Metro has provided the Metro
parking study to local jurisdictions, coordinated with local jurisdictions on their comments and
conducted meetings with local jurisdictions regarding the Metro Gold Line Foothill Extension 2B
Parking Study. References to the Metro parking study have been updated in the Final SEIR
document.
Comment Response 18-15
The capped supply of 539 spaces was chosen based on the information in the Gold Line
Foothill Extension Phase 2B Parking Analysis report prepared by Metro. The Gold Line Foothill
Extension Phase 2B Parking Analysis report used the framework established in the Supportive
Transit Parking Program (STPP) Master Plan, approved by the Metro Board on January 25,
2018. The STPP model was utilized by Metro to determine the number of parking spaces
needed for each of the five stations analyzed in the Draft SEIR. This model is used for Metro rail
projects throughout the county and is consistent with regional growth demands. The results of
the STPP parking demand model project a lower demand for parking for transit riders of the
planned Extension when it opens, approximately 55% of the currently planned number of
parking spaces in the Final Environmental Impact Report for the Extension. As a result, the
number of parking spaces at 5 of the proposed stations has been reduced to reflect future
demands.

Metro Gold Line Foothill Extension–Azusa to Montclair Supplemental Environmental Impact Report
January 2021

3-113

Section 3.3.7 of the Draft SEIR further states, given the parking constraint, the model predicts
that parking at stations would be used nearly to capacity with a modest surplus at all stations,
except for Claremont, which would be slightly over capacity (22 spaces over with total demand
of 561 spaces under the Phase 2 condition and 3 spaces over with total demand of 542 spaces
in the Phase 3 condition). Parking deficits are not considered impacts according to CEQA
Guidelines therefore, no impacts would occur. Table 3-18 in the Draft SEIR refers to the
numbers from the extension to Montclair which match Table 11 in Appendix A instead of Table
10 (Phase 2).
The travel demand model is a state of the art, validated tool utilized to forecast transit ridership
and mode of access at stations. The approach used to constrain parking is based on accepted
industry methodology and the standard Metro approach to travel demand forecasting. When
parking is constrained some of the trips shift to drop offs (kiss and ride) and bus transfers.
See comment response 18-14 for additional information on the Claremont parking scenario.
Comment Response 18-16
The Metro travel demand model is a state of the art, validated tool utilized to forecast transit
ridership and mode of access at stations. The Metro travel demand model is the best tool
available for predicting real-time future operations since it includes socioeconomic and land use
characteristics as represented in the SCAG Regional Transportation Plan. It is important to
recognize that model-predicted operations are for a future condition, in this case 2035, and thus
reflect the local characteristics forecast to be in place at that time.
Traffic analysis conducted in support of the Draft SEIR addresses automobile circulation based
on anticipated level of access as forecast in the travel demand model. Pedestrian and bicycle
circulation and amenities will be further defined during final design and will be in accordance
with Metro Design Criteria. Additional consideration for curbside management and drop off
areas will be part of the final design process and the Construction Authority will continue to
coordinate with cities throughout that process.
Comment Response 18-17
All parking space numbers presented in the Draft and Final SEIR are approximate and will be
refined as part of the final design process. As stated in the Section 1.2.2.2 in the Draft SEIR, the
total number of parking spaces would be approximately 539. Under Phase 2 Scenario A, the
parking facility would remain a parking structure and in the same location as approved by the
2013 FEIR and Addendum No. 2 (Figure 1-6A).
Comment Response 18-18 through Response 18-22
For the purpose of this EIR, the Construction Authority will be recommending Scenario A as the
preferred alternative for the Claremont Station parking facility. Because the Construction
Authority is not considering or recommending Scenario B, it will not be analyzed any further in
the Final SEIR. The Final SEIR reflects this change. If Scenario B is reconsidered in the future
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because funding for Scenario A is not made available, a separate environmental analysis would
be required.
Comment Response 18-23
The Construction Authority anticipates that technology providing the number of parking spaces
available will be implemented at all stations and will be in accordance with Metro Design
Criteria.
Comment Response 18-24 and 18-25
For the purpose of this EIR, the Construction Authority will be recommending Scenario A as the
preferred alternative for the Claremont Station parking facility. Because the Construction
Authority is not considering or recommending Scenario B, it will not be analyzed any further in
the Final SEIR. The Final SEIR reflects this change. If Scenario B is reconsidered in the future
because funding for Scenario A is not made available, a separate environmental analysis would
be required.
Comment Response 18-26
The Project Modifications contemplated in this SEIR are proposed to include a new pedestrian
crossing of College Avenue north of the railroad tracks. Pedestrian and bicycle circulation will be
further defined during final design and will be in accordance with Metro's First/Last Mile Plan
and Station Design Criteria. Detailed parking lot layout analysis and circulation operations are
not part of the CEQA environmental process. Traffic analysis conducted in support of the Draft
SEIR addresses automobile circulation based on anticipated level of access as forecast in the
travel demand model. Additional consideration for curbside management and drop off areas will
be part of the final design process and the Construction Authority will continue to coordinate
with cities throughout that process.
Comment Response 18-27
The City's preference expressed in this comment will be considered by the Construction
Authority.
Comment Response 18-28
As discussed in the Section 4.12 of the Draft SEIR, the Gold Line Foothill Extension 2B
First/Last Mile Plan was adopted by the Metro Board of Directors in June 2019 (Metro 2019).
Metro coordinated with the Construction Authority and the cities of Glendora, San Dimas, La
Verne, Pomona, and Claremont to create first/last mile station area plans for the Project. The
First/Last Mile Plan identifies pathways and physical improvements to help people walk to, bike
to, and otherwise access the future stations along the Project alignment. Such improvements
include wayfinding signage, crosswalks, and enhanced sidewalk and bike infrastructure. As
discussed in the First/Last Mile Plan, city staff have been involved throughout the development
and each city can adopt the plan for their city if they so choose. The Construction Authority
would consider opportunities to implement First/Last Mile Plan projects that are within the
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Construction Authority’s work areas in conjunction with project construction if additional funding
is made available. Current project funding does not include funding for elements of the First/Last
Mile Plan that extend beyond the immediate station and parking locations.
Comment Response 18-29
According to the overall project boardings result, the reduction in parking did not significantly
reduce ridership at the stations or for the Project. The 51% reduction in parking at Claremont
resulted in total boardings being reduced by approximately 8% (comparing Table 1 and Table 5
of the Draft SEIR). The total boardings at stations from Glendora to Montclair are only forecast
to be reduced by 3%. Although the reduction of parking reduces the total boardings slightly, it
does not have a significant impact on the total boardings.
Comment Response 18-30
As described in Section 1 of the Draft SEIR, parking management plans will be developed by
the Construction Authority to identify appropriate controls for the potential overflow parking.
These controls will include provisions to prohibit on-street parking for transit patrons. In addition,
Metro has agreed to assist by providing enforcement of restrictions around station areas to
prohibit overflow parking in nearby neighborhoods and businesses. It is the responsibility of the
private businesses and cities to adopt and implement the parking management plans and
accept Metro's offer for additional security presence if it is preferred. Therefore, no new
mitigation is required.
Parking revenue generated from the structure is not anticipated to be shared with the City since
Metro would be expected to utilize the revenue for operations and maintenance costs and to
support station area parking enforcement and safety issues.
Comment Response 18-31
As stated in Section 4.10.3.4 of the Draft SEIR, while the Construction Authority is not required
to adhere to local jurisdiction plans and processes, the Construction Authority will continue to
coordinate with local jurisdictions on development of the Gold Line extension and the associated
parking facilities and incorporate City policies as necessary and practicable.
Comment Response 18-32
As described in Section 1 of the Draft SEIR, parking management plans will be developed by
the Construction Authority to identify appropriate controls for the potential overflow parking.
