Chapter 7—Responses to Comments

9. Glavan, Frank, September 18, 2012.
Response 9-1
The Project alignment was designed to avoid impacting the current Metro leased property on the north
side of the right-of-way at 440 West Foothill Boulevard. Along this portion of the alignment, the
minimum clearance between the centerline of the LRT track and the edge of leased area is approximately
8 feet. This is a sufficient distance to build a fence and still allow a safe space between the track and the
fence. Therefore, the parking at this location will not be impacted by the Project.
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

tazipser@gmail.com
Lisa Levy Buch
comment
Wednesday, September 19, 2012 4:11:49 PM

Hi Lisa,
I really want to see the completion of the Gold Line to Claremont.
The Azusa to Claremont extension segment needs to be in the updated expansion
plan.
There needs to be a half-cent sales tax for this.

10-1

I would travel to Pasadena and areas beyond on the Gold Line.
--

Tammy
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10. Tammy, September 19, 2012.

Response 10-1
Your support of the project is acknowledged.
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Brian Bennett
Lisa Levy Buch
comments on Azusa to Montclair Draft EIR
Tuesday, September 25, 2012 12:13:40 PM

Lisa Levy Buch
Director of Public Affairs
Metro Gold Line Foothill Extension Construction Authority
After attending yesterday’s Azusa to Montclair Draft EIR Public Meeting in La Verne
I have a few comments.
Are provisions being made to insure that construction of the Gold Line extension will
not preclude future use of portions of the existing railroad right of way for bicycle
and pedestrian paths?
The railroad rights of way established in the infancy of what has grown to be a
densely populated area now constitute a precious resource. It’s inconceivable that
great swaths of land such as this could be cleared for public use under current
circumstances. While I wholeheartedly and enthusiastically support the Gold Line
project, it seems wise to proceed in a manner that also preserves the promise of
future complementary uses of the land along the rail line.
While a continuous bike path may not be feasible within the right of way due to
space constraints, many portions are of sufficient width to allow for a future path –
if care is taken in the construction of the Gold Line project. Whenever possible the
rail infrastructure (tracks, catenary poles, electrical equipment, etc.) should be
situated in such a way as to leave unobstructed strips of open space suitable for
future use.

11-1

The historical trend in the railroad industry towards concentrating on enhancement
of major trunk routes for freight, while abandoning many branch lines and spurs
used for local delivery, should be also considered. It is conceivable that at some point
in the future BNSF may curtail local freight operations on this “dead end” branch
line. The orientation of light rail and freight tracks should be arranged keeping in
mind the impact of possible future abandonment of the freight tracks (for example,
tracks could be laid-out such that any vacant land will be adjacent to the freight line,
ensuring the widest possible future use within the right of way).
Many parts of the right of way hold great promise as part of a network of bike paths
and lanes. We should keep in mind that the ultimate success of a public
transportation system does not happen in isolation; the interplay of rail, highway,
bicycle, and pedestrian facilities along with harmonious development creates an
interdependent web of infrastructure that supports more livable communities. Wise
transportation planning happens when we have a broad vision of the possibilities for
the future.
7-51

Brian Bennett
2235 Pattiglen Ave.
La Verne, CA 91750
bkbennett@earthlink.net
member of the Pomona Valley Bicycle Coalition
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11. Bennett, Brian, September 25, 2012.

Response 11-1
While the bike path along the alignment is outside the purview of this project, the Authority
acknowledges the community’s strong support for bicycle facilities. To the extent possible,
accommodations will be made for bicycles at all project stations, as the project is refined in the
preliminary engineering and final design phase.
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Metro Gold Line Foothill Extension
Construction Authority
406 E. Huntington Drive, Suite 202
Monrovia, CA 91 01 6-3633
To Whom it May Concern:

