From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Mel Boynton
Lisa Levy Buch
Gold Line Extension
Wednesday, February 02, 2011 9:43:50 PM

Dear Lisa Levy Buch,
I am a resident of Claremont and hope the Gold Line Extension will be completed soon to provide travel
accommodations to the many (some 30%) of the population that do not have a driver's license.
With the massive expansion of population expected in the next decades, it is impracticable and harmful
to the environment to just rely on freeway transport.
I hope the Gold Line and similar rail alternatives will be built as soon as practicable.
Sincerely,
Mel Boynton
1145 Baughman Dr
Claremont, CA 91711

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

michael klein
Lisa Levy Buch
gold line extension from Azuza to Montclair and later to ONT
Tuesday, January 18, 2011 5:25:18 PM

Hi Linda,
It's great to create ?4000? jobs, but let's be serious. No one is going to ride this extension. Mass
transit depends upon large population density. Mass transit depends upon many daily riders to work or
to school. We do not have this. We already have mass transit, Metro-link, to Cal State LA and to
downtown LA. No one is going to ride on a daily basis to Pasadena, especially when you consider the
fact that you will still need a car to get to from your house to the Gold line station and from the Gold
Line station to your job in Pasadena. I suppose my wife and her friends could take the Gold Line once
a month to have lunch in Pasadena in return for some Pasadena society lady taking the Gold Line
once a month to have lunch in Claremont (how likely is that?), but that is a truly expensive ride for no
net gain in business.Aren't there some schools or highways or hospitals to repair with this tax money?
Surely we are not stupid enough to believe that tax money we get from the federal government is
"free". If we have to pay taxes, lets buy something useful.
Mike Klein

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Barlow, Charlotte
Lisa Levy Buch
Eskandari, Ati; Cisneros, Cindy
Gold Line Extension Scoping Comments from the City of Pomona
Wednesday, February 02, 2011 4:32:13 PM
Goldline Extension 1.pdf

Lisa,
Please find attached a letter with scoping comments from the City of Pomona regarding the Metro Gold
Line Foothill Extension Project.
If you have any questions or concerns, please contact Ati Eskandari, City Engineer at (909) 620-2440
or by e-mail at
ati_eskandari@ci.pomona.ca.us.
<<Goldline Extension 1.pdf>>
Charlotte Barlow
Administrative Assistant III
Public Works Administration
(909) 620-2267
charlotte_barlow@ci.pomona.ca.us
Providing essential services and infrastructure to enhance our community’s life every day

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

BFrame@GalardiGroup.com
Lisa Levy Buch
Gold Line Extension...
Tuesday, February 01, 2011 5:38:08 PM

Hello - I just wanted to comment that I am in full favor of the Gold Line Extension to Montclair.
I live in Rancho Cucamonga and commute daily to Irvine. To use the Metrolink I have to travel 15
miles to the nearest station. With the Gold line extension I could transfer through LA with many other
service time options. Not only would the Gold Line be good for commuting but it would allow later
night access to and from Los Angeles that Metrolink does not provide. I look forward to the project
getting underway.
Thanks

Be eco-friendly. Please consider the environment before printing this e-mail.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Betsey Coffman
Lisa Levy Buch
Gold Line Extension
Friday, January 28, 2011 4:28:32 PM
Letter in favor of the Goldline Extension to Montclair.doc

Dear Ms. Levy Buch: I am attaching a letter in support of extending the Gold Line from Azuza to
Montclair. Sincerely, Elizabeth W. Coffman

Elizabeth W. Coffman
760 W. 9th St.
Claremont, CA 91711
January 28, 2011

Metro Gold Line Foothill Extension Construction Authority
406 E. Huntington Drive, Suite 202
Monrovia, CA 91016
ATTENTION: Lisa Levy Buch
I am a resident of Claremont, growing older, and probably will be unable to drive in a
few years. The extension of the Gold Line from Azusa to Montclair would be wonderful
for us older folks who are anticipating a real need for public transportation. I have many
contacts in Pasadena, and hate to give up my activities there. I live within walking
distance of our Depot, and if the Gold Line stopped at the Claremont Depot, I would be
able to be without a car and still get to Pasadena.
Not only would the Gold Line extension be a blessing for me, it would be a blessing for
our environment. My friends from the east coast tell me that many residents in and near
the larger cities have such convenient public transportation that they have no need for an
automobile. Anything we can do to lessen the amount of motor vehicle pollutants in our
air is progress we should be making.
Sincerely,

Elizabeth W. Coffman

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

David S
Lisa Levy Buch
Gold Line Extensions
Wednesday, January 19, 2011 1:38:40 PM

Parking, Parking, and Parking.
All stations need a large parking structure or parking lot. The only way to encourage people to use the
Gold Line, is to have plenty of parking at the stations.
Oh, the parking lot/structure should open, when the station opens!!! Unlike that Atlantic Station parking
structure, that opened up about six months after the Atlantic Station/Gold Line east side extension
opened up.
David Saw

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lisa Levy Buch
Lisa Levy Buch
Gold Line Foothill Extension
Tuesday, February 01, 2011 1:28:57 PM

Ms. Buch,
I participated in the recent Scoping Meeting held in Claremont. First a quick thank you to you and the
team that is working so diligently to make this extension come to fruition. I know that you have
received considerable public discussion regarding this project, and I wanted to drop you a quick note
prior to the end of the comment period.
This extension cannot come quickly enough. There is a considerable number of commuters that drive
the 210 freeway everyday between Montclair and Pasadena. As a Claremont resident, I am certainly
concerned about historical preservation, sight lines, and public safety. I also see the huge benefit of
this project to the alleviation of congestion and to the environment in general. In addition, I certainly
hope that the extension effort will eventually complete to the Ontario Airport - tying together the main
transportation arteries throughout Southern California and enabling access via those arteries to
International destinations.
Again, thank you for your efforts.
Sincerely,
Dan Tubbs
714-488-2964
Dan.tubbs@boeing.com

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Michael Hudson
Lisa Levy Buch
Marilyn Staats; Edward C. Starr; Steve Lustro; Michael Diaz; John Skoury; Jenkins@infraconsultllc.com;
Bramen, Robert H.
Gold Line Meeting Comments
Monday, March 14, 2011 3:45:21 PM

Hi Lisa
Following our meeting last week, I've ask various City staff for any comments or
concerns regarding the proposed work in Montclair. We don't have many, but we
want to make certain that those we do have get addressed. I'm addressing my
comments to you, but if you'd prefer a different point of contact in the future, let me
know who that should be.
Platform
The location of the center loaded platform is acceptable, but requires a crossing of
the westbound tracks to access the platform. When the second platform was added
to the Metrolink tracks, the track crossing was an issue with the CPUC, and was only
allowed temporarily until a pedestrian grade separation could be constructed. The
tunnel that was ultimately constructed was not well accepted by City staff, but was
constructed nonetheless. I've seen center loaded platforms at other stations and
assume that at-grade ped crossings are acceptable to the CPUC for light rail. If that
is the case, we have no objection to the proposal. We don't want see the same
situation occur with the Gold Line as happened with Metrolink: first, a temporary atgrade crossing, then a permanent grade separation.
The platform and track alignment as currently shown encroach into the bus area and
will require significant modifications to the bus loading areas. I've heard that the bus
companies have never been thrilled with the existing layout and would prefer to have
the bus loading areas on Richton Street. I don't think that is a good idea because it
would likely increase the number of ped crossings on Richton Street. Since
modifications will obviously be necessary, I think it would be a good idea to arrange a
meeting with Omnitrans, Foothill Transit, Riverside Transit, the City and the Gold Line
Construction Authority to see how to best redesign this.
TPSS
We've had some discussions previously regarding traction power sub stations and the
location of one such unit required in Montclair. The size of the unit and its proximity
to the tracks make it an obvious target for graffiti. Ideally, we would like to see the
TPSS located outside our City limits, but also recognize that right-of-way availability
and required spacing of the units will play an important part as to where they actually
get built. As much attention will need to be given to aesthetics and maintenance as is
given to function. We know this issue isn't unique to Montclair, but also think it highly
unlikely that MTA will come out every Monday morning to paint over the weekend
tagging.
Vehicular Grade Separations
The only Gold Line Phase 2B grade crossing within Montclair is at Monte Vista