These controls will include provisions to prohibit on-street parking for transit patrons. In addition,
Metro has agreed to assist by providing enforcement of restrictions around station areas to
prohibit overflow parking in nearby neighborhoods and businesses. It is the responsibility of the
private businesses and cities to adopt and implement the parking management plans and
accept Metro's offer for additional security presence if it is preferred. The Construction Authority
will continue to coordinate with the City of Claremont on the development of a parking
management plan and will consider their input to the analysis methodologies employed in
development of the plan.
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Comment Response 18-33
The Construction Authority continues to work with Foothill Transit and other bus service
providers on appropriate transit service during Phase 1 and Phase 2 interim conditions.
Commitments made in the 2013 FEIR remain in effect.
Comment Response 18-34
Restroom facilities may be provided at parking facilities if requested. The Construction Authority
will coordinate with local jurisdictions regarding the cost of cleaning and maintaining the
restroom facilities throughout the design and construction process, if necessary.
Comment Response 18-35
As discussed in Section 4.15 of the Draft SEIR, the Project Modifications would not introduce
the potential for new induced growth beyond that already identified for the Project in the 2013
FEIR and subsequent environmental actions. The parking facility reconfigurations represent
minor design refinements that would not modify the already identified transit service
improvements. The reconfigurations are not expected to introduce any changes to the already
analyzed and approved evaluation of growth-inducing impacts provided in the approved 2013
FEIR and subsequent environmental actions. The Project Modifications do not include the
development of employment-generating uses that might otherwise provide direct or indirect
growth-inducing impacts.
As described in the 2013 FEIR, the Project Modifications are not anticipated to directly or
indirectly attract growth beyond that already envisioned in SCAG’s 2012-2035 RTP/SCS. The
corridor cities’ land use plans recognize and account for the approved 2013 FEIR, and any
future new development would be consistent with each city’s land use plans and regulations. No
new or increased significant impacts would occur, therefore no new mitigation is required. In
addition, under the upcoming RHNA allocation process, each of the six jurisdictions identified for
this project will likely be required to plan for more housing than contemplated in the current
RTP/SCS. However, the Project Modifications are not expected to impact the cities’ ability to
plan for the additional housing.
Comment Response 18-36
The precise number of parking spaces, ADA-accessible spaces, clean air vehicle spaces, and
electric vehicle spaces will be determined as part of the project design process and in
accordance with Metro Design Criteria. Parking space numbers are reported in the Draft SEIR
as approximate to reflect the fact that minor adjustments to space numbers could occur as part
of the final design process. As stated in the Section 1.2.2.2 in the Draft SEIR, the total number
of parking spaces would be approximately 539. Section 8-05-440 (Accessible Parking Spaces
Designated for Vehicle Operators with Disabilities) of Metro's Parking Ordinance states: "The
number and dimension of accessible parking spaces and van-accessible parking spaces are
determined by ADA guidelines and specifications." Please see Metro Rail Design Criteria
Section 6 for additional details on requirements for park and ride facilities. Please also see
Response 18-17.
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Comment Response 18-37
As described in Section 1 of the Draft SEIR, parking management plans will be developed by
the Construction Authority to identify appropriate controls for the potential overflow parking.
These controls will include provisions to prohibit on-street parking for transit patrons. In addition,
Metro has agreed to assist by providing enforcement of restrictions around station areas to
prohibit overflow parking in nearby neighborhoods and businesses. It is the responsibility of the
private businesses and cities to adopt and implement the parking management plans and
accept Metro's offer for additional security presence if it is preferred. The analysis of potential
economic impacts is not required per CEQA Guidelines; therefore no new mitigation is required.
Please also see Response 18-30.
Comment Response 18-38
Aesthetic and architectural design elements will be considered by the Construction Authority
and will be implemented to the extent practicable based on funding availability. In addition,
parking facilities will be further developed during final design and will be constructed in
accordance with Metro Design Criteria.
Comment Response 18-39
Pedestrian and bicycle amenities will be further developed during final design and will be
implemented in accordance with Metro's First/Last Mile Plan. These features as well as all other
parking facility elements, such as EV charging stations will be designed in accordance with
Metro Design Criteria. Please also see Response 18-1.
Comment Response 18-40
Landscaping and sidewalk features will be further developed during final design in accordance
with Metro design criteria. All parking facility maintenance will generally be the responsibility of
Metro.
Comment Response 18-41
This comment has been considered by the Construction Authority and a pedestrian pathway is
identified on the south side of the parking facility in Draft SEIR Figure 1-6C. This feature and all
other features of the parking facility will be further evaluated as part of the final design and will
be designed in accordance with Metro Design Criteria.
Comment Response 18-42
As described in Section 4.14.3.3 of the Draft SEIR, consistent with the Project, construction of
the Project Modifications would be required to comply with National Pollutant Discharge
Elimination System (NPDES) permits described in Section 3.14.1 of the 2013 FEIR and Section
3.11.1 of the 2019 SEIR. Compliance would include preparation of a Storm Water Pollution
Prevention Plan and deployment of stormwater BMPs such as those described in Section
3.14.1.2 of the 2013 FEIR. The precise locations, sizes and designs of stormwater runoff
facilities will be determined during final design.
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Comment Response 18-43
The Construction Authority anticipates that this will be an option based on past agreements in
locations such as the City of Monrovia. Future coordination will be conducted to determine final
arrangements regarding access and pricing.
Comment Response 18-44
For the purpose of this EIR, the Construction Authority will be recommending Scenario A as the
preferred alternative for the Claremont Station parking facility. The parking facility would remain
a parking structure and in the same location as approved by the 2013 FEIR and Addendum No.
2. As described in Section 1.2.2.2 of the Draft SEIR, the total number of parking spaces would
be approximately 539, a reduction of approximately 561 spaces compared to the approved
Project. The site is in the same location as approved by the 2013 FEIR and Addendum No. 2,
and the original land uses described within those documents would not change. Because the
Construction Authority is not considering or recommending Scenario B, it will not be analyzed
any further in the Final SEIR. The Final SEIR reflects this change. If Scenario B is reconsidered
in the future because funding for Scenario A is not made available, a separate environmental
analysis would be required.
Comment Response 18-45
The City of Claremont's expectation for full extension of the Gold Line to Montclair is noted and
will be considered by the Construction Authority. As discussed in the Section 4.12 of the Draft
SEIR, the Gold Line Foothill Extension 2B First/Last Mile Plan was adopted by the Metro Board
of Directors in June 2019 (Metro 2019). Metro coordinated with the Construction Authority and
the cities of Glendora, San Dimas, La Verne, Pomona, and Claremont to create first/last mile
station area plans for the Project. The First/Last Mile Plan identifies pathways and physical
improvements to help people walk to, bike to, and otherwise access the future stations along the
Project alignment. Such improvements include wayfinding signage, crosswalks, and enhanced
sidewalk and bike infrastructure. As discussed in the First/Last Mile Plan, city staff have been
involved throughout the development and each city can adopt the plan for their city if they so
choose. The Construction Authority would consider opportunities to implement First/Last Mile
Plan projects that are within the Construction Authority’s work areas into Project construction if
additional funding is made available. Current project funding does not include funding for
elements of the First/Last Mile Plan that extend beyond the immediate station and parking
locations. Any First/Last mile improvements that may be implemented as part of the project
would be associated with station construction. The Construction Authority does not anticipate
any construction activity (First/Last mile or otherwise) in Claremont under a condition where the
Gold Line terminus is located in Pomona.
Comment Response 18-46
The ridership forecasts were evaluated based on the approved Project with Project
Modifications. Alternative sites that were evaluated in previous environmental actions were
deemed infeasible. The ridership analysis reviewed potential impacts of each phase of project