The purpose of this correspondence is to reply on behalf of the Los Angeles County
Sheriffs Department's (LASD) Transit Services Bureau (TSB) to the Draft
Environmental lmpact Report (Draft EIR) regarding the Azusa to Montclair Extension.
My comments are not reflective of any concerns that may be raised by LASD's San
Dimas Sheriffs Station, which services the City of San Dimas along this proposed
alignment.
TSB provides law enforcement services by contract to the Los Angeles County
Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro). Currently, TSB's deputy sheriffs and fare
enforcement security assistants assigned to the existing Gold Line work from the
Gateway Building in Downtown Los Angeles. lf the Gold Line Extension should extend
to Montclair as proposed in this latest expansion, the response times and shift
deployment issues will be impacted by the distances involved from our current staffing
location in Los Angeles to the new termination point in Montclair. Consideration should
be given to providing a field office of sufficient size to house TSB personnel assigned to
the easternmost portion of the Gold Line Extension. Metro has reviewed locations in
the La Verne/Pomona area as possible field office locations.
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Metro Gold Line Foothill Extension

-2-

September 25,2012

Should you require any additional information regarding this matter, please contact
Lieutenant George Grein of my office, at (213) 922-3687. Lieutenant Grein currently
serves as by Transit Liaison to Metro for construction issues, and he works directly with
the Gold Line Foothill Extension Construction Authority on TSB issues related to this
project.

Thank you.
Sincerely,

LEROY D. BAC

^1.l
'))X
rv\

SHE

Homeland Security Division
Transit Services Bureau
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12. Jordan, Patrick J., Commander, Homeland Security Division, Transit Services Bureau,
County of Los Angeles Sheriff’s Department, September 25, 2012.

Response 12-1
As discussed in the Draft EIR, Section 3.12, law enforcement services will be provided for the project
facilities by Metro Transit Security and Los Angeles County Sheriff’s Department. The analysis in the
Draft EIR concluded that, with the currently provided security services, there will be no significant
impact to safety with the incorporation of Mitigation Measures SS-1 through SS-8, identified in the Draft
EIR.
The question of a field office is within the purview the operating agency (Metro), and not within the
Construction Authority’s.
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From:
To:
Subject:
Date:

Lisa Levy Buch
Laura Langford
DEIR Comment
Thursday, October 04, 2012 1:02:46 PM

From: Metro Gold Line [mailto:no-reply@foothillextension.org]
Sent: Saturday, September 29, 2012 5:18 PM
To: Linda Manning
Subject: Questions/Comments Form Submission

Submitted: 2012-09-29 05:18 PM
Name: Walt Farmer
Address: 1418 8th Street, #266
City/State/Zip: Upland, CA 91786
Phone:
Cell Phone:
Ok to Text Construction Alerts?
Email Address: wlfarmer@earthlink.net
Comments/Questions: I support construction of the Metro Gold Line - Azusa to
Montclair light rail construction project. I hope that you will adopt the Build
Alternative. According to Section 2.6.1.4 for the EIR, "The No Build Alternative would
result in increased traffic congestion and deterioration of LOS for roadway segments
and intersections would result in deterioration of performance of bicycle and
pedestrians movements along the project corridor."
E-Newsletters and Updates:
Construction Alerts:
I Will Ride Updates:
Business Opportunity Updates:
Board Meeting Notices and Agendas: yes
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13. Farmer, Walt, September 29, 2012.

Response 13-1
Your support of the project is acknowledged.
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Lisa Levy Buch

Director of Public Affairs
Metro Gold Line Foothill Extension Construction Authority
406 East Huntington Drive, Suite 202
Monrovia, CA 91016
Dear Ms. Buch:

lattended the September 2!,2012 public meeting and wish to record the following comments for the
EIR:

Towne Avenue Flvover

There is an important issue in play involving the existing Metrolink trains and the crossing at this major
thoroughfare. The frequency of trains and the duration of the blockage of traffic flow when trains are
approaching and passing creates a serious public safety problem. lt is not infrequent that emergency
vehicles, fire, paramedic and ambulances, must wait for long periods of time before they can pass these
crossings. This is an issue that should have been addressed before Metrolink service was first
established. But that was then and this is now.

14-1

Given that many millions of dollars are to be spent on the flyover for Goldline trains only, there is now
an opportunity for a joint project by the Authorities to solve the serious public safety issue at the Towne
Avenue crossing. Join together, fund and build a full grade separation at this intersection.
Indian Hill Blvd.