Avenue. In our meeting last week you indicated that it was the Construction
Authority's intent to construct a grade separation between the two sets of Gold Line
tracks and Monte Vista Avenue. Maintaining an alignment parallel to and north of the
existing Metrolink tracks will likely require some adjustments to the Monte Vista
Avenue profile, already in excess of 7%. It's generally accepted that 6% should be
the maximum grade on an arterial such as Monte Vista Avenue.
Right-of-way Acquisition
It was noted in our meeting the as the Gold Line alignment moves into Montclair from
Claremont and crosses the San Antonio Channel alignment, it will be necessary to
acquire additional right-of-way beyond that already owned by Metrolink. Between the
channel and Monte Vista Avenue, the area to the north of the Metrolink right-of-way
is currently owned by the City of Montclair Redevelopment Agency. The paved area
of this ownership is currently being used as a parking lot, and construction will soon
begin on converting a portion of the parking lot into a Police Department Impound
Yard. The unpaved portion immediately north of the Metrolink property and south of
the parking lot is dedicated to water quality management issues and is part of the
City's WQMP for the parking lot. Assuming the area is still owned by the
Redevelopment Agency when right-of-way is being acquired for the Gold Line, it
would be our intent to work with you. However, whatever increase in impermeable
surface that you create with the Gold Line construction encroachment in this area will
have to be somehow offset in order to maintain the intent of the WQMP for the
parking lot.
The additional right-of-way through the station area, as previously noted, impacts the
bus area and property owned by the state.
Parking
In our meeting we discussed the existing parking and whether it would be adequate
for the Gold Line. The general consensus was that, as a terminal station, at least
temporarily, the existing 1,600 spaces currently available at the Transcenter were
probably adequate, but not necessarily convenient as most of the currently vacant
spaces are on the north side of Richton Street. We discussed a possibility of
sometime in the future building one or more parking structures. As part of the
environmental study, perhaps this concept needs to be addressed now.
Station Maintenance
To date we have not discussed whether or not there is any need for or expectation of
City involvement for maintenance of the station. Under a multi agency agreement
involving the City, the City Redevelopment Agency, SCRRA (Metrolink), and
SANBAG, the City is responsible for landscape maintenance within the existing
Metrolink operating right-of-way, trash pickup on the platforms, station lighting,
security (parking lot and platform), tunnel, sweeping the parking lot, and graffiti
abatement within the platform and bus areas. What are the Construction Authority's
and MTA's expectation of the City with respect to maintenance of any new facilities
that are to be constructed? If a parking structure were to be built, as some are at
other stations, what are your expectations regarding ownership and maintenance of
the structure?

I think that's about it for now. After the workshop next month, more issues may arise.
Mike

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Philip Wray
Lisa Levy Buch; Chris Burner
Jason Kruckeberg; Linda Hui
Gold Line Phase 2B EIR NOP
Friday, February 04, 2011 2:23:04 PM
SKMBT_C36011020415030.pdf

Hi Lisa,
I am embarrassed to say that I missed the due date on comment period for the Notice of
Preparation of the EIR for Phase 2B. I somehow wrote 2/4 on my to-do list but I see it was 2/2.
We did want to make one comment on the NOP, which I have attached in our letter. If you are still
able to accept this, that would be wonderful, if not, I fully understand.
Thanks for your consideration.
Phil Wray

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

BHealy1070@aol.com
Lisa Levy Buch
Gold Line
Friday, January 21, 2011 7:45:41 AM

I write to express my enthusiastic and whole-hearted support of the Gold Line extension through
Glendora, San Dimas, La Verne, Pomona, Claremont and Montclair.
I express this support as a 33 year Claremont resident, retired Assistant City Manger, League of
Women Voters Board Member and frequent visitor to the Pasadena area. Even though I drive a hybrid,
I would much rather ride the Gold Line than fight the traffic on the 210 freeway!
Thank you.
Bridget Healy
640 Marshall Court
Claremont, CA 91711

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

The Schencks
Lisa Levy Buch
Goldline Extension in Claremont: College Ave
Wednesday, February 23, 2011 1:22:26 PM

Hello Lisa,
The impact of adding two new rail lines in Claremont will be profound and even difficult to gauge. In
particular, the College Avenue grade crossing represents the main pedestrian artery between south
Claremont, the Village, colleges and beyond. It currently serves a large and growing population of
young families with babies and young children, college students, bike riders, walkers (with and without
dogs) plus a transient population of Claremont Dog Park users, Claremont Little Leaguers and their
families, and the students of Oakmont Elementary School. Soon to be added to this mix are the new
residents of the "Courier Place" housing development, being built immediately adjacent to the tracks.
Additionally, the vehicular traffic at College Avenue, at peek hours, with current train scheduling, can
back up as far as Arrow Highway to the south and Bonita to the north. The "Courier Place" traffic levels
will add to the safety concerns of the street. The intersection at College and First Street, for example, is
unusually wide due to the divided street and even without extra cars can be difficult to cross, both for
cars and pedestrians. Because First Street is used by both Amtrak and Foothill Transit buses, the area
is often congested with frustrated drivers. This traffic spills south to the grade crossing at College
Avenue and causes confusion at First Street as drivers attempt to travel east-west while being blocked
by the north-south overflow.
In any analysis of adding two train tracks and trains every 6 minutes (at peek time), the real impact on
the citizens, both as pedestrians and drivers, must be assessed. Because the Little League fields, Dog
Park users, elementary school (and now new housing development) already impacts the entire
population of south Claremont which uses the College Avenue grade crossing multiple times a day, the
resulting and attendant impact of adding significantly to this two lane street must be addressed
carefully and thoroughly. To do so by "plugging-in" an engineering software program which purports to
analyze and extract a real life answer should be viewed with caution. Walking and seeing how the
street currently handles the volume of traffic (which often travels at unsafe speeds through this
residential neighborhood) would assist in imagining and developing the best design for this area.
I encourage those in charge of this plan to consider carefully how the benefit of more trains can be
balanced with the safety, needs and lives of all concerned. As a longtime resident of south Claremont
who bikes, walks and traverses the tracks many times a day, I know a creative solution will be needed
to bring about the best possible plan for our town.
Thank you.
Sincerely,
Barbara Schenck
410 Elder Drive
Claremont, CA 91711
909-624-3963

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Margaux Vogel
Lisa Levy Buch; John Skoury; Jennifer Flores
Incoming Letters - Citizens comments on P2B Public Scoping Mtg
Wednesday, January 26, 2011 10:15:46 AM
1-20-11 Ctz Carol Treacy Comments from Azusa to Montclair Public Scoping Mtg.pdf
1-20-11 Ctz Mark Johnston Comments from Azusa to Montclair Public Scoping Mtg.pdf

Enclosed are incoming letters from: Citizens Carol Treacy and Mark Johnston
Subject: Comments on Phase 2B Public Scoping Meeting
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Your comments are important to us! The scoping period runs from December 27,2010 through February 2,2011. Please
return this sheet to the comment box, any staff member or by mail to the Metro Gold Line Foothill Extension Construction
Authority,406 E. Huntington Drive, Suite 202, Monrovia, CA 91016, ATTN: Lisa Levy Buch. You can also submit a
comment via email to llevybuch@foothillextension.org. Comments must be postmarked on or before February 2,2011.
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Claremont Heritage
Lisa Levy Buch
Metro Gold Line Foothill Extension EIS/EIR
Friday, January 28, 2011 11:00:17 AM

January 28, 2011
Lisa Levy Buch
Director of Public Affairs
Metro Gold Line Foothill Extension Construction Authority
406 E. Huntington Drive, Suite 202
Monrovia, CA 91016
Dear Ms. Levy Buch,
On behalf and at the direction of the Board of Directors of Claremont Heritage I respectfully submit the following
comments and questions for use in the development of an Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact
Report for the proposed 12.6-mile extension of the Metro Gold Line Foothill Extension light rail project from
Azusa to Montclair. Claremont Heritage strongly supports the completion of the extension to provide an alternative
for commuters currently using the 210 and to reduce air pollution and greenhouse gas emissions; we also support
the use of our city’s historic 1927 Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe Depot to serve both Metrolink and Gold Line
passengers. However, we have several concerns that need to be studied and addressed in the EIS/EIR.
Claremont Heritage is very concerned about the impact that the proposed track configuration will have on the
Depot, which is listed on the National Register of Historic Places and faces the original roadbed of the 1887 Santa
Fe tracks. The insertion of the new set of tracks between the Metrolink tracks and the Depot, possibly requiring the
removal of 6 to 11 feet of the Depot’s original platform, would have a significant negative effect on the Depot’s
historic integrity and aesthetics; the platform is specifically included in the Depot’s Register listing. Can the new
tracks be located to the south of the existing tracks, to avoid the historic platform? Locating the new tracks to the
north of the existing ones will also impede access from the Depot to the Metrolink lines; how will this be addressed
and access provided?
We are also concerned about the impact the proposed extension will have upon the Claremont neighborhoods
through which it will pass, specifically relating to crossing safety, noise and views. How will these impacts be
mitigated for adjacent property owners and residents? Finally, the proposed parking structure for Light Rail Transit
and Metrolink passengers will have a significant impact on the surrounding streets and neighborhoods, specifically
relating to traffic, aesthetics and views to and from the historic Depot. How will the parking structure be designed
to mitigate these impacts?
Thank you for addressing these issues and concerns in the development of the EIS/EIR. Claremont Heritage looks
forward to the successful completion of the Foothill Extension.
Sincerely,
John LoCascio
Executive Director
Claremont Heritage
P.O. Box 742
Claremont, CA 91711
909-621-0848

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Kiia.Cooksey@sce.com on behalf of Ben.Wong@sce.com
Lisa Levy Buch
Gabrielle.Degange@sce.com
Metro Gold Line Foothill Extension
Wednesday, February 02, 2011 2:51:10 PM
RD Letter MetroGold Line Foothill Extension, Azusa to Montclair Project.pdf

Good afternoon,
Attached is the Foothill Extension EIR Comment Letter. Please feel free to contact me with any
questions.