Metro Gold Line Foothill Extension–Azusa to Montclair Supplemental Environmental Impact Report
January 2021

3-119

construction as if it were a terminus. Tables 3-5, 3-6, and 3-7 as well as Appendix A of the Draft
SEIR include results of the ridership analysis for each station and at all phases of project
construction.
Parking accommodation is anticipated to be constructed as described in the Draft SEIR
regardless of the timing for specific construction phases. As discussed in Section 3.3.7 of the
Draft SEIR, existing Metrolink parking will remain in its existing location with parking
management tools such as wayfinding and parking enforcement in place to ensure parking is
used for Metrolink patrons. Similarly, Metro Gold Line parking will be identified and controlled
separately with parking management tools and enforcement in place to ensure parking is used
for Metro Gold Line patrons. Signage and payment controls will be in place to segregate parkers
from Gold Line and Metrolink and will be designed in accordance with Metro Design Criteria.
As described in Section 1 of the Draft SEIR, parking management plans will be developed by
the Construction Authority to identify appropriate controls for the potential overflow parking.
These controls will include provisions to prohibit on-street parking for transit patrons. In addition,
Metro has agreed to assist by providing enforcement of restrictions around station areas to
prohibit overflow parking in nearby neighborhoods and businesses. It is the responsibility of the
private businesses and cities to adopt and implement the parking management plans and
accept Metro's offer for additional security presence if it is preferred.
Comment Response 18-47
As described in Section 1 of the Draft SEIR, parking management plans will be developed by
the Construction Authority to identify appropriate controls for the potential overflow parking.
These controls will include provisions to prohibit on-street parking for transit patrons. In addition,
Metro has agreed to assist by providing enforcement of restrictions around station areas to
prohibit overflow parking in nearby neighborhoods and businesses. It is the responsibility of the
private businesses and cities to adopt and implement the parking management plans and
accept Metro's offer for additional security presence if it is preferred.
Comment Response 18-48
As stated in Section 4.10.3.4 of the Draft SEIR, the Construction Authority is not required to
adhere to local jurisdiction plans and processes, however the Construction Authority will
coordinate with the city to incorporate local policies to the extent practicable and will conform
with Metro Design Criteria. Nevertheless, as stated in Section 4.13.3.4 and 4.13.3.5 of the Draft
SEIR, minimal landscaping would need to be removed and would be replaced with new
landscaping once construction is complete, which would enhance the vividness of site views.
Mitigation measure VIS-1 ensures that the facility design and landscaping are appropriate for
the site and fit the surrounding community and consistent with local jurisdictions’ tree
preservation ordinances.
Comment Response 18-49 and 18-50
As included in Section 4.13.3.4 of the Draft SEIR, light and glare impacts would be minimal, as
compared to the Project, since the parking facilities would be replaced with a surface lot and
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pedestrian lighting, as opposed to a large concrete structure that may have greater potential for
spillover light. Additionally, mitigation measures VIS-4 states, "All lighting at the parking facilities
and station locations shall utilize best available technology to reduce spillover to adjacent land
uses and shall be directed away from adjacent residences. In addition, landscaping, fences, or
other measures to shield adjacent residences from light and glare shall be provided where
applicable. All lighting will conform to American National Standards Institute-Illuminating
Engineering Society of North America (ANSI-IESNA) standards." Since no new or more severe
impacts would occur related to light and glare, no new mitigation is required.
Comment Response 18-51
As explained in Section 4.3.3.4 of the Draft SEIR, several parking lot areas would be larger than
the areas for the parking structures proposed under the 2013 FEIR; thus, the parking surface lot
configurations will provide more opportunity to incorporate landscaping throughout the sites and
further local efforts to address the urban heat island effect. Landscaping is contemplated during
final design, and will determine the placement of trees in the parking areas. Furthermore, the
parking lots would not, in and off themselves, result in significant island effects given the urban,
developed condition of surrounding environs, therefore mitigation is not required to address
such potential impacts.
In 2019 Metro approved the Climate Action and Adaptation Plan (CAAP) which calls for
increased collaboration with public and private entities, including the City and County of Los
Angeles, to help identify co-benefits or redundancies among partners. Included within these
collaboration efforts are Metro’s efforts to use green infrastructure to keep stations cool, which
may help local efforts to address the urban heat island effect. The urban heat island results from
a combination of factors such as low tree canopy, albedo (reflectivity), and a large surface area
of heat-absorbing infrastructure.
Additionally, Section 4.13.3.4 of the Draft SEIR states minimal landscaping would need to be
removed and would be replaced with new landscaping once construction is complete. Mitigation
measures VIS-1, VIS-4 and VIS-5 will ensure that the facility design, landscaping, and lighting
are appropriate for the site and fit the surrounding community.
Comment Response 18-52
As explained in Section 1.2.2.4 of the Draft SEIR, the reconfiguration of station parking
structures to surface parking lots would result in less construction (duration and equipment) than
previously disclosed in the 2013 FEIR and subsequent environmental actions. Table 4.1-2 of the
Draft SEIR demonstrates a sample analysis of emissions associated with construction of a
parking structure and surface parking lot in the study area. As shown in Table 4.1-2,
construction of a surface parking lot is anticipated to result in fewer maximum daily and total
emissions than a parking structure. As described in Section 4.1.3.4, after construction, operation
of the Project Modifications, including the reconfiguration of station parking structures to surface
parking lots, would result in a decrease in passenger boardings and trips to/from the stations in
the study area under Phase 1 and Phase 2. As such, the lower ridership would result in lower
VMT savings than the Approved Project. However, with implementation of the Project
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Modifications, the Project would still generate substantial VMT savings and would result in air
quality benefits in the region.
Comment Response 18-53
As described in Section 4.14.3.3 of the Draft SEIR, consistent with the Project, construction of
the Project Modifications would be required to comply with National Pollutant Discharge
Elimination System (NPDES) permits described in Section 3.14.1 of the 2013 FEIR and Section
3.11.1 of the 2019 SEIR. Compliance would include preparation of a Storm Water Pollution
Prevention Plan and deployment of stormwater BMPs such as those described in Section
3.14.1.2 of the 2013 FEIR. The precise locations, sizes and designs of stormwater runoff
facilities will be determined during final design.
Comment Response 18-54
Since Phase 1 of the Project is funded, there was no need to analyze an interim terminus west
of Pomona. Phase 2 of the Project anticipates a future interim terminus at Claremont, and this
was analyzed for potential impacts along with the full Project build out anticipated for Phase 3 of
construction. Significant safety and security impacts are not identified; therefore no mitigation
measures are necessary. Nevertheless, the Construction Authority will incorporate station area
security and monitoring in accordance with Metro design criteria for station development.
Access to camera information will be provided to local jurisdictions. In addition, technology that
provides automatic license plate readers will be incorporated at all parking lot facilities and will
be designed in accordance with Metro Design Criteria.
Comment Response 18-55
Significant safety and security impacts are not identified; therefore no mitigation measures are
necessary. Nevertheless, the Construction Authority will incorporate station area security and
monitoring in accordance with Metro design criteria for station development. Access to camera
information will be provided to local jurisdictions. In addition, technology that provides automatic
license plate readers will be incorporated at all parking lot facilities and will be designed in
accordance with Metro Design Criteria.
Comment Response 18-56
The commenter expresses closing remarks and does not raise a specific concern regarding the
Draft SEIR.
Additional Comments
The City submitted a separate attachment that included a summary matrix of the most critical
comments conveyed in the City comment letter. These comments have been addressed in the
previous responses and will be referenced below.
Comment Response 18-57
This comment is identical to a portion of comment 18-14. Please see comment response 18-14.
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Comment Response 18-58
This comment is identical to comment 18-15. Please see comment response 18-15.
Comment Response 18-59
This comment is identical to a portion of comment 18-16. Please see comment response 18-16.
Comment Response 18-60
This comment is identical to a portion of comment 18-16. Please see comment response 18-16.
Comment Response 18-61
This comment is identical to a portion of comment 18-16. Please see comment response 18-16.
Comment Response 18-62
This comment is identical to a portion of comment 18-16. Please see comment response 18-16.
Comment Response 18-63
This comment is identical to comment 18-17. Please see comment response 18-17.
Comment Response 18-64
This comment is identical to comment 18-18. Please see comment response for comments
18-18 through 18-22.
Comment Response 18-65
This comment is identical to comment 18-19. Please see comment response for comments
18-18 through 18-22.
Comment Response 18-66
This comment is identical to comment 18-20. Please see comment response for comments
18-18 through 18-22.
Comment Response 18-67
This comment is identical to comment 18-21. Please see comment response for comments
18-18 through 18-22.
Comment Response 18-68
This comment is identical to comment 18-22. Please see comment response for comments
18-18 through 18-22.
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Comment Response 18-69
This comment is identical to comment 18-23. Please see comment response 18-23.
Comment Response 18-70
This comment is identical to comment 18-24. Please see comment response 18-24.
Comment Response 18-71
This comment is identical to comment 18-26. Please see comment response 18-26.
Comment Response 18-72
This comment is identical to comment 18-25. Please see comment response 18-25.
Comment Response 18-73
This comment includes the details of comment 18-3. Please see comment response 18-3.
Additionally, the comment asks how increased air pollution of 125,000 VMT per day is
addressed in the SEIR. As described in Section 4.1.3.4 of the Draft SEIR, the Project
Modifications result in less VMT reduction than the Approved Project at 495,200 vehicle miles
traveled (VMT) per day for the region and 46,800 per day for the study area. However, with
implementation of the Project Modifications, the Project would still generate substantial VMT
savings of 370,805 per day for the region and 40,074 per day for the study area compared to
the No Build Alternative condition and the Project. Thus, the proposed Project Modifications
would still result in an air quality benefit in the region.
Comment Response 18-74
This comment is similar to comment 18-4. Yes, the anticipated $3 parking fee is included in the
model. Please also see comment responses 18-4.
Comment Response 18-75
This comment is identical to comment 18-5. Please see comment response 18-5.
Comment Response 18-76
This comment is identical to comment 18-6. Please see comment response 18-6.
Comment Response 18-77
This comment is identical to comment 18-7. Please see comment response 18-7.
Comment Response 18-78
This comment is identical to comment 18-8. Please see comment response 18-8.
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Comment Response 18-79
This comment is identical to comment 18-9. Please see comment response 18-9.
Comment Response 18-80
This comment raises the same issue as in comment 18-38. Please see comment response
18-38.
Comment Response 18-81
This comment is identical to a portion of comment 18-44. Please see comment response 18-44.
Comment Response 18-82
This comment is identical to a portion of comment 18-44. Please see comment response 18-44.
Comment Response 18-83
This comment is identical to a portion of comment 18-44. Please see comment response 18-44.
Comment Response 18-84
This comment is identical to comment 18-45. Please see comment response 18-45.
Comment Response 18-85
This comment is identical to comment 18-49. Please see comment response 18-49.
Comment Response 18-86
This comment is identical to comment 18-53. Please see comment response 18-53.
Comment Response 18-87
This comment is identical to comment 18-55. Please see comment response 18-55.
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Comment Letter 19
STATE OF CALIFORNIA-------CALIFORNIA STATE TRANSPORTATION AGENCY

Gavin Newsom, Governor

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
DISTRICT 7 – Office of Regional Planning
100 S. MAIN STREET, MS 16
LOS ANGELES, CA 90012
PHONE (213) 897-9140
FAX (213) 897-1337
TTY 711
www.dot.ca.gov

Making Conservation
a California Way of Life.