Existing Metrolink train traffic creates gridlock where other heavily travelled streets intersect the
crossings. For instance, while trains are waiting at Claremont station and passing through the City,
traffic already backs up several blocks in both directions. With the addition of Gold Line trains coming at
10 minute intervals during hours when vehicle traffic is heaviest, surface street traffic will be brought to
a near standstill on the main thoroughfare through the City of Claremont. A grade separation at the
Indian Hill Boulevard crossing must be a part of this plan.
Respectfu lly subm itted,

#,sh

155 Marywood Avenue
Claremont, CA 91711-4831
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14. Sultze, Jack, September 29, 2012.

Response 14-1
The proposed flyover at Towne Avenue is designed not to grade separate traffic but rather to allow the
LRT tracks to switch sides with the freight/Metrolink track so that the BNSF freight can serve customers
on the north side of the track in Pomona. The Construction Authority studied this intersection and all
others along the alignment to determine which would be adversely affected by increased train traffic. Per
Metro grade crossing criteria, traffic at the Towne Avenue grade crossing does not warrant a grade
separation and one would not be built, were it not for the need for the LRT tracks to cross the
freight/Metrolink track. The grade crossing analysis and its results are provided in Section 2.6.7 of the
Draft EIR.
Response 14-2
A grade separation at Indian Hill Boulevard is unwarranted per Metro grade crossing criteria, discussed in
Section 2.6.7 of the Draft EIR. In general, grade separation results in environmental and cost impacts and
as a result the project is designed entirely at-grade except at Lone Hill Avenue and Towne Avenue where
track switchovers require an elevated structure (flyover).
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From: Barbara Fowler [mailto:brbirds@uia.net]
Sent: Monday, October 01, 2012 11:28 PM
To: Lisa Levy Buch
Cc: Barbara Fowler
Subject: Metro Gold Line light rail transit (LRT) EIR, by Oct. 5, 2012

Metro Gold Line Foothill Extension Construction Authority
406 E. Huntington Drive, Suite 202
Monrovia, CA 91016
ATTN: Lisa Levy Buch
Dear Authority and Ms. Buch,
We appreciated your organization's presentation of the proposed six-city extension of the Gold line
between Azusa and Montclair at Hillcrest Retirement Center in LaVerne, CA last week. We are
Claremont residents and concerned about the proposed thousand car garage on First Street with
accompanying retail center, and 10 trains per hour passing our homes and north-south streets, plus the
sounds and vibrations involved with the trains.
Our concerns remain:
1. There should be no commercial use at College Ave. and First St. The intersection and the streets in
the vicinity are busy with other uses: school children and youth, bicycle paths, and senior citizens, as well
as daily shoppers in the Village area of Claremont. This is an isolated and improper location to which to
add retail vehicles and shoppers. The core of Claremont is already too dense, and College Avenue is
primarily a residential and school neighborhood close to the tracks, requiring sensitive support, not
destruction and further crowding and appearance more appropriate to a much bigger urban area or city.
2. A massive three story parking structure for one thousand cars must have green set backs on College
Avenue and First Street which match those on the opposite sides of the street, allow for large trees, and
have historically and aesthetic architecture in keeping with Claremont's history and ambience. While
utilizing environmentally sound principles it must not look like the average industrial-style minimalist
LEEDS structure or show off an architect's desire to be different and notable.
3. The EIR must mark and consider all access roads to and from the one thousand car structure so
citizens will know what will happen to their surrounding residential and college and collector streets if
this portion of the Gold Line goes through. We did not hear or see this at the meeting. The EIR lacks
long-term environmental and financial impact reality without this crucial detail - partly because of State
laws which now require the speed limit be tested and changed when streets are worked on, and speed
limits changed according to how fast people are driving. Adding a thousand daily cars to the old core of
town will speed up the constant changing of speeds throughout town, changing both safety and
ambience, both of which are major EIR considerations.
4. We were appreciative that the crossing bars are tightly designed to prevent passage by cars and
bicycles while trains are going through, and will make their noise only when descending, not when
ascending. However, 10 trains per hour all day long, making that frequent a sound and vibration, plus
blocking north-south intersections, is a questionable huge price for the whole population to pay for the
relatively few people who really need the trains. The suburban towns do not need that density of
trains with the size and frequency of MetroLink trains and busses available. It will just give more excuse
for further more intense growth and development of the land, a boon to developers and people wanting to
shop and recreate elsewhere than in their own town. It is not the time to encourage either of those
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15-1