Thank you,
Ben Wong
Director
Local Public Affairs
Southern California Edison
2244 Walnut Grove Ave.
Rosemead, CA 91770
(626) 302-1942 Office
(626) 476-0363 Mobile
(626) 302-1977 Fax
21942 PAX

January 31, 2011

Ms. Lisa Levy Buch, Director of Public Affairs
Metro Gold Line Foothill Extension Construction Authority
406 E. Huntington Drive, Suite 202
Monrovia, CA 91016-3633
RE: Notice of Intent (NOI) to Prepare an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the
Metro Gold Line Foothill Extension, Azusa to Montclair in Los Angeles and San
Bernardino Counties, California
Dear Ms. Levy Buch:
Southern California Edison (SCE) appreciates the opportunity to review and provide
comment on the NOI to prepare an EIS for the Metro Gold Line Foothill Extension,
Azusa to Montclair in Los Angeles and San Bernardino Counties. The NOI indicates
three project alternatives are proposed: No-Build, Transportation System Management,
and the Build Alternative. As described, the Build Alternative proposes to extend the
Metro Gold Line light rail transit (LRT) system from the eastern boundary of Azusa to
the Montclair TransCenter located in Montclair. Six new stations are proposed in each
of the cities along the corridor: Glendora, San Dimas, La Verne, Pomona, Claremont
and Montclair. Eight traction power substations are proposed to be constructed along
the route in order to provide electrical power to the line. The Alternative is to include
two LRT tracks throughout, and one freight track between the eastern boundary of
Azusa and Pomona. It’s anticipated there will be a total of 26 at-grade crossings and 3
grade separated crossings.
The project as described has the potential to impact SCE’s existing transmission,
distribution and communication facilities as well as SCE’s easements and land rights.
In order to provide a more thorough review of the project’s potential to impact SCE
facilities and land rights, SCE will require more detailed project information for the
proposed LRT alignment and all supporting infrastructure, appurtenant facilities, and for
the six proposed transit stations, including location maps and surveyed drawings
illustrating all LRT structure elevations and profiles
Where LRT elements cross
existing SCE transmission, distribution, and telecommunication facilities, surveyed
drawings must include SCE structure locations and profiles. In addition, the location
and highest elevation of the LRT’s electric power system crossing under each of SCE’s
lines would need to be indicated. For all LRT alignments and electric power elements
adjacent to our overhead lines, we will require power line conductor elevations, plans
and profiles, grading and drainage plans, and transmission line access information.

Ms. Lisa Levy Buch, Director of Public Affairs
Page Two

Similarly, for each line crossing, we will need to look in detail at transmission line
access, conductor heights, grading and drainage, and proximity to towers.
Without this detailed information, SCE can only provide general comments on how the
proposed project potentially impacts SCE facilities and land rights, and what SCE would
like the DEIS to address as indicated below.
1. Please note there is a significant cost associated with modifying and/or relocating
220 and 500 kilovolt (kV) transmission lines. Costs could be as much as $1
million or more per SCE transmission structure that is required to be modified or
moved. The cost associated with lower voltage lines may also be quite
significant.
2. If the project as proposed requires the undergrounding of sub-transmission lines,
the cost and timeframes associated with undergrounding facilities are
significantly larger and prohibitive over moving or modifying overhead lines at
these same voltages.
3. SCE prefers not to relocate transmission lines and instead would like to work with
the Construction Authority to determine feasible LRT project design alternatives
and/or alterations to existing SCE transmission lines that allows SCE’s facilities
to operate in place. Please be advised if 500kV tower heights are required to be
increased to accommodate LRT alignments and line crossings, the following
potential project issues/concerns may exist:
a. Technical feasibility of increasing 500kV tower heights at some or all
locations;
b. All SCE lines must adhere to CPUC General Order (GO) 95 minimum
requirements for vertical clearances from ground and other structures,
which may impact LRT alignments;
c. Alterations to the transmission, distribution and communication facilities
may impact SCE’s transmission line access roads and/or may require the
access roads to be relocated;
d. Increasing SCE structure heights may increase environmental impacts to
visual resources and air traffic circulation.

Ms. Lisa Levy Buch, Director of Public Affairs
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4. SCE prefers to maintain existing and future transmission lines in place with
design adaptations, provided it is technically feasible and all operations and
maintenance requirements can be met.
Please include in the DEIS discussion and figures the location of any SCE facilities or
land rights relative to the proposed LRT alignments, structures, equipment, facilities,
train stations, temporary construction areas, construction activity, etc., associated with
the proposed project. Please also address any environmental impacts associated with
raising, relocating or modifying any existing SCE transmission lines.
SCE looks forward to working with the Metro Gold Line Foothill Extension Construction
Authority and the Federal Transportation Administration where proposed LRT project
elements potentially impact or cross SCE facilities, easements or impose upon SCE
land rights, so that together design solutions can be developed meeting both the
project’s objectives and SCE’s requirements to operate and maintain a safe and reliable
electricity system serving the community. If you have any questions regarding this
letter, please feel free to call me at (626) 302-1942.

Sincerely,

Ben Wong
Local Public Affairs Region Director
Southern California Edison Company

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

chuckrose58@cs.com
Lisa Levy Buch
Metro Gold Line from Azusa to Montclair
Tuesday, February 01, 2011 8:59:56 AM

My wife and I have concerns regarding the proposed extension of the Metro Gold
Line from Azusa to Montclair. As we understand the present plan, this line will run in
close proximity to our home at 654 Pearlanna Drive in San Dimas.
Our concerns chiefly regard excessive noise. Rather than have a rail line run through
our neighborhood we would prefer to see any public monies be used to erect sound
walls on the nearby 57 Freeway because we are already subjected to the steady din
of automobile and truck traffic from that highway.
I am also recently diagnosed with the hearing loss ailment known as “tinnitus” so I am
keenly aware of and seek to prevent noise pollution as matter of personal health.
Further, my wife often works graveyard shifts and her sleep will undoubtedly be
negatively impacted by the constant running of trains throughout each weekday.
Thank you for your consideration.
Chuck & Cathy Rose
654 Pearlanna Drive
San Dimas, CA 91773

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

rkehr1@gmail.com
Lisa Levy Buch
rkehr2@gmail.com
Metro Gold Line San Dimas Station Parking Lot Proposal and Storage Centers
Wednesday, February 02, 2011 2:59:35 PM

February 2, 2011
Re: Metro Gold Line San Dimas Station Parking Lot Proposal
Dear Ms. Buch,
Our storage center business falls within the proposed area for the Light Rail Transit
parking for the Metro Gold Line Foothill Extension San Dimas Station. We are writing to
state our objection to our valuable business being considered as a proposed site for a
parking structure.
My name is Susan Kehr and my partner, Carol Graves, and I own and co-manage Storage
Centers at 195 E. Arrow Highway in San Dimas. Our fathers built the business in 1977
and it has been family owned and run for 33 years. The hometown feel of our office and
staff combined with the pride we take in keeping our facility clean and well run has kept
our customer base steady over the years.
We have made a contribution to the community through the services we provide and the
taxes we pay. We employ San Dimas residents and use San Dimas businesses as vendor
suppliers and service providers to help run our business. We have loyal tenants who have
been with us since we opened and are now referring their children and grandchildren to us
because they trust us and see a good value in the way we run our business. San Dimas is
a great place to be.
We have invested substantial capital in this business over the years. A recent consultation
from professionals in our industry reported that around 90% of our business is coming from
the drive-by volume we have at this location. Our location on Arrow Highway is crucial to
sustaining our customer base. There is substantial competition in the self storage industry
today with small family-owned operations, like us, facing competition from larger, nationally
owned companies. Relocation would crush our business and ruin the investment we have
built for the last 33 years. Most of our investors have been with us from the beginning, are
retired, and depend on the stream of income from this investment for their livelihood.
We are committed to protecting our investment and continuing to provide the type of
business that represents what San Dimas is all about-small community hometown service
and value. We feel very strongly that the parcels on which our business is located should
be excluded from consideration within the proposed Light Rail Transit parking plan.
Sincerely,

Susan Kehr and Carol Graves
General Partners and Co-managers
Storage Centers

195 E. Arrow Highway
San Dimas
rkehr2@gmail.com

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Mondragon, RoseMarie
Lisa Levy Buch
metro line
Friday, January 14, 2011 12:24:58 PM

Hello when are the projected dates of opening station Azusa San Dimas and La Verne . Can the La
Verne station be on Wheeler as this is a more convient location .
Also where does a person apply for employment? A lot of people are interested in applying.