November 9, 2020
Lisa Levy Buch
Chief Communication Officer
Metro Gold Line Foothill Extension Construction Authority
406. E. Huntington Drive, Suite 202
Monrovia, CA 91016-3633
RE: Metro Gold Line Foothill Extension
Phase 2B – Draft Supplemental
Environmental Impact Report
(Draft SEIR)
SCH # 2010121069
GTS # 07-LA-2018-03377
Vic. LA-210/PM: R 38.982 to SBD10/PM: R1.115
Dear Lisa Levy Buch:
Thank you for including the California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) in the
environmental review process for the above-mentioned project’s Draft Supplemental
Environmental Impact Report (Draft SEIR). This Draft SEIR evaluates the environmental effects
of the potential modifications to the Project approved by the Construction Authority and described
in the 2013 FEIR and subsequent environmental actions (but not including the TPSS/LADWP
refinement described in Addendum No. 3 and Modifications No. 6 and No. 7 described in
Addendum No. 4),. Like the 2013 FEIR and subsequent environmental actions, this Draft SEIR
is intended to provide information to the public, the Authority Board, and responsible and trustee
agencies regarding the potential significant environmental impacts of the Project Modifications
and to identify measures to reduce or eliminate any significant impacts.
Under Senate Bill 743 (2013), CEQA review of transportation impacts of a proposed development
are adapting to eliminate consideration of delay-and capacity-based metrics such as level of
service (LOS) and are instead focusing analysis on another metric of impact, “Vehicle Miles
Traveled (VMT). Effective July 1st, 2020, Caltrans replaced LOS with VMT when evaluating traffic
impacts.

19-1

19-2

After reviewing the project’s Draft SEIR Caltrans has the following comments:
•

Caltrans supports projects like the Metro Gold Line Extension that provide safe, reliable
and equitable transportation in a manner that reduces VMT. Based on the Governor’s
Office of Planning and Research Technical Advisory, dated December 2018, transit
and active transportation projects generally reduce VMT, therefore this project is
presumed to cause a less-than-significant impact to the State transportation system.

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system
to enhance California’s economy and livability”
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Lisa Levy Buch
November 9, 2020
Page 2 of 3
•

•

The mission of Caltrans is to provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient
transportation system to enhance California’s economy and livability. Therefore,
Caltrans encourages the Lead Agency to integrate transportation and land use in a
way that reduces VMT and Greenhouse Gas (GHG) emissions, as well as facilitates a
high level of non-motorized travel and transit use. We encourage the Lead Agency to
evaluate the potential of Transportation Demand Management (TDM) strategies and
Intelligent Transportation System (ITS) applications to meet these goals. For examples
of TDM options, please refer to:
o

The 2010 Quantifying Greenhouse Gas Mitigation Measures report by the
California Air Pollution Control Officers Association (CAPCOA), available at
http://www.capcoa.org/wp-content/uploads/2010/11/CAPCOA-QuantificationReport-9-14-Final.pdf, or

o

Integrating Demand Management into the Transportation Planning Process: A
Desk Reference (Chapter 8) by the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA),
available at https://ops.fhwa.dot.gov/publications/fhwahop12035/index.htm.

Please consider scheduling the construction working hours during off peak hours to the
maximum extent possible. This may minimize congestion and provide higher levels of
safety to the pedestrians and vehicular traffic on the streets and freeway.

19-4

19-5

Further information included for your consideration:
Please consider integrating transportation and land use in a way that reduces VMT and
Greenhouse Gas (GHG) emissions by facilitating the provision of more proximate goods and
services to shorten trip lengths and achieve a high level of non-motorized travel and transit use.
Caltrans seeks to promote safe, accessible multimodal transportation. Methods to reduce
pedestrian and bicyclist exposure to vehicles improves safety by lessening the time that the user
is in the likely path of a motor vehicle. Caltrans recommends the project consider the use of
methods such as, but not limited to, the construction of physically separated facilities such as
sidewalks, raised medians, refuge islands, and off-road paths and trails, or a reduction in crossing
distances through roadway narrowing.
Additionally, pedestrian and bicyclist warning signage, flashing beacons, crosswalks, signage
and striping can be used to indicate to motorists that they should expect to see and yield to
pedestrians and bicyclists. Visual indication from signage can be reinforced by road design
features such as lane widths, landscaping, street furniture, and other design elements.

19-6

19-7

19-8

Also, storm water run-off is a sensitive issue for Los Angeles County. Please be mindful that
projects should be designed to discharge clean run-off water. Discharge of storm water run-off is
not permitted onto State Highway facilities without a storm water management plan.

19-9

As a reminder, any transportation of heavy construction equipment and/or materials which
requires use of oversized-transport vehicles on State highways will need a Caltrans
transportation permit. We recommend large size truck trips be limited to off-peak commute
periods
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“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system
to enhance California’s economy and livability”

Lisa Levy Buch
November 9, 2020
Page 3 of 3

Finally, The Draft SEIR indicates that significant earth moving activities may take place during
construction. Please consider covering all vehicles hauling dirt and sediment as unplanned spills
can potentially adversely impact the performance of the state highway system.
If you have any questions regarding these comments, please contact project coordinator Reece
Allen, at reece.allen@dot.ca.gov and refer to GTS# 07-LA-2018-03377