15-2

15-3

15-4

things. We doubt that this is the best way to maintain property values and create local wealth at this
point in time in outlying suburbs like Claremont.

15-4

5. Our colleges are for the most part residential, and our businesses are encouraged to hire locally, so
encouraging a highly mobile population with expensive frequent Gold Line trains seems less efficient and
cost-effective than perfecting the MetroLink trains to service the east end of Los Angeles County and the
Ontario Airport on MetroLink's way to Riverside.

15-5

Sincerely,
Barbar and Ray Fowler
272 W. 7th St.
Claremont, CA 91711
brbirds@uia.net
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15. Fowler, Barbara, October 5, 2012.

Response 15-1
Any potential commercial use within the Claremont parking structure would be developed in the future
and is not a specific and necessary feature of the project. As stated in Section 3.15 of the Draft EIR, any
future new development would be coordinated with each City’s land use plans and zoning regulations.
Response 15-2
The proposed 1,000 vehicle parking garage proposed at the southeast corner of First and College is
compatible with the scale of development along the south side of First Street west of College Avenue.
With the exception of the historic Claremont depot, adjoining development, east from College Avenue to
Indian Hill Boulevard tends to be three stories in height. The parking garage would be consistent with this
development. The density reflects the goals of the Claremont General Plan which seeks to preserve the
small town character and pedestrian-oriented design character of the Village north of First Street while
also capitalizing on the railroad station area as an “activity node.”
Although the existing landscaping at the garage site will be removed to accommodate construction
activities, the Construction Authority will work with the City of Claremont to ensure that commensurate
landscaping will be installed, and that the parking garage architectural design will be appropriate to its
design context adjoining Claremont Village and Pomona College (to the north).
Response 15-3
The traffic analysis for the EIR took into consideration the major access routes to and from the parking
structure location. Access to and from the parking structure was evaluated with the assumption that traffic
will use the major arterials to reach the station from their origin. Consequently, vehicles accessing the
parking structure from the east and west directions will utilize First Street and vehicles accessing the
parking structure from the north and south directions will utilize Indian Hill Boulevard, College Avenue
and Claremont Boulevard/Mills Avenue.
Response 15-4
As referenced in Section 3.11 of the Draft EIR, it is possible for Cities to submit petitions to the Federal
Railroad Administration (FRA) for quiet zones that preclude the need for trains to sound their horns. The
project includes the installation of supplemental safety measures, such as four quadrant gates, that are
sufficient for a quiet zone waiver, although the final determination concerning quiet zones is made by the
FRA, not the Construction Authority.
The project as proposed provides for 10 minute headways, which translates to six trains per hour in each
direction, during peak periods, and 20 minute headways, which translates to 3 trains per hour in each
direction, during off-peak periods.
Any potential traffic impacts at grade crossings were evaluated in the Draft EIR and are described in
detail in Chapter 2.
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Regarding induced development, the project could potentially attract new transit-oriented development
around the light rail transit stations. As stated in Section 3.15 of the Draft EIR, any potential future
development would be consistent with land use designations and zoning regulations established by each
city and reflective of the city’s long-term planning goals, objectives and policies for growth.
Regarding impacts to property values, economic impacts are not required to be analyzed under CEQA,
unless they result in physical effects on the environment.
Response 15-5
The project will serve a different market than the commuter-oriented Metrolink service, which focuses on
regional long-distance travel. The project will serve a different study area, including three cities with no
Metrolink service – Glendora, San Dimas and La Verne. Section 1.2 of the Draft EIR specifies the
objectives that this project is designed to meet.
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