Thank you
RoseMarie Mondragon

--------------------------------------------------------------------SECURITY/CONFIDENTIALITY WARNING:
This message and any attachments are intended solely for the individual or entity to
which they are addressed. This communication may contain information that is
privileged, confidential, or exempt from disclosure under applicable law (e.g.,
personal health information, research data, financial information). Because this email has been sent without encryption, individuals other than the intended recipient
may be able to view the information, forward it to others or tamper with the
information without the knowledge or consent of the sender. If you are not the
intended recipient, or the employee or person responsible for delivering the message
to the intended recipient, any dissemination, distribution or copying of the
communication is strictly prohibited. If you received the communication in error,
please notify the sender immediately by replying to this message and deleting the
message and any accompanying files from your system. If, due to the security risks,
you do not wish to receive further communications via e-mail, please reply to this
message and inform the sender that you do not wish to receive further e-mail from
the sender.
---------------------------------------------------------------------

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Marilee Scaff
Lisa Levy Buch
Public comment re Gold Line Extension
Sunday, January 30, 2011 10:25:27 PM

Metro Gold Line Foothill Extension Construction Authority
Attn: Lisa Levy Buch
Comments from Marilee Scaff, 640 Alden Road Apt 2
91711

Claremont, CA

I have lived in Claremont for more than 50 years.
I have been active in many different community organizations:
President of local League of Women Voters and LA County League of
Women Voters; elected member of Board of Trustees of Claremont
Unified School District; officer in United Nations Association,
Parent Teachers Assn; Community Friends of International Students;
Clinebell Institute; Pilgrim Place Board of Directors; others.
Personal statement: Improved public transportation is essential to
economic and environmental sustainability in all of Southern
California. Extension of the Gold Line through the Eastern part of
Los Angeles Metropolitan area is a necessary element of long range
planning. We need it to be built as soon as possible.
I personally always use Metrolink if going to downtown Los Angeles:
for Board of Supervisors, other government offices. It is fast and
convenient, but expensive. Bus connections to other parts of the City
are sometimes slow and require too much walking. There is no good
public transportation from Claremont to Pasadena or many points
farther west.
STATEMENT OF PURPOSE AND NEED as provided is quite appropriate.
Add; Provide workers a more economical, fast and convenient mode of
transportation to eastern areas of LA County.
Alternative which best meets stated needs: BUILD METRO GOLD LINE
FOOTHILL EXTENSION AZUSA TO MONTCLAIR.
IMPORTANT ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES:
Plan NOW for future connection to Ontario Airport and to City of San
Bernardino and/or Redlands, Riverside. In the future, this whole
Inland Valley Area should be connected by rapid rail transit, to
minimize environmental pollution and pressure of autos on freeways.
Don't just plan for this segment. Plan ahead!
Mitigate harm: Plan carefully how to extend Gold Line tracks through
Claremont in ways that do NOT disturb the Village Center beside the
railroad tracks. For example, (1) consider building the second set
of tracks underground; or (2) move route southward and run tracks
parallel to and in the right-of-way of the I 10 Freeway.
Mitigate hazards to local communities, especially at crossings.
Thank you for your consideration of these points.
Sincerely,
Marilee Scaff

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Elizabeth Davis
Lisa Levy Buch
Rebecca Gifford
Public Comments
Monday, January 31, 2011 10:16:08 AM

We are writing to support the extension of the Metro Gold Line from Azusa to Montclair. We,
Nathaniel and Elizabeth Davis, live at 1783 Longwood Avenue in Claremont, telephone 909-624-5293.
We are longtime supporters of mass transit, hoping to diminish the use of cars and end the paving
over of our communities for highways. I (Liz) commuted to school by train in the suburbs of
Philadelphia, and my father commuted to work in the city on the train. In fact, my father was on a city
commission and fought for continuation and strengthening of the commuter train system. Philadelphia
had a network of commuter trains that could take people all over the metropolitan area.
Los Angeles needs to have such a network, also. Our dependence on cars has turned into an
impossible tangle of stalled traffic, costing time and money for everyone. As the trains become better
and more popular, the traffic and pollution will ease, and, in fact, people will spend less money on
transportation, and arrive at their destinations more relaxed and ready to work.
In Claremont and our neighboring communities, the trains would also benefit the economy. Access
to businesses and commerce would be enhanced, and shoppers and business people would be better
able to reach a variety of destinations.
In our own personal lives though we are retired, the Metro Gold Line would be wonderful for
increasing our access to such places as Pasadena, and would end the necessity of dealing with freeway
traffic.
Sincerely,
Elizabeth and Nathaniel Davis

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Rebecca Gifford
Lisa Levy Buch
Public Scoping Comments
Tuesday, February 01, 2011 11:05:44 PM

TO:
Lisa Levy Buch
Metro Gold Line Foothill Extension Construction Authority
FROM:
Rebecca Jane Gifford
1120 1/2 Harvard Avenue
Claremont, CA 91711
Email: rebgifford@gmail.com
DATE:
February 1, 2011
METRO GOLD LINE AZUSA-MONTCLAIR EXTENSION
PUBLIC SCOPING COMMENTS FOR THE RECORD:
My name is Rebecca Jane Gifford. I have been a resident of Claremont, CA for the past 3 1/2 years.
Purpose/Need:
I believe it is imperative that high-efficiency, low-cost, environmentally-effective public transportation options be
expanded to relieve growing congestion on the 210 Freeway and other major surface streets that span the
foothills of eastern Los Angeles County and points further east. Improved public transportation is also critical to
the economic stability and growth of the region between Azusa and the Ontario Airport. Each of the
communities along the route has assets which could become magnets for outside visitors. For example,
Glendora, San Dimas, La Verne, Pomona and Claremont all have charming village atmospheres with numerous
local small businesses, artists and other attractions that could benefit substantially from increased patronage.
The Claremont Colleges, Pomona Art District and Pomona Health Corridor are hubs of innovation and learning to
which more outsiders could be attracted through more conducive public transportation. Improved access to
Ontario Airport would provide greater incentive to fly in/out of this hub. Sales tax revenue could increase
through higher foot traffic.
Recommended Alternative:
Extending the Metro Gold Line is by far the most sensible option for meeting the stated purpose/needs. This
includes the current proposal to offer service between Azusa and Montclair and eventually from Montclair to
Ontario Airport.

Issues to Consider:
In order to maximize public benefit, I recommend the following issues be studied in greater detail:
Lateral transportation to/from proposed train stops: The proposed Gold Line will be of little use to persons who
find it difficult or impossible to reach their ultimate destination proximate to proposed train stops in either
Glendora, San Dimas, La Verne, Pomona, Claremont or Montclair. A comprehensive study needs to be
conducted in order to determine the lateral transportation options most needed to maximize ridership to/from
favored destinations within each of the impacted communities named. Particular attention needs to be directed
to those constituencies w/limited or no capacity to drive personal vehicles, i.e. seniors, youth, college students,
and disabled persons.
Interagency transport passes: Passengers need a one-stop option for purchasing tickets that cover travel via
public transport throughout the areas through which the extended Gold Line will traverse. In many cases, local
transport may be provided under the jurisdiction of distinct public entities. Do not expect passengers to navigate
the complexity of multiple transportation authorities. Day passes, multi-day passes, monthly passes need to

provide rider-friendly “one pass fits all” access to local buses, trolleys, and other intermediate transportation that
could move passengers efficiently from Gold Line stops to other popular local destinations such as schools,
shopping districts, medical providers, major employers and retirement communities.
Keep fares reasonable: The Metro Transportation Authority needs to cooperate by adopting fair and reasonable
fare structures for the new portions of the Gold Line extension. Focus on maximizing ridership will enable more
train cars to run closer to full capacity thereby generating fare revenue through developing and maintaining a high
volume of patrons. Poor experiences will decrease ridership and drive up cost per passenger thus perpetuating
spiraling fares that could ultimately contribute to even lower passenger volume. Riders relegated to buses will
continue to face interminable commutes already known to have negative impact on worker productivity and
decrease the amount of time parents and other caring adults can be present to children and youth who may be
home alone unsupervised.
Work to create new “transportation culture”: Angelinos are car-centric and need multiple incentives to be coaxed
from using automobiles. Consider creative marketing options including discounts by local retailers and services
to those who show a Metro day pass, multi-day pass, monthly pass. Consider tax deductions or car insurance
discounts for passengers that can prove purchase of monthly passes for a minimum number of months per year.
Focus on Ontario Airport as the ultimate destination: Do not make the mistake of ending the Metro Line at
Montclair. Pushing through to Ontario Airport will add benefit to the whole Metro System and especially the
communities along the Metro Gold Line route. Passengers destined for Ontario Airport could contribute
significantly to overall ridership. Those working at the airport as well as secondary businesses (such as
catering, parking) could also benefit greatly especially since these low-wage jobs make it difficult to purchase and
maintain personal automobiles.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Lisa Levy Buch
Harriet Rapista
RE: Glendora Station - City Ventures
Monday, January 24, 2011 10:30:00 AM
Station_Concept_Glendora.pdf