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system
to enhance California’s economy and livability”
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Comment Letter 19: State of California Department of Transportation (Caltrans)
Comment Response 19-1
The commenter expresses introductory remarks and does not raise a specific concern regarding
the Draft SEIR. The Construction Authority is happy to continue working with the California
Department of Transportation in development of the Project.
Comment Response 19-2
Section 3.2.1 of the SEIR acknowledges the state regulations for identifying transportation
impacts per CEQA. This section includes a discussion about SB 743. With this regulatory
setting, travel demand modeling was performed to determine the VMT with the Project
Modifications (along with the No Build Alternative and the proposed project phases). Details on
the VMT summaries can be found in Tables 3-1, 3-2, and 3-3. The results indicate that all
"build" scenarios will result in a reduction of VMT in the study area and the region. Information
provided in the Draft SEIR related to LOS was provided for consistency with prior analyses and
to provide information to local municipalities. This information is clearly identified as analysis not
required for CEQA.
Comment Response 19-3
The comment supports conclusions identified in the Draft SEIR. As discussed in Section 4.1.3.4,
subsection "Regional Emissions Impacts," the Project Modifications result in less VMT reduction
than the Approved Project. However, even with the Project Modifications, the Project would still
generate substantial VMT savings for the region and the study area compared to the No Build
Alternative. The Project Modifications would remain consistent with the Project objectives
outlined in the 2013 FEIR, which include enhancing city-to-city mobility by providing high
frequency, reliable, and direct transit connections to downtown areas and encouraging auto trip
diversions and new transit trip activity. Also please see comment response 19-2.
Comment Response 19-4
This comment is noted and the Construction Authority will review and consider the references
supplied. As discussed in Section 4.1.3.4, subsection "Regional Emissions Impacts," the Project
Modifications result in less VMT reduction than the Approved Project. However, even with the
Project Modifications, the Project will still generate substantial VMT savings for the region and
the study area compared to the No Build Alternative. The Project Modifications would remain
consistent with the Project objectives outlined in the 2013 FEIR, which include enhancing cityto-city mobility by providing high frequency, reliable, and direct transit connections to downtown
areas and encouraging auto trip diversions and new transit trip activity. Therefore, consistent
with the conclusions in the 2013 FEIR and subsequent environmental actions, the regional
emissions associated with the reduction in VMT with implementation of the Project Modifications
would be lower than the No Build Alternative conditions. Consistent with the 2013 FEIR and
subsequent environmental actions, impacts associated with the Project Modifications would be
less than significant.
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Comment Response 19-5
As included in the Draft SEIR, mitigation measure CON-12 requires construction activity that
affects traffic flow on the arterial system to be limited to off-peak hours.
Comment Response 19-6
Land use changes around transit station areas would be supported by the transit service
proposed, not necessarily resulting in unabated or unwanted growth, but in a potential
conversion to more transit-oriented, compact development patterns as recognized and
supported by the SCAG Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy, lower
regional VMT, and improvements to the environment. The Construction Authority has continued
to coordinate with the cities in preparation of the proposed stations and has planned that any
ramifications from changes in state laws related to intensifying development around stations
would occur regardless of whether the potential parking changes are implemented. The
Construction Authority further recognizes that it does not control land uses around station areas
since the respective cities retain that control. The Construction Authority will continue to
coordinate with all local municipalities to support the potential for shorter trip lengths and high
levels of non-motorized travel.
Comment Response 19-7
Safety impacts were not identified in the Draft SEIR; therefore no mitigation is required.
However, the Construction Authority will continue to coordinate with local jurisdictions regarding
safety in and around light rail stations, parking facilities and with any associated pedestrian and
bicycle facility features. As discussed in the Section 4.12 of the Draft SEIR, the Gold Line
Foothill Extension 2B First/Last Mile Plan was adopted by the Metro Board of Directors in June
2019 (Metro 2019). Metro coordinated with the Construction Authority and the cities of
Glendora, San Dimas, La Verne, Pomona, and Claremont to create first/last mile station area
plans for the Project. The First/Last Mile Plan identifies pathways and physical improvements to
help people walk to, bike to, and otherwise access the future stations along the Project
alignment. Such improvements include wayfinding signage, crosswalks, and enhanced sidewalk
and bike infrastructure. As discussed in the First/Last Mile Plan, city staff have been involved
throughout the development and each city can adopt the plan for their city if they so choose.
The Construction Authority would consider opportunities to implement First/Last Mile Plan
projects that are within the Construction Authority’s work areas in conjunction with project
construction if additional funding is made available. Current project funding does not include
funding for elements of the First/Last Mile Plan that extend beyond the immediate station and
parking locations. The Construction Authority will include the requested considerations when
preparing final designs to the extent that they conform with Metro Design Criteria and can be
funded.
Comment Response 19-8
Detailed parking lot layout analysis and circulation operations are not part of the CEQA
environmental process. Pedestrian and bicycle amenities will be further defined during final
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design and will be in accordance with Metro's First/Last Mile Plan. The SEIR evaluates the
impacts of revised parking configurations as described in Section 1.2.2 of the Draft SEIR.
Significant CEQA transportation impacts are not identified, and therefore mitigation measures
are not required. First/last mile improvements around stations have been identified and will be
incorporated into the project design by the Construction Authority, Metro, and/or the City if
viable, and based on available funding. Any first and last mile improvements incorporated will be
constructed to improve multimodal access, but not as mitigation since significant impacts are
not identified. The Construction Authority will include the requested considerations when
preparing final designs to the extent that they conform with Metro Design Criteria and can be
funded.
Comment Response 19-9
As described in Section 4.14.3.3 of the Draft SEIR, consistent with the Project, construction of
the Project Modifications would be required to comply with National Pollutant Discharge
Elimination System (NPDES) permits described in Section 3.14.1 of the 2013 FEIR and Section
3.11.1 of the 2019 SEIR. Compliance would include preparation of a Storm Water Pollution
Prevention Plan and deployment of stormwater BMPs such as those described in Section
3.14.1.2 of the 2013 FEIR. The precise locations, sizes and designs of stormwater runoff
facilities will be determined during final design.
Comment Response 19-10
The required permit for operating oversized transportation vehicles on State highways has been
updated in Chapter 2 of the Final SEIR, Clarifications and Modifications. As included in the Draft
SEIR, mitigation measure CON-12 requires construction activity that affects traffic flow on the
arterial system to be limited to off-peak hours. No new mitigation is required.
Comment Response 19-11
As stated in the Draft SEIR, mitigation measure CON-5 would require all haul trucks hauling
soil, sand, and other loose materials to be covered (e.g., with tarps or other enclosures that
would reduce fugitive dust emissions). No new mitigation is required.
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Comment Letter 20

November 13, 2020
Ms. Lisa Levy Buch
Chief Communications Officer
Metro Gold Line Foothill Extension Construction Authority
406 E. Huntington Drive, Suite 202
Monrovia, CA 91016
RE:

Comments on Draft Metro Gold Line Foothill Extension Phase 2B Supplemental EIR Statement

Dear Ms. Levy Buch:
The Southern California Regional Rail Authority (SCRRA) has received and reviewed
the Metro Gold Line Foothill Extension Phase 2B Project Supplemental Environmental
Impact Report (EIR). We appreciate the opportunity to share the issues of concern to
SCRRA that will need to be explored in the supplemental EIR. SCRRA will continue to
work collaboratively with the Metro Gold Line Foothill Extension Construction Authority
(Authority) to ensure our areas of concern are adequately addressed for this and all
subsequent EIR documents.

20-1

The Metro Gold Line Foothill Extension parallels the Metrolink San Bernardino Line
between Pomona and Montclair Metrolink Stations. The Supplemental EIR specifically
addresses parking and circulation at key stations. The interfaces discussed herein were
explored in a study report led by the Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation
Auuthority (Metro) with the participation of SCRRA and the Authority. The study report,
known as Conceptual Design / Planning in Support of the Metrolink San Bernardino
Line / Gold Line Task Force, highlighted the need for integration of facilities between the
two rail lines. As a result, SCRRA has identified the following areas that need to be
addressed in the Supplemental EIR.
Traffic Circulation
Metro Gold Line Foothill Extension Construction Authority plans show the parking lot
associated with Pomona - North Metrolink Station on the south of the Metro Gold Line
tracks, between Garey Avenue and Santa Fe Street. With the Gold Line Extension a
significant ridership increase resulting from the extension, the Supplemental EIR should
conduct a traffic study on how the closure of Santa Fe Street at Garey Avenue, as well
as the increase in vehicle volume, will affect traffic circulation. Such a closure would
significantly impact traffic circulation around both light rail and Metrolink stations,
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Comments For Draft Metro Gold Line Foothill Extension Phase 2B - Supplemental EIR
Statement
Page 2

including access and egress from the park-and-ride lots. This needs to be investigated
in detail and mitigated comprehensively.

20-2
(cont.)

Pedestrian Safety
SCRRA requests that design accommodations for pedestrian safety be implemented as
discussed with Authority staff on August 17, 2020. Particularly, the pedestrian
access/egress into the new Metro Gold Line (light rail) parking lot should be located on
Garey Avenue so as to direct riders to cross the Metrolink tracks using the at-grade
pedestrian crossing on Garey Avenue that will have been enhanced to current SCRRA
pedestrian crossing standards. Additionally, signage and wayfinding should be installed
to direct riders from the parking lot to follow this path to the authorized pedestrian route
along the south side of the Santa Fe Depot building between Garey Avenue and the
light rail platforms. Additional signage and wayfinding should be installed between the
light rail platform and commuter rail platform to direct riders along the safest path
between the two platforms. Implementation of these measures should largely eliminate
the likelihood of riders parking in the new lot and then making their way across the
Metrolink tracks at the exisiting crossing/vehicular access into the Metrolink parking lot
where there would be the potential for pedestrians to attempt to circumvent safety
devices if they fear they may miss a Metro Gold Line train. Such behavior could,
otherwise, put them into the path of an oncoming train.

20-3

Parking
Parking at the two Metrolink stations demonstrates high rates of utilization with a high
potential to be negatively impacted by overflow demand from new adjacent Gold Line
stations. SCRRA has plans for enhanced services as part of its Southern California
Optimized Rail Expansion (SCORE) Program (up to three trains per hour in each
direction in the peak period), and the Gold Line Extension projects significant ridership
increases resulting from the extension (with up to 12 trains per hour in each direction in
the peak period). These scenarios are documented in the Metrolink San Bernardino
Line / Gold Line Task Force Study Report.
•

Pomona North Station – The Metrolink Pomona North Station and currently has
325 parking spaces with a 93% utilization rate on weekdays. The EIR shows that
surface parking lots would be constructed at the Pomona Stations rather than
parking structure as identified in the currently approved Project.

