
Metro Gold Line Foothill Extension–M&O Facility SEIR 39 
December 2010 

 

Response to Monrovia Residents 

A) The opposition of nearby homeowners to locating the M&O Facility in Monrovia is 

noted. 

B) The general concern about the impact to the surrounding neighborhood from increased 

noise, traffic congestion, public services demands, and aesthetic changes is noted. A more 

detailed discussion of impacts resulting from implementation of the M&O Facility can be 

found in Section 4.12.4 (Noise Impacts), Section 4.4.4 (Traffic Impacts), Section 4.7.4 

(Public Services Impacts), and Section 4.1.4 (Aesthetics Impacts) of the Supplemental 

EIR. 

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

community are acknowledged. As noted in Section 3.4.1.1 of the Supplemental EIR, 

"After construction, landscaping and a small park-like area would be developed on the 

northwest corner of the site to enhance the visual aesthetics of the M&O Facility and 

surrounding neighborhood." Furthermore, the design of the M&O Facility in Monrovia 

would adhere to the latest Metro Design Criteria Section 11: Yards and Shops and 

Section 4: Guideway and Trackwork as well as the City of Monrovia’s General Plan and 

Update. Text in Section 3.1 of the Supplemental EIR has been added to state, "All 

applicable Metro Design criteria will be adhered to for the design of each Project 

refinement." Adherence to these standards along with adherence with all visual 

mitigation measures would ensure that no significant impact would result. The overall 

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

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

Supplemental EIR, the fencing, wall, landscaping, and flat geography would limit views 

of the M&O Facility in Monrovia on the surrounding community and thus reduce "the 

visual impact of the proposed elements." Furthermore, the application of Mitigation 

Measures V-1 from the 2007 Final EIR and V-3 from the Supplemental EIR (Section 

4.1.5) will further enhance the visual quality of the M&O Facility within the surrounding 

neighborhood. The lighting at the M&O Facility would be shielded so that nighttime 

lighting is focused on the M&O Facility with no light overspill or significant impacts on 

nearby properties and streets. 

D) The general concern with traffic congestion, noise, and the 24-hour a day operation of the 

M&O Facility is noted. These impacts are discussed in more detail in Sections 4.4.4 

(Traffic Impacts) and 4.12.4 (Noise Impacts) of the Supplemental EIR. 
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E) As described in the Supplemental EIR, construction and operation of the M&O Facility in 

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

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

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

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

superior alternative.  Following completion of the environmental document, the decision-

making agency must balance, as applicable, the economic, legal, social, technological, or 

other benefits of a proposed project against its environmental risks when determining 

whether to approve the project. Therefore, the concerns of the commenter will be 

considered in the overall evaluation of the Project. 

F) The comment is noted. The M&O Facility is consistent with the policies and objectives 

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

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

facilities, a rider drop-off area, and other improvements supporting transit facilities.” All 

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

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

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

EIR). In addition, please refer to Response to Comment E above. 

G) This comment does not raise any additional environmental- or Project-related issues. 
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Response to Southern California Edison 

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

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

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

D) These impacts are identified in the Supplemental EIR. Additional coordination with 

Southern California Edison (SCE) will occur during the design of the Project. 

E) Additional coordination with Southern California Edison will occur during the design of 

the Project. 

F)  No additional impact analysis is necessary for the Supplemental EIR. Impacts to 

electrical utilities would not result in a significant environmental impact under CEQA 

(see significance criteria defined in Section 4.8.4.1 of the Supplemental EIR). Additional 

coordination with Southern California Edison will occur during the design of the Project. 

G) The Construction Authority has met and discussed with SCE’s Distribution and 

Transmission group on multiple occasions regarding the Project location and scope. The 

requested information will be provided as the design advances since only conceptual-

level design is currently available and has already been included in the Supplemental 

EIR. As design advances, the Construction Authority and Project team will continue to 

coordinate and work with SCE to identify impacts and initiate any relocations required as 

a result of the Project.  

Text in Section 3.4.1.3 of the Supplemental EIR has been revised to state, "The 

realignment of the Mountain Avenue at the Duarte Road intersection will would require 

the relocation of overhead utilities and underground utilities, including SCE transmission 

and distribution lines." 