Harriet,
It was very nice meeting you last week. Thank you for taking the time to attend the San Dimas
meeting. Below are the answers to your questions and requests:
1. PDF of the Proposed Glendora Station showing the potential pedestrian access from the
north property to the station. Attached for your use (please remember that it is a proposal
and not set in stone).
2. I mentioned that we need to connect the sewer to a mainline on the south side of the
Monrovia Nursery property which requires a jack and bore permit under the existing
railroad. Can you give me the contact information for the person who handles these
permits?
According to our 3rd Party Manager, Reky Hiramoto, you will be required to get a permit
from SCRRA (Metrolink). As part of their permit process, you will also need to get a license
agreement from Metro (the Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority).
Metro will than contact us for our technical review and approval. Metro owns the right of
way and Metrolink maintains it.
You can Reky with any questions: Reky C Hiramoto, 3rd Party Manager, Metro Gold Line
Foothill Extension Construction Authority, 626.305.7006 (office), 949.400.8409 (cell), or
rhiramoto@foothillextension.org.
3. Can you please give me the contact information for Eugene, the engineer who did the
presentation last night? See below:

Let me know if we can be of further assistance.
Best,

Lisa
Lisa Levy Buch
Director of Public Affairs
Metro Gold Line Foothill Extension Construction Authority
406 E. Huntington Drive, Suite 202
Monrovia, CA 91016
626-305-7004 (office)
626-471-9049 (fax)

From: Harriet Rapista [mailto:harriet@cityventures.com]
Sent: Friday, January 21, 2011 8:40 AM
To: Lisa Levy Buch
Subject: Glendora Station - City Ventures

Hi Lisa,
It was nice to meet you last night at the Scoping meeting for the Azusa to Montclair Foothill
Extension. As I mentioned briefly, City Ventures has purchased the property adjacent to the north
of the proposed Glendora Station. They also own the property south of the tracks at Glendora
Avenue and Route 66 and are scheduled to close on 95 Acres known as Monrovia Nursery south of
Sierra Madre Blvd and north of the BNSF railroad easement. Can you please send me the following
information when you have a chance.
1. PDF of the Proposed Glendora Station showing the potential pedestrian access from the
north property to the station.
2. I mentioned that we need to connect the sewer to a mainline on the south side of the
Monrovia Nursery property which requires a jack and bore permit under the existing
railroad. Can you give me the contact information for the person who handles these
permits?
3. Can you please give me the contact information for Eugene, the engineer who did the
presentation last night?

Thank you,
Harriet Rapista
City Ventures Consultant
2850 Redhill Avenue, Suite 210
Santa Ana, CA 92705
310-947-2416 mobile

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lee Harlan
Lisa Levy Buch
Re: Gold Line extension
Tuesday, January 25, 2011 10:17:35 AM

On 1/25/2011 10:15 AM, Lee Harlan wrote:

Without a doubt, the Gold Line extension needs to come east
to the North Pomona Station. Without a doubt, the Gold Line
should not go east beyond the North Pomona Station. East of
that point, the service just is a pure duplication of Metrolink
service, at a multi-tens of million dollar expense and an
inconvenience to much of the proposed service area because
of the at-grade crossings. Imagine Indian Hill Blvd. with 15
crossings per hour (Metrolink plus Metrorail in both directions)
at a minute or so each of down crossing gates during rush
hours and the picture of what will happen at all 6 crossings
between Gary Ave. and Claremont Blvd. begins to become
clear.
The situation say ten years down the track in 2021 or
whenever the Gold Line reaches our area is that Metrolink
probably will have increased late evening trains to at least
hourly service to midnight, and by the time those trains reach
North Pomona, they will have excess capacity having
discharged abut half of their loads at more westerly stations.
So people coming from Pasadena simply either change from
Metrorail to Metrolink or will have parked their cars at the
North Pomona Station anyway. Westerly riders can be
accommodated by simply posting ticketing booths at the
Claremont and easterly stations allowing them to buy a
combined ticket to Pasadena. Should Metrolink not have
expanded, it would be far cheaper for Metrorail to buy one
diesel engine and one car to shuttle passengers east on
existing non-electrified lines than to add two more sets of
tracks.
The idea of Metrorail going to Ontario Airport is simply a red
herring. To get to Ontario Airport, the Metrorail tracks would
have to fly over both the parallel Metrolink tracks in
Claremont or Montclair and the Union Pacific tracks near the

airport, a huge expense. If we want to provide rail access to
Ontario airport, we could simply use the existing Metrolink
Riverside line which touches the airport property now and
extend a spur for a mile to the terminals. Pasadena riders
would simply ride the Gold Line to LA and then take the much
more comfortable and rapid Metrolink trains to Ontario
Airport.
I love trains, and have ridden almost all the Metrorail lines
(The gold Line extension will come next week). The transfer
plan outlined above is no more than the one used by San
Diego Trolley at its Old Town Station, and though it supposes
only one train per hour east of North Pomona except during
rush hours, demand could easily increase the frequency to
one every half hour.
Please build the Gold Line to the North Pomona Station and
plan for other less expensive and less intrusive alternatives
east of there.
- - - Lee Harlan
(909) 624-4493

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lisa Levy Buch
The Schencks
RE: Goldline in Claremont
Wednesday, February 16, 2011 11:29:00 AM

Barbara,
I am a bit confused by the train of e-mails. I believe you are asking for answers to the following two
questions:
1) Is it legal for pedestrians to cross 4 sets of tracks at a grade crossing?
2) Are there examples of similar grade crossings in the state that would mimic the College Ave crossing
with four tracks?
Regarding the first question, it sounds like you got an answer. Please let me know if you are still
needing details.
Regarding the second question, I think the best source of a broad question like that would be the
California Public Utilities Commission (CPUC). They are the agency responsible for approving all grade
crossings in the state of California and would know about other lines and systems.
The Metro Gold Line Foothill Extension Construction Authority is a sole purpose agency responsible for
building only one line - the Gold Line from Union Station to the county line along the foothills of the San
Gabriel Valley. We are not engaged in other lines around the state and not privy to specifics on other
lines. We are responsible for meeting CPUC's guidelines and will work with CPUC as design progresses
on each of the crossings between Azusa to Montclair, to receive approval for preliminary crossing
designs. This segment is currently undergoing environmental review, and detailed engineering is not yet
available. As part of the environmental review process, we will be conducting a comprehensive grade
crossing analysis. The results of the analysis will be made part of the Draft Environmental Impact
Report/Environmental Impact Statement. We anticipate the draft document will be out for public review
in the summer.
If you have a concern that you would like added to the scoping record, for use in developing the scope
of the environmental document, I will be happy to submit your comments to the technical team. The
end of the comment period was February 2, but we seem to be having trouble with connections
between our e-mails. Your concern about safety at the crossing seems like an important one for the
team to review.
Please let me know if I have addressed your questions and if you would like to submit a comment for
the formal record.
Also, if you would like me to add you to our database for future updates, please provide your complete
contact information.
I hope this was helpful.
Best,
Lisa
Lisa Levy Buch
Director of Public Affairs
Metro Gold Line Foothill Extension Construction Authority
406 E. Huntington Drive, Suite 202
Monrovia, CA 91016
626-305-7004 (office)
626-267-0161 (cell)
llevybuch@foothillextension.org

www.foothillextension.org

-----Original Message----From: The Schencks [mailto:schenckimages@iinet.com]
Sent: Thursday, February 10, 2011 6:49 PM
To: Lisa Levy Buch
Subject: Goldline in Claremont
There were two letters, sent Feb. 2 and Feb 4, 2011:
Feb 2, 2011
Hi Lisa,
I got your email from the Claremont Courier and hope you are the right person to ask:
Is it legal for pedestrians to cross 4 parallel sets of train tracks at a grade crossing?
Thank you very much,
Barbara Schenck