•

Claremont Station – Metrolink has 881 parking spaces in the Claremont Station,
with a 68% utilization rate on weekdays. SCRRA is concerned about two points:
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Comments For Draft Metro Gold Line Foothill Extension Phase 2B - Supplemental EIR
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(1) the type of the replacement parking facility (whether in a parking structure or
on a surface parking lot with leased parking arrangement) is undefined
(2) how the spaces will be allocated between Metrolink and Gold Line riders is
undefined.

20-4
(cont.)

Because of the dependence of commuter / regional rail on parking to meet demand,
SCRRA requests that the Authority adopt a mitigation measure to work with Metro to
adopt and implement a plan
(1) to ensure there is no net reduction in parking available for commuter rail
passengers and that there will be adequate capacity to meet the forecasts for
both Metrolink and LRT riders for the forecast time horizon, and
(2) to ensure that park-and-ride lot users use and pay for the assigned parking
facilities, especially if the price for parking is different between the two respective
facilities.
Thank you again for providing us with the opportunity to comment on the Supplemental
EIR. We look forward to our continued participation with Metro Gold Line Foothill
Extension Construction Authority on this important transportation project that will
provide many regional benefits.
Should you have any questions, please feel free to contact me at (213) 452-0468 or via
e-mail at McIntyreT@scrra.net or Roderick Diaz at (213) 452-0455 or via e-mail at
DiazR@scrra.net.
Sincerely,

Todd McIntyre
Chief Strategy Officer
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20-6

Comment Letter 20: Southern California Regional Rail Authority (Metrolink)
Comment Response 20-1
The comment provides introductory remarks and references a Conceptual Design/Planning
study in support of the Metrolink San Bernardino Line/Gold Line task force that highlights the
need for integration between the two facilities. The comment does not raise a specific concern
with the Draft SEIR. The Construction Authority is happy to continue working with SCRRA on
the Foothill Gold Line Extension Phase 2B project.
Comment Response 20-2
The traffic analysis conducted for the SEIR includes an analysis of automobile access in
accordance with the access volumes forecast by the Metro Travel Demand model. The analysis
also includes an evaluation of the effects of the closure of Santa Fe Street at Garey Avenue.
The intersection analysis conducted for the Draft SEIR included the redistribution of traffic
patterns among applicable study intersections. The Project Modifications do not result in any
significant impacts at any of these intersections. Details on the methodology for the traffic
analysis conducted for this SEIR is documented in Appendix B: Traffic Analysis Technical
Memorandum.
Comment Response 20-3
The referenced pedestrian accommodations are included in conceptual design and will be
further coordinated throughout the final design and construction process. As discussed in
Section 3.3.7 of the Draft SEIR, existing Metrolink parking will remain in its existing location and
parking management tools such as wayfinding and parking enforcement would be in place to
ensure parking is used for Metrolink patrons. Similarly, Metro Gold Line parking will be identified
and controlled separately with parking management tools and enforcement in place to ensure
parking is used for Metro Gold Line patrons. Signage and payment controls will be in place to
segregate parkers from Gold Line and Metrolink and will be designed in accordance with Metro
Design Criteria.
Detailed parking lot layout analysis and on-site circulation operations are not part of the CEQA
environmental process. The SEIR evaluates the impacts of revised parking configurations as
described in Section 1.2.2 of the Draft SEIR. Significant CEQA transportation impacts are not
identified, and therefore mitigation measures are not required. First/last mile improvements
around stations have been identified and will be incorporated into the project design by the
Construction Authority, Metro, and/or the City if viable, and based on available funding. Any first
and last mile improvements incorporated will be constructed to improve multimodal access, but
not as mitigation since significant impacts are not identified.
Comment Response 20-4
For the purpose of this EIR, the Construction Authority will be recommending Scenario A as the
preferred alternative for the Claremont Station parking facility. The parking facility would remain
a parking structure and in the same location as approved by the 2013 FEIR and Addendum No.
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2. As described in Section 1.2.2.2 of the Draft SEIR, the total number of parking spaces would
be approximately 539, a reduction of approximately 561 spaces compared to the approved
Project. Because the Construction Authority is not considering or recommending Scenario B, it
will not be analyzed any further in the Final SEIR. The Final SEIR reflects this change. If
Scenario B is reconsidered in the future because funding for Scenario A is not made available, a
separate environmental analysis would be required.
The Pomona Station parking facility will be as proposed in the Draft SEIR with a new surface lot,
providing approximately 300 parking spaces (in addition to the Metrolink parking spaces)
located south of the proposed Gold Line tracks as illustrated in Figures 1-5A and 1-5B.
Additional information on the determination of parking volume that formed the basis for the
proposed Project Modifications is available in the Supportive Transit Parking Program (STPP)
Master Plan, approved by the Metro Board on January 25, 2018. The STPP model was utilized
by Metro to determine the number of parking spaces needed for each of the five stations
analyzed in the Draft SEIR. A reference to this document has been added to the Final SEIR in
Chapter 2, Modifications to the Draft SEIR.
Parking for Metrolink riders and Gold Line riders will be clearly delineated and separated at both
the Pomona and Claremont locations via use of parking control technology, signage and
enforcement in order to prevent conditions of overflow Gold Line parking impacting Metrolink
parking. The Construction Authority will continue to coordinate with the SCRRA on this subject
throughout the final design and construction process.
Comment Response 20-5
As discussed in Section 3.3.7 of the Draft SEIR, existing Metrolink parking will remain in its
existing location with parking management tools such as wayfinding and parking enforcement in
place to ensure parking is used for Metrolink patrons. Similarly, Metro Gold Line parking will be
identified and controlled separately with parking management tools and enforcement in place to
ensure parking is used for Metro Gold Line patrons. Signage and payment controls will be in
place to segregate parkers from Gold Line and Metrolink and will be designed in accordance
with Metro Design Criteria. The Construction Authority will continue to coordinate with the
SCRRA on this subject throughout the final design and construction process.
Comment Response 20-6
The commenter expresses closing remarks and does not raise a specific concern regarding the
Draft SEIR. The Construction Authority is happy to continue working with the SCRRA on this
project.
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Comment Letter 21

METRO GOLD LINE FOOTHILL EXTENSION ‐ DESIGN REVIEW COMMENTS
PROJECT / CONTRACT NO.

Gold Line ‐ Phase 2B

REVIEWER: City of Pomona; Date: 10‐28‐20

% DESIGN STAGE:
Metro Gold Line Foothill Extension ‐ Draft SEIR
September 2020 by Metro Gold Line Foothill Extension Construction Authority
Response Code: 1‐Incorporatation Planned; 2‐Discussion/Clarification Required; 3‐ No Action Required; 4‐Design‐Builder Responsibility
Status Code: R ‐ Resolved, U ‐ Unresolved, C ‐ Completed
SUBMITTAL PACKAGE:

SEGMENT

No.

City / Agency

Page No. /
DWG No.

Comment

Please include in the traffic analysis:
‐ Intersection analysis of the parking peak hour traffic volumes and effects of
Garey / Santa Fe and Garey / Magnolia minor street intersection disconnection
and traffic re‐routing for the intersections of:
o Garey Avenue / Grevillia Street
o Garey Avenue / Arrow Highway
o Pine Street / Arrow Highway
o Amberson / Arrow Highway
o Pine Street / Grevillia Street

Response Code

Responder

Disposition

21‐1

MW

Pomona/UXR

SEIR/Gen.

21‐2

MW

Pomona/UXR

SEIR/Gen.

21-3

MW

Pomona/UXR

SEIR/Gen.

21‐4

MW

Pomona/UXR

SEIR/Gen.

Please include in the traffic analysis: Parking lot queuing and layout issues (Is the
first internal circulating road blocked by exiting vehicles during the PM peak
hour? Where are accessible parking spaces proposed?)

U

Please include in the traffic analysis: Drop off / pick up traffic volumes and
queuing analyses.

U

Evaluation of drop off / pick up traffic volumes and queuing analysis was not found.

U

Changes referenced were not found.

21-5

MW

Pomona

SEIR/Gen.

21‐6

MW

Pomona

SEIR/Gen.

21‐7

MP

Pomona

21‐8

MP

Pomona

21-9

MP

Pomona

21‐10

MP

Pomona

21-11

MP

Pomona

21‐12

MP

Pomona

21‐13

MP

Pomona

21‐14

5/6/18

Reviewer

MW

Pomona/UXR

Please include in the traffic analysis: Pedestrian accommodations between
proposed parking lot and Metro Gold Line station.
Please include in the traffic analysis: Bicycle accommodations, such as bike
locker location, bike lanes or off‐street trails and anticipated bike volume /
bicycle parking adequacy.