Feb 4, 2011
Hi Lisa,
Since emailing you the other day, I have gotten more information from the California PUC and
understand that I need to address my concerns to you in these initial stages of Goldline planning.
It is legal to build four parallel train tracks where pedestrians will cross. The risks associated with this
are reviewed by the PUC and their recommendations are given to the agencies charged with planning
and building (Goldline and Metrolink). As I understand it, there is no legal requirement that the agencies
strictly adhere to the PUC recommendations.
My concern is that there can be no mitigating plan which changes the fact that the College Avenue
railroad crossing is heavily used by the community. This crossing is adjacent to the Little League fields,
the new "low income" housing development, plus the entire community of South Claremont whose
members include large numbers of families with small children, students, and older people. The College
Avenue crossing is in constant use, as so many of us walk and ride bikes.
Adding two more sets of train tracks to an already crowded crossing, stopping cars (every few minutes
at rush hour) who are already backed up as far south as Arrow Highway and north to Second Street
during the peak hours, is simply not sustainable for this two lane street. The impact of building the
Courier Place housing development has been dismissed by the city engineer, Craig Bradshaw, who told
me personally that his computer modeling shows that there will be no significant impact to the traffic
flow on College Avenue. Upon his advice on this matter, the City Council approved the development.
I would like to know if there are other currently built RR crossings in Southern California where the
confluence of street size, volume of pedestrian and vehicular traffic mimics what is planned for College
Avenue?
Thank you for your thoughts. I look forward to your reply.
Sincerely,

Barbara Schenck

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lisa Levy Buch
Donah, Olga
RE: Questions & concerns!
Thursday, January 20, 2011 11:00:35 AM

Olga,
Thank you very much for providing your questions and comments. I will be forwarding them to the
technical team for use in the development of the scope of the environmental review. Although we
do not have all of the answers at this time, here is some information to help you understand our
current timing and plans:
The Construction Authority is developing a preliminary concept with the light rail (Gold Line) tracks
on the north side of the BNSF (freight) tracks through Glendora. In the concept, the freight track is
to be moved to the south side of the approximately 100-foot-wide right-of-way, to make room for
the two light rail tracks. Nothing yet has been decided though.
Over the next several months, we will be refining the alignment concepts as part of the
environmental review process, which will look at areas affected by the project and ways to
mitigate impacts (including locations of needed soundwalls, visual impact mitigation, etc.).
I would ask that you provide your full contact information so that the team can be aware of the
exact location of your concerns. We will also be able to add you to our database for future
notifications about the project.
Let me know if you have any additional questions at this time. We will certainly know more in the
coming months, as the environmental review progresses.
Thank you for taking the time to provide your comments.
Best,
Lisa
Lisa Levy Buch
Director of Public Affairs
Metro Gold Line Foothill Extension Construction Authority
406 E. Huntington Drive, Suite 202
Monrovia, CA 91016
626-305-7004 (office)
626-471-9049 (fax)

From: Donah, Olga [mailto:Olga.Donah@caltech.edu]
Sent: Friday, January 14, 2011 2:46 PM

To: Lisa Levy Buch
Subject: Questions & concerns!
Importance: High

Hello Lisa,
We are glad to hear from somebody who is interested in our questions & concerns.
We live very next to the existing rail road of Barranca st. in Glendora. We have a lot of
worries so far, but now a lot more are added.
Our first concern is about the side Foothill extension will take from existing tracks. Is it
going to be two rail tracks & on the North or South from existing? Makes a big difference
for us, since out house’s fence is right next to them already.
2) Is the sound wall going to be built & how tall? If there will be a wall, we won’t’ be able
to see nothing but the walls.
Question: where we can look up the drawing & get answers from??? We can’t make to the
meeting do to work schedule.
Please let us know,
Thanks a lot,
The Donah family.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Donah, Olga
Lisa Levy Buch
RE: Questions & concerns!
Thursday, January 20, 2011 2:30:01 PM

Thank you very much dear Lisa for a prompt answer. Our address is: 147 Winderemere
Lane, Glendora, CA 91741. It is Foothill Village community right of Barranca. Please keep us
posted via e-mail or reg. mail. Our contact ph. 626-857-9387.
Respectfully,
Olga & Dave Donah.
From: Lisa Levy Buch [mailto:LLevyBuch@foothillextension.org]
Sent: Thursday, January 20, 2011 11:00 AM
To: Donah, Olga
Subject: RE: Questions & concerns!

Olga,
Thank you very much for providing your questions and comments. I will be forwarding them to the
technical team for use in the development of the scope of the environmental review. Although we
do not have all of the answers at this time, here is some information to help you understand our
current timing and plans:
The Construction Authority is developing a preliminary concept with the light rail (Gold Line) tracks
on the north side of the BNSF (freight) tracks through Glendora. In the concept, the freight track is
to be moved to the south side of the approximately 100-foot-wide right-of-way, to make room for
the two light rail tracks. Nothing yet has been decided though.
Over the next several months, we will be refining the alignment concepts as part of the
environmental review process, which will look at areas affected by the project and ways to
mitigate impacts (including locations of needed soundwalls, visual impact mitigation, etc.).
I would ask that you provide your full contact information so that the team can be aware of the
exact location of your concerns. We will also be able to add you to our database for future
notifications about the project.
Let me know if you have any additional questions at this time. We will certainly know more in the
coming months, as the environmental review progresses.
Thank you for taking the time to provide your comments.
Best,
Lisa

Lisa Levy Buch
Director of Public Affairs
Metro Gold Line Foothill Extension Construction Authority
406 E. Huntington Drive, Suite 202
Monrovia, CA 91016
626-305-7004 (office)
626-471-9049 (fax)

From: Donah, Olga [mailto:Olga.Donah@caltech.edu]
Sent: Friday, January 14, 2011 2:46 PM
To: Lisa Levy Buch
Subject: Questions & concerns!
Importance: High

Hello Lisa,
We are glad to hear from somebody who is interested in our questions & concerns.
We live very next to the existing rail road of Barranca st. in Glendora. We have a lot of
worries so far, but now a lot more are added.
Our first concern is about the side Foothill extension will take from existing tracks. Is it
going to be two rail tracks & on the North or South from existing? Makes a big difference
for us, since out house’s fence is right next to them already.
2) Is the sound wall going to be built & how tall? If there will be a wall, we won’t’ be able
to see nothing but the walls.
Question: where we can look up the drawing & get answers from??? We can’t make to the
meeting do to work schedule.
Please let us know,
Thanks a lot,
The Donah family.

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

TINA GOMEZ
Lisa Levy Buch
RE: questions and comments
Thursday, January 20, 2011 6:34:42 AM

Thanks Lisa I really appreciate you responding back.I have three concerns.
1.Safety-I live right by the tracks .Will some kind of retaining wall be built to help protect the houses? I
know it won't stop a ,but it will slow it down.
2. The noise of the train and crossing arms.I'm not sure how much this train runs,but I know the noise
will be terrible.As it is when the other train goes by its loud especially because the crossing arms
sometimes gets stuck.My house is old and it doesn't have the sound proof windows and I know that
this will be a all day long ,half the night ,weekends and holidays .Right now the train goes by once or
twice a day and once in a great while on the weekends. My quality of life will be changed.
3.Traffic- I only have one access way to my house. As it is it is a big safety issue every time I turn into
my driveway because people are impatient and want to hurry on by.With the train coming by I will be
even more stressed getting into my driveway.I am worried that people will begin to speed when the
know that the train will be by,so that they will miss being stuck.We have had 2 major accidents with
people speeding and losing control going over the tracks,The last accident someone lost their life.Will
the speed limit be changed going to and from the tracks?
--- On Tue, 1/18/11, Lisa Levy Buch <LLevyBuch@foothillextension.org> wrote:
From: Lisa Levy Buch <LLevyBuch@foothillextension.org>
Subject: RE: questions and comments
To: "TINA GOMEZ" <tinabopper@verizon.net>
Date: Tuesday, January 18, 2011, 4:20 PM

Hi Tina,

Depending on the question, I may be able to answer or it may have to wait until the draft
environmental document is prepared. I will try and answer any questions I can.
Best,
Lisa
Lisa Levy Buch
Director of Public Affairs
Metro Gold Line Foothill Extension Construction Authority
406 E. Huntington Drive, Suite 202
Monrovia, CA 91016
626-305-7004 (office)
626-471-9049 (fax)

From: TINA GOMEZ [mailto:tinabopper@verizon.net]

Sent: Tuesday, January 18, 2011 4:02 PM
To: Lisa Levy Buch
Subject: Fw: questions and comments

--- On Tue, 1/18/11, TINA GOMEZ <tinabopper@verizon.net> wrote:
From: TINA GOMEZ <tinabopper@verizon.net>
Subject: questions and comments
To: llevybuch@foothillextensions.org
Date: Tuesday, January 18, 2011, 6:39 AM
Hello ,I was wondering if I submitt questions and comments to you will you be
able to answer back ? I am hoping to go to the upcoming scoping meeting ,but
if not I would like my questions answered if possible.