Please include in the traffic analysis: Are changes to the local street system proposed, to
provide bike lanes, manage on‐street
parking, etc?
Please study, analyze, evaluate and propose traffic circulation mitigations more for the
overall area and streets involved. Also, passing/congestion on Pine Street should be
addressed (buses needing to pass ques and/or parked vehicles and/or
standing/waiting/ride‐share/etc. vehicles, plus vehicles to/from Metro link lot and
adjacent businesses) ‐ Pine St. width may be tight space/width for this much vehicular
activity.
Improved pedestrian pathways from proposed parking area along Santa Fe Street are
needed to Stations, in addtion to connection along Garey Ave. Ped X‐ingS of rail near
Santa Fe St. and Supply St (pvt.) should be improved; and, addres FLM improvements
Please study, analyze, evaluate and propose traffic (passenger, bike, ped, transit…all
modes) potential mitigations needed for nearby public and private streets &
intersections.
Please address/mitigate aesthetics and heat‐island aspects of proposed parking.
Landscaping, trees, etc. needed.
Please provide Restrooms with drinking fountain, preferably near area where transit
riders would wait when being pickedup/dropped off, and/or potentially waiting
between transit arrival times. This may allow for cooperative effort and cost sharing
between Metro and Foothill Transit.
Please provide shade and furniture benches and trash recepacles near area where
transit riders would wait when being pickedup/dropped off, and/or potentially waiting
between transit arrival times. This may allow for cooperative effort and cost sharing
between Metro and Foothill Transit.
Need Wayfinding

SEIR/Gen.

Provide additional detail regarding forecast shuttle service for Pomona Station
from Montclair and Claremont. A decrease in auto traffic due to 1,400 riders of a
future shuttle seems like a potentially ambitious estimate when the Project
change designates Pomona Station as a terminus.

U

Evaluation of effects of minor street intersection disconnection / re‐routing was not found.

U

ped pathways shown on maps in Notice of Availability, but not in traffic analysis (please add)

U

Page 3‐12 of SEIR makes reference to bicycle accomodations at station areas, but specific locations /
quantities were not found.

Evaluation of parking lot queuing and layout issues was not found.

U

U

U
U

U

U
U

Additional detail regarding shuttle service was not found.

U
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PROJECT / CONTRACT NO.

Gold Line ‐ Phase 2B

REVIEWER: City of Pomona; Date: 10‐28‐20

% DESIGN STAGE:
Metro Gold Line Foothill Extension ‐ Draft SEIR
September 2020 by Metro Gold Line Foothill Extension Construction Authority
Response Code: 1‐Incorporatation Planned; 2‐Discussion/Clarification Required; 3‐ No Action Required; 4‐Design‐Builder Responsibility
Status Code: R ‐ Resolved, U ‐ Unresolved, C ‐ Completed
SUBMITTAL PACKAGE:

SEGMENT

5/6/18

No.

Reviewer

City / Agency

Page No. /
DWG No.

21‐15

MW

Pomona

SEIR/Gen.

SEIR should evaluate what happens if detailed engineering feasiblity does not
workout for NB Towne/Arrow LT lane w/storage lane extension

U

21-16

MP

Pomona

SEIR/Gen.

Outreach and contact with property owners/businesses/residents of private streets and
surrounding areas needed for impacts identification and mitigation for inclusion in SEIR

U

21‐17
21‐18
21‐19

MP
MP
MP

Pomona
Pomona
Pomona

SEIR/Gen.
SEIR/Gen.
SEIR/Gen.

Metro First‐Last Mile (FLM) study improvements should be considered
SEIR should consider potential needed changes to bus routes and schedules
SEIR should consider needed public safety services further due to project

U
U
U

Comment

Response Code

Responder

Disposition

Evaluation was not found.
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Comment Letter 21: City of Pomona
Comment Response 21-1
The SEIR included an intersection operational analysis for 18 intersections surrounding the
Pomona Station, which include the five intersections listed by the commenter. This analysis is
summarized in Table 3-14 of the Draft SEIR. Per the City of Pomona Traffic Guidelines, the
analysis for the Project Modifications identified no new traffic impacts for the Full Build, Phase 1
and Phase 2 conditions. As such, no new additional mitigations are required. The traffic analysis
conducted in support of the Draft SEIR addresses automobile circulation based on anticipated
level of access as forecast in the Metro Travel Demand Model. Additional on-site circulation
assessment and engineering reviews will be addressed as part of the final design and
construction of the parking facility.
Comment Response 21-2
As described in Section 3.3.4 of the Draft SEIR, the travel demand model and parking analysis
constrain the Park & Ride mode of station access to the number of available spaces provided by
the Metro Foothill Gold Line Extension project. This means that the model restricts the number
of Park& Ride trips to the station parking and all additional boardings at the station would arrive
by alternative modes of access, such as Kiss & Ride (including TNCs), bus, biking and walking.
Pedestrian pathways are included in the Draft SEIR and shown in Figures 1-2B, 1-3B, 1-4B, and
1-5B. Detailed parking lot layout analysis and on-site circulation operations are not part of the
CEQA environmental process. Pedestrian and bicycle amenities will be further defined during
final design and will be in accordance with Metro's First/Last Mile Plan. These features, as well
as all other parking facility elements such as EV charging stations, will be designed in
accordance with Metro Design Criteria. The Construction Authority will continue to coordinate
with the City of Pomona on these features throughout the final design and construction process.
Comment Response 21-3
Detailed parking lot layout analysis and on-site circulation operations are not part of the CEQA
environmental process. The SEIR evaluates the impacts of revised parking configurations as
described in Section 1.2.2 of the Draft SEIR. Significant CEQA transportation impacts are not
identified, and therefore mitigation measures are not required. First/last mile improvements
around stations have been identified and will be incorporated into the project design by the
Construction Authority, Metro, and/or the City if viable, and based on available funding. Any first
and last mile improvements incorporated will be constructed to improve multimodal access, but
not as mitigation since significant impacts are not identified. Provisions for bike lockers/parking
at stations will be designed in accordance with F criteria.
Comment Response 21-4
An evaluation of parking lot queuing and internal on-site circulation is not required for this CEQA
analysis. Nevertheless, the Construction Authority has completed an intersection level traffic
analysis as documented in the Draft SEIR and Appendix B that addresses off-site circulation
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and traffic congestion. Substantial issues related to internal parking lot circulation and queuing
are not anticipated based on the initial conceptual parking facility layout. The Construction
Authority will further consider on-site issues related to parking lot internal queuing and internal
circulation as part of the final design of the parking facility. The Construction Authority will
continue to coordinate with the City of Pomona throughout the design and construction process.
Comment Response 21-5
The Construction Authority has considered these issues as part of the conceptual layout of the
parking facility. The intersection level traffic analysis documented in the Draft SEIR and
Appendix B takes into account anticipated mode of access and automobile access at each
station location. Substantial issues related to drop off/pick up and queuing are not anticipated
based on the initial conceptual parking facility layout. Additional consideration for curbside
management and drop off areas will be included as part of the final design and construction of
the parking facility. The Construction Authority will continue to coordinate with the City of
Pomona throughout that final design and construction process.
Comment Response 21-6
Section 1.2.2 of the Draft SEIR has been modified as identified in Chapter 2 of the Final SEIR to
reflect that parking management plans will be developed by the Construction Authority to
identify appropriate controls for the potential overflow parking. These controls will include
provisions to prohibit on-street parking for transit patrons. In addition, Metro has agreed to assist
by providing enforcement of restrictions around station areas to prohibit overflow parking in
nearby neighborhoods and businesses. It is the responsibility of the private businesses and
cities to adopt and implement the parking management plans and accept Metro's offer for
additional enforcement and security presence if it is preferred.
As discussed in the Section 4.12 of the Draft SEIR, the Gold Line Foothill Extension 2B
First/Last Mile Plan was adopted by the Metro Board of Directors in June 2019 (Metro 2019).
Metro coordinated with the Construction Authority and the cities of Glendora, San Dimas, La
Verne, Pomona, and Claremont to create first/last mile station area plans for the Project. The
First/Last Mile Plan identifies pathways and physical improvements to help people walk to, bike
to, and otherwise access the future stations along the Project alignment. Such improvements
include wayfinding signage, crosswalks, and enhanced sidewalk and bike infrastructure. As
discussed in the First/Last Mile Plan, city staff have been involved throughout the development
and each city can adopt the plan for their city if they so choose. The Construction Authority
would consider opportunities to implement First/Last Mile Plan projects that are within the
Construction Authority’s work areas in conjunction with project construction if additional funding
is made available. Current project funding does not include funding for elements of the First/Last
Mile Plan that extend beyond the immediate station and parking locations.
Comment Response 21-7
The traffic analysis conducted in support of the Draft SEIR addresses automobile circulation and
other modes of access based on anticipated level of access as forecast in the Metro Travel
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Demand Model. As documented in the Section 3.3 of the Draft SEIR, the traffic analysis
identified no impacts; therefore no new mitigation measures are required. Detailed parking lot
layout analysis and on-site circulation operations are not part of the CEQA environmental
process. The SEIR evaluates the impacts of revised parking configurations as described in
Section 1.2.2 of the Draft SEIR. Pine Street has a total curb to curb width of approximately 45
feet, allowing for adequate space for travel lanes, parking, and potential passing as necessary.
Comment Response 21-8
As illustrated on Figure 1-5B of the Draft SEIR, pedestrian flow from the proposed parking
facility to the station is anticipated to occur along Garey Avenue where appropriate safety
measures for active railroad crossing will be provided. Changes to the pedestrian crossing near
Santa Fe Street and Supply Street are not part of the Project Modifications. The Construction
Authority has acknowledged and considered the recommendation for improved pedestrian
pathways. Pedestrian pathways from parking facilities to the Gold Line stations will be further
considered and developed as part of the final design process and will be in accordance with
Metro Design Criteria.
As discussed in the Section 4.12 of the Draft SEIR, the Gold Line Foothill Extension 2B
First/Last Mile Plan was adopted by the Metro Board of Directors in June 2019 (Metro 2019).
Metro coordinated with the Construction Authority and the cities of Glendora, San Dimas, La
Verne, Pomona, and Claremont to create first/last mile station area plans for the Project. The
First/Last Mile Plan identifies pathways and physical improvements to help people walk to, bike
to, and otherwise access the future stations along the Project alignment. Such improvements
include wayfinding signage, crosswalks, and enhanced sidewalk and bike infrastructure. As
discussed in the First/Last Mile Plan, city staff have been involved throughout the development
and each city can adopt the plan for their city if they so choose. The Construction Authority
would consider opportunities to implement First/Last Mile Plan projects that are within the
Construction Authority’s work areas in conjunction with project construction if additional funding
is made available. Current project funding does not include funding for elements of the First/Last
Mile Plan that extend beyond the immediate station and parking locations.
Comment Response 21-9
Detailed parking lot layout analysis and on-site circulation operations are not part of the CEQA
environmental process. The SEIR evaluates the impacts of revised parking configurations as
described in Section 1.2.2 of the Draft SEIR. Significant CEQA transportation impacts are not
identified, and therefore mitigation measures are not required. First/last mile improvements
around stations have been identified and will be incorporated into the project design by the
Construction Authority, Metro, and/or the City if viable, and based on available funding. Any first
and last mile improvements incorporated will be constructed to improve multimodal access, but
not as mitigation since significant impacts are not identified.
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Comment Response 21-10
Section 4.3.3.4 of the Draft SEIR states that under the parking facility reconfigurations, the
parking lot areas would be larger than the area for the parking structures proposed under the
2013 FEIR. Thus, the parking surface lot configurations will provide more opportunity to
incorporate landscaping throughout the sites and further local efforts to address the urban heat
island effect. Landscaping will be further developed during final design and the placement of
trees in the parking areas will be in accordance with Metro design criteria. Furthermore, the
parking lots would not, in and off themselves, result in significant island effects given the urban,
developed condition of surrounding environs, therefore mitigation is not required to address
such potential impacts.
Additionally, Section 4.13.3.4 of the Draft SEIR states minimal landscaping would need to be
removed and would be replaced with new landscaping once construction is complete, which
would enhance the vividness of site views. Mitigation measures VIS-1, VIS-4 and VIS-5 will
ensure that the facility design, landscaping, and lighting are appropriate for the site and fit the
surrounding community.
Comment Response 21-11
Restroom facilities and drinking fountains may be provided at parking facilities if requested and
funded. The Construction Authority will coordinate with local jurisdictions regarding the cost of
cleaning and maintaining restroom facilities and drinking fountains throughout the design and
construction process, if necessary.
Comment Response 21-12
Aesthetic and architectural design elements will be considered by the Construction Authority
and will be implemented to the extent practicable based on funding availability. The
Construction Authority will coordinate with local jurisdictions on specific features such as
landscaping and furniture to be included at stations throughout design and construction.
Comment Response 21-13
As discussed in the Section 4.12 of the Draft SEIR, the Gold Line Foothill Extension 2B
First/Last Mile Plan was adopted by the Metro Board of Directors in June 2019 (Metro 2019).
Metro coordinated with the Construction Authority and the cities of Glendora, San Dimas, La
Verne, Pomona, and Claremont to create first/last mile station area plans for the Project. The
First/Last Mile Plan identifies pathways and physical improvements to help people walk to, bike
to, and otherwise access the future stations along the Project alignment. Such improvements
include wayfinding signage, crosswalks, and enhanced sidewalk and bike infrastructure. As
discussed in the First/Last Mile Plan, city staff have been involved throughout the development
and each city can adopt the plan for their city if they so choose. The Construction Authority
would consider opportunities to implement First/Last Mile Plan projects that are within the
Construction Authority’s work areas in conjunction with project construction if additional funding
is made available. Current project funding does not include funding for elements of the First/Last
Mile Plan that extend beyond the immediate station and parking locations.
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Comment Response 21-14
The shuttle bus evaluated in the 2019 SEIR is not part of the current service plan. Therefore,
this analysis was not included in the ridership evaluation. The Construction Authority continues
to work with Foothill Transit and other bus service providers on appropriate transit service
during Phase 1 and Phase 2 interim conditions. Commitments made in the 2013 FEIR remain in
effect.
Comment Response 21-15
This comment appears to refer to a proposed mitigation measure identified in the 2019 Draft
SEIR, LTR-10. This mitigation measure was removed from the 2019 Final SEIR. The proposed
relocation of the Pomona parking structure that was analyzed in the 2019 Draft SEIR resulted in
recognition of a traffic impact and identification of LTR-10 as mitigation. The potential parking
structure relocation was eliminated from further consideration for the Final SEIR; therefore the
mitigation measure was removed. No impact has been identified for this intersection in the
current Draft SEIR, and therefore no mitigation measure is necessary.
Comment Response 21-16
The Construction Authority has conducted extensive outreach and coordination with property
and business owners, local municipalities, and the public at large throughout all environmental
processes, including the process completed as part of the development of the Draft SEIR.
Outreach during the scoping period as well as the scoping meeting completed in conjunction
with the Draft SEIR are documented in Section 5.3 of the Draft SEIR. No new CEQA impacts
requiring new mitigation measures have been identified as part of the Draft SEIR, therefore new
mitigation measures are not proposed.
Comment Response 21-17
As discussed in the Section 4.12 of the Draft SEIR, the Gold Line Foothill Extension 2B
First/Last Mile Plan was adopted by the Metro Board of Directors in June 2019 (Metro 2019).
Metro coordinated with the Construction Authority and the cities of Glendora, San Dimas, La
Verne, Pomona, and Claremont to create first/last mile station area plans for the Project. The
First/Last Mile Plan identifies pathways and physical improvements to help people walk to, bike
to, and otherwise access the future stations along the Project alignment. Such improvements
include wayfinding signage, crosswalks, and enhanced sidewalk and bike infrastructure. As
discussed in the First/Last Mile Plan, city staff have been involved throughout the development
and each city can adopt the plan for their city if they so choose. The Construction Authority
would consider opportunities to implement First/Last Mile Plan projects that are within the
Construction Authority’s work areas in conjunction with project construction if additional funding
is made available. Current project funding does not include funding for elements of the First/Last
Mile Plan that extend beyond the immediate station and parking locations.
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Comment Response 21-18
The Construction Authority continues to work with Foothill Transit and other bus service
providers on appropriate transit service during Phase 1 and Phase 2 interim conditions.
Commitments made in the 2013 FEIR remain in effect.
Comment Response 21-19
Significant safety and security impacts are not identified; therefore no mitigation measures are
necessary. Nevertheless, the Construction Authority will incorporate station area security and
monitoring in accordance with Metro Design Criteria for station development. Access to camera
information will be provided to local jurisdictions. In addition, technology that provides automatic
license plate readers will be incorporated at all parking lot facilities and will be designed in
accordance with Metro Design Criteria.
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