Thank You ,
Tina Gomez
my property runs right along the train tracks in San Dimas

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lisa Levy Buch
TINA GOMEZ
RE: questions and comments
Thursday, January 20, 2011 10:29:27 AM

Tina,
I appreciate your providing more details that I can send to the technical team as they develop the
scope of the environmental review. It would be helpful for me to have your full contact
information, so we can keep you updated on the project, and so the technical team can know
where exactly you are referring to in your comments.
Regarding noise, please remember that the light rail trains are very different than the heavy freight
trains. Light rail is much quieter, as they are lighter and run by electricity. They also don’t blow the
loud horns that freight trains blow. Light rail trains have a “quacker,” which provides a short, low
quack sound to warn pedestrians and cars at a crossing. We will be conducting a full noise analysis
though, to see where along the route soundwalls and other mitigation is needed.
Also note that the light rail trains go through most crossings in about 40 seconds, so the stoppage
of traffic is significantly shorter than the freight trains. As with noise, traffic impacts at each
crossing will be a big part of the environmental review.
I truly appreciate you taking the time to provide your comments. If you can please send your full
contact information, I would appreciate it.
Best,
Lisa
Lisa Levy Buch
Director of Public Affairs
Metro Gold Line Foothill Extension Construction Authority
406 E. Huntington Drive, Suite 202
Monrovia, CA 91016
626-305-7004 (office)
626-471-9049 (fax)

From: TINA GOMEZ [mailto:tinabopper@verizon.net]
Sent: Thursday, January 20, 2011 6:34 AM
To: Lisa Levy Buch
Subject: RE: questions and comments
Thanks Lisa I really appreciate you responding back.I have three concerns.
1.Safety-I live right by the tracks .Will some kind of retaining wall be built to help protect the houses? I
know it won't stop a ,but it will slow it down.
2. The noise of the train and crossing arms.I'm not sure how much this train runs,but I know the noise

will be terrible.As it is when the other train goes by its loud especially because the crossing arms
sometimes gets stuck.My house is old and it doesn't have the sound proof windows and I know that
this will be a all day long ,half the night ,weekends and holidays .Right now the train goes by once or
twice a day and once in a great while on the weekends. My quality of life will be changed.
3.Traffic- I only have one access way to my house. As it is it is a big safety issue every time I turn into
my driveway because people are impatient and want to hurry on by.With the train coming by I will be
even more stressed getting into my driveway.I am worried that people will begin to speed when the
know that the train will be by,so that they will miss being stuck.We have had 2 major accidents with
people speeding and losing control going over the tracks,The last accident someone lost their life.Will
the speed limit be changed going to and from the tracks?
--- On Tue, 1/18/11, Lisa Levy Buch <LLevyBuch@foothillextension.org> wrote:
From: Lisa Levy Buch <LLevyBuch@foothillextension.org>
Subject: RE: questions and comments
To: "TINA GOMEZ" <tinabopper@verizon.net>
Date: Tuesday, January 18, 2011, 4:20 PM

Hi Tina,

Depending on the question, I may be able to answer or it may have to wait until the draft
environmental document is prepared. I will try and answer any questions I can.

Best,

Lisa

Lisa Levy Buch
Director of Public Affairs
Metro Gold Line Foothill Extension Construction Authority
406 E. Huntington Drive, Suite 202
Monrovia, CA 91016
626-305-7004 (office)
626-471-9049 (fax)

From: TINA GOMEZ [mailto:tinabopper@verizon.net]
Sent: Tuesday, January 18, 2011 4:02 PM
To: Lisa Levy Buch
Subject: Fw: questions and comments

--- On Tue, 1/18/11, TINA GOMEZ <tinabopper@verizon.net> wrote:
From: TINA GOMEZ <tinabopper@verizon.net>
Subject: questions and comments
To: llevybuch@foothillextensions.org
Date: Tuesday, January 18, 2011, 6:39 AM
Hello ,I was wondering if I submitt questions and comments to you will you be able to
answer back ? I am hoping to go to the upcoming scoping meeting ,but if not I would like my
questions answered if possible.

Thank You ,
Tina Gomez
my property runs right along the train tracks in San Dimas

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

TINA GOMEZ
Lisa Levy Buch
RE: questions and comments
Friday, January 21, 2011 6:17:58 AM

Thank You Lisa,Here is my contact info .
Tina Gomez
1009 W. Gladstone st San Dimas , Ca 91773
909-720-0023
--- On Thu, 1/20/11, Lisa Levy Buch <LLevyBuch@foothillextension.org> wrote:
From: Lisa Levy Buch <LLevyBuch@foothillextension.org>
Subject: RE: questions and comments
To: "TINA GOMEZ" <tinabopper@verizon.net>
Date: Thursday, January 20, 2011, 10:29 AM

Tina,

I appreciate your providing more details that I can send to the technical team as they
develop the scope of the environmental review. It would be helpful for me to have your
full contact information, so we can keep you updated on the project, and so the technical
team can know where exactly you are referring to in your comments.
Regarding noise, please remember that the light rail trains are very different than the
heavy freight trains. Light rail is much quieter, as they are lighter and run by electricity.
They also don’t blow the loud horns that freight trains blow. Light rail trains have a
“quacker,” which provides a short, low quack sound to warn pedestrians and cars at a
crossing. We will be conducting a full noise analysis though, to see where along the route
soundwalls and other mitigation is needed.
Also note that the light rail trains go through most crossings in about 40 seconds, so the
stoppage of traffic is significantly shorter than the freight trains. As with noise, traffic
impacts at each crossing will be a big part of the environmental review.
I truly appreciate you taking the time to provide your comments. If you can please send
your full contact information, I would appreciate it.
Best,
Lisa
Lisa Levy Buch
Director of Public Affairs
Metro Gold Line Foothill Extension Construction Authority
406 E. Huntington Drive, Suite 202
Monrovia, CA 91016
626-305-7004 (office)
626-471-9049 (fax)

From: TINA GOMEZ [mailto:tinabopper@verizon.net]
Sent: Thursday, January 20, 2011 6:34 AM
To: Lisa Levy Buch
Subject: RE: questions and comments

Thanks Lisa I really appreciate you responding back.I have three concerns.

1.Safety-I live right by the tracks .Will some kind of retaining wall be built to help protect the houses? I
know it won't stop a ,but it will slow it down.

2. The noise of the train and crossing arms.I'm not sure how much this train runs,but I know the noise will
be terrible.As it is when the other train goes by its loud especially because the crossing arms sometimes
gets stuck.My house is old and it doesn't have the sound proof windows and I know that this will be a all
day long ,half the night ,weekends and holidays .Right now the train goes by once or twice a day and once
in a great while on the weekends. My quality of life will be changed.

3.Traffic- I only have one access way to my house. As it is it is a big safety issue every time I turn into
my driveway because people are impatient and want to hurry on by.With the train coming by I will be
even more stressed getting into my driveway.I am worried that people will begin to speed when the know
that the train will be by,so that they will miss being stuck.We have had 2 major accidents with people
speeding and losing control going over the tracks,The last accident someone lost their life.Will the speed
limit be changed going to and from the tracks?
--- On Tue, 1/18/11, Lisa Levy Buch <LLevyBuch@foothillextension.org> wrote:

From: Lisa Levy Buch <LLevyBuch@foothillextension.org>
Subject: RE: questions and comments
To: "TINA GOMEZ" <tinabopper@verizon.net>
Date: Tuesday, January 18, 2011, 4:20 PM

Hi Tina,

Depending on the question, I may be able to answer or it may have to wait until the draft
environmental document is prepared. I will try and answer any questions I can.

Best,

Lisa

Lisa Levy Buch
Director of Public Affairs
Metro Gold Line Foothill Extension Construction Authority
406 E. Huntington Drive, Suite 202
Monrovia, CA 91016
626-305-7004 (office)
626-471-9049 (fax)

From: TINA GOMEZ [mailto:tinabopper@verizon.net]
Sent: Tuesday, January 18, 2011 4:02 PM
To: Lisa Levy Buch
Subject: Fw: questions and comments

--- On Tue, 1/18/11, TINA GOMEZ <tinabopper@verizon.net> wrote:
From: TINA GOMEZ <tinabopper@verizon.net>
Subject: questions and comments
To: llevybuch@foothillextensions.org
Date: Tuesday, January 18, 2011, 6:39 AM
Hello ,I was wondering if I submitt questions and comments to you will you be
able to answer back ? I am hoping to go to the upcoming scoping meeting ,but
if not I would like my questions answered if possible.

Thank You ,
Tina Gomez
my property runs right along the train tracks in San Dimas

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Jui Ing Chien
Lisa Levy Buch
Dave Campbell; Sandra Salazar; Kathy Avina; Norma E. Garcia; Larry Hensley; Joan Rupert; Kandy Hays; Roy
Williams
Response - Environmental Impact Statement for the Metro Gold Line - Azusa to Montclair
Wednesday, February 02, 2011 11:35:49 AM
Response to Metro Gold Line - Azusa to Montclair.pdf

Dear Ms. Buch,
Attached is the Response Letter for the subject project.
Please let me know if you have any questions.
Jui Ing Chien | County of Los Angeles Department of Parks and Recreation - Planning and Development
Agency | 510 South Vermont Avenue, Los Angeles , CA 90020 | ph# 213.351.5129 fax#
213.639.3959 | Business Hours 6:30 A.M. to 5:00 P.M. Monday through Thursday

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Amy Altomare
Lisa Levy Buch
Response to Gold Line Scoping Session
Monday, January 31, 2011 10:31:28 AM
GoldLineResponsetoScopingSession.pdf

Hi Lisa,
Attached are the comments the City of La Verne would like to submit
based on our meeting and the Scoping Sessions. A hard copy was sent to
you via mail this morning.
Thank you,
-Amy Altomare, AICP, CGBP, LEED AP
Associate Planner
City of La Verne
3660 D Street
La Verne, CA 91750
phone: (909) 596-8706
fax: (909) 596-8737
aaltomare@ci.la-verne.ca.us

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Ballona Institute
Lisa Levy Buch
Scoping Azuza - Montclair
Wednesday, February 02, 2011 11:56:58 PM

John Ulloth
10609 Columbus Avenue
Mission Hills, CA 91345
(818) 380-1252
Dear Ms. Levy,
These are my comments on environmental issues for Phase 2B Azuza - Montclair
segment of the Gold Line Foothill extension:
1) NO CAR PARKING STRUCTURES at any MetroRail station! They never "pay for
themselves" in benefits, are an eyesore out of scale with most every city in the San
Gabriel Valley, and a huge waste of time that unneccesarily holds up the project &
waste of money the authority does not have. NO CAR PARKING LOTS AT ALL except
for the minimum Handicap dropoff spaces required, those for staff, maintenance
vehicles, & supervisor's vehicles (and keep these furthest from the station). Prioritize
Cross-Platform Transfer from train to buses- YES AND RIGHT IN FRONT! Car parking
far away and in the community just like most Metra (Chicago area communter
stations) in the past; not doing so undercuts the transit we need to prioritize! Now
think how much more transit use we could get for the money if that "last mile" of
the ride was provided by local fixed route buses, instead of easy parking lots will
improve the environment at the stations, and the budget to build more of the light
rail network we need recreated yesterday!
2) No Flyhovers for light rail at Lone Hill, North Towne Avenue or anywhere else!
Flyovers and their ramps are blight, graffitti magnets, and hack neighborhoods to
pieces. Light rail trains are short, carrying a couple hundred people per vehicle.
(there are no 100-car coal drags or local freight switching moves on light rail tracks).
The scale of most business district buildings in the San Gabriel Valley is not
sufficiently high to dominate a flyover, and the reverse is not acceptable. to
communites Use an existing bridge? FINE. Double its capacity by building a new one
in the same style next to it? No problem.
3) Make Phase 2C a Formal, Official, Actual part of the overall Gold Line Foothill
Extension ASAP! Yes it will involve county supervisors from the next county, but the
train must go through! Ontario Airport is a far more logical end-of-track for now
than the Montclair Station (bus bays in the middle of nowhere); as you've explained
it takes a 10 year long process- far too long to return a real light rail network to the
Los Angeles basin.
Thank you for your consideration,
John Jay Ulloth, "I Will Ride" pledger for LAUS- San Dimas trips (member Pacific
Railroad Society that runs the museum in the historic station there)

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Tony Witt
Lisa Levy Buch
Scoping Comment - Metro Gold Line Extension Azusa to Montclair
Sunday, January 16, 2011 11:23:37 AM

Dear Lisa Levy Buch,
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the scope of the environmental review for the Metro Gold
Line Extension. I am very supportive of the Gold Line Extension to Montclair as it will provide needed
public transit. I hope that the project will be constructed in a manner that minimizes environmental
impacts. I have a couple specific issues that I would like to see addressed in the environmental
documents.
First, the impact of the Gold Line Light Rail trains on traffic flow on local streets should be analyzed. I
am particularly concerned about the impact on Indian Hill Boulevard when the Gold Line trains are
combined with an increasing number of Metrolink trains. I hope that this impact can be lessened
through cutting edge smart gate technology that minimizes the amount of time the gates are down.
Now the gates are sometimes down on Indian Hill even when the train is at the nearby station and is
not approaching Indian Hill.
Second, I am concerned about the aesthetic impact of the necessary wires and support posts to
electrify the trains. The environmental documents should model the aesthetics at key intersections such
as Indian Hill, College Avenue and Cambridge Avenue in Claremont. Photosimulations should be
included in the environmental documents. The support structures should be designed to be as
unobtrusive as possible and spaces as far apart as feasible.
Third, I would like to see this project have a connection to Ontario Airport. The environmental
document should include analysis of the alternatives to provide this important connection.
The traffic and visual impacts should be understood by the public and decision makers and minimized to
the extent possible. The ways that this project can connect to Ontario Airport should be analyzed. I
look forward to seeing this project become a reality.
Sincerely yours,
Anthony Witt
443 West Tenth Street
Claremont, CA 91711

From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Darrell Vance
Lisa Levy Buch
Scoping Comments Regarding Gold Line: Azusa to Montclair
Thursday, January 20, 2011 7:57:18 PM

Hello Ms. Levy Buch,
I am strongly in support of the completion of this phase of the Gold Line! Current traffic
patterns on the 210 (west in the am, east in the pm) are ridiculous. Even the 'early bird' traffic
(~5am) is starting to get congested. That being said, I do have some points for local analysis
in San Dimas:
I have concerns regarding cumulative effects to traffic on San Dimas Ave - there is a
Metro Line crossing just south of Arrow Highway, and now there will be this at-grade
crossing just north of Arrow Highway. Conceivably, one could get caught in traffic
patterns where both crossings are occupied sequentially.
I would caution against proposing the bus alternative down Bonita Ave - the old
Western part of downtown would be impacted (may be some NRHP issues for
historical buildings?). Also there are several pedestrian crosswalks - better to look at
Arrow Highway, from San Dimas Ave westwards.
We would hope that any parking would include free spaces (pay parking scares off
ridership).
As a heads up for the archaeological analysis: a few blocks to the east of the proposed
San Dimas station there is a prehistoric Native American village site (Mud Springs) any ground disturbance in the San Dimas station vicinity (including the corridor to the
east) has a reasonable chance of discovery. Please keep that in mind for Native
American consultation as well (many of the local groups are aware of it) - there
could even be NAGPRA issues. [If possible, please remove this last bullet from the
official public record]
Sincerely,
Darrell Vance
1712 Paseo Jardin
San Dimas

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Jessica Cohen
"ray.tellis."@dot.gov; Lisa Levy Buch
Robert Silverstein
Scoping Objections
Wednesday, February 02, 2011 3:01:55 PM
Untitled.PDF

Ms. Buch and Mr. Tellis,
Please see the attached. Thank you.
Jessica Cohen
The Silverstein Law Firm, APC
215 North Marengo Avenue, 3rd Floor
Pasadena, CA 91101-1504
Telephone: (626) 449-4200
Facsimile: (626) 449-4205
Email: Jessica@RobertSilversteinLaw.com
Website: www.RobertSilversteinLaw.com
===================================
The information contained in this electronic mail message is confidential
information intended only for the use of the individual or entity named above,
and may be privileged. The information herein may also be protected by the
Electronic Communications Privacy Act, 18 USC Sections 2510-2521. If the
reader of this message is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified
that any dissemination, distribution or copying of this communication is
strictly prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please
immediately notify us by telephone (626-449-4200), and delete the original
message. Thank you.