H) This comment does not raise any specific environmental- or Project-related issues. 
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Response to Robert P. Silverstein, The Silverstein Law Firm 

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

B) Initially the public review period began on September 23, 2010, and ended on November 

8, 2010. However, it was extended to December 9, 2010, to provide additional time for 

commenters to prepare comments. In addition to the Metro Gold Line Foothill Extension 

Construction Authority office, electronic versions of the technical studies were provided 

to the cities of Arcadia, Azusa, Duarte, Irwindale, and Monrovia planning departments 

and public libraries and made available to the public. 

C) The Construction Authority has provided responsive documents, but maintains that the 

Supplemental EIR and referenced documents, which all were already available to the 

public, were sufficient to enable interested parties to provide comments on the 

Supplemental EIR. Furthermore, the comment period for review of the Draft 

Supplemental EIR was extended to December 9, 2010, in response to commenter's 

request. 

D) Refer to Response to Comment C above. 

E) Refer to Response to Comment C above. 

F) Refer to Response to Comment C above. Further, as an accommodation to the commenter 

and to ensure sufficient opportunity for public participation, the comment period was 

extended through December 9, 2010, although the commenter did not provide any 

comments during the extended comment period. 

G) The comment is noted.  The Construction Authority extended the comment period to 

December 9, 2010, to provide additional time for commenters to prepare comments. 

H)  The comment is acknowledged as it relates to acquisition of property. The acquisition of 

this property does not constitute a significant environmental impact according to the 

impact criteria defined in Section 4.3.4 of the Supplemental EIR. As discussed, 

implementation of the proposed Project would occur under the auspices of the California 

Relocation Assistance Act, which requires the Gold Line Authority to provide procedural 

protections and benefits when they acquire property in the process of implementing 

public projects for public benefit. 

I) The comment provides no basis for the assertion that alternatives have not been 

adequately studied. To the contrary, the proposed site of the M&O Facility in Irwindale 
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(Alternative 2) was part of the proposed action in the 2007 Final EIR and has been 

evaluated as an alternative for the Supplemental EIR. This alternative was evaluated at an 

equal level of detail to that of the M&O Facility in Monrovia. As described in Section 

5.2.1 of the Supplemental EIR, a range of 25 alternatives were considered prior to 

selecting the locally preferred alternative in the 2007 Final EIR. The Supplemental EIR 

considers alternatives to the M&O Facility, thus building on the alternatives analysis 

conducted for the 2007 Final EIR. 

J) According to section 15126.6 (b) of the CEQA Guidelines, "because an EIR must 

identify ways to mitigate or avoid the significant effects that a project may have on the 

environment (Public Resources Code Section 21002.1), the discussion of alternatives 

shall focus on alternatives to the project or its location which are capable of avoiding or 

substantially lessening any significant effects of the project, even if these alternatives 

would impede to some degree the attainment of the project objectives, or would be more 

costly."  Therefore, the purpose of the alternatives proposed in the Supplemental EIR is 

to avoid or substantially lessen any significant effects the project may have on the 

physical environment. 

As described in the Supplemental EIR, the M&O Facility in Irwindale (Alternative 2) has 

the potential to result in greater environmental impacts. As a result, the M&O Facility in 

Monrovia is considered to be the environmentally superior alternative. 

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

However, the firm is on the Authority's list of those who receive notices regarding the 

Project. 

 



 

011 

A

B

C

D

E

Metro Gold Line Foothill Extension–M&O Facility SEIR 48 
December 2010 

 



Metro Gold Line Foothill Extension–M&O Facility SEIR 49 
December 2010 

 

Response to City of Monrovia 

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

B) The proposed Project refinements would be consistent with the policies and objectives 

stated in the City of Monrovia General Plan and would not conflict with the vision for the 

Station Square Transit Village Planning Area. The plan states that allowable land uses 

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

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

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

The Land Use section also states that “to maintain street activity and visual interest, 

parking structures will be either wrapped with retail or decorated with architectural 

and/or landscape treatments.” Both the M&O Facility in Monrovia and Monrovia LRT 

Station Parking Structure would include landscape elements that would be consistent 

with this policy (see Project Description in Section 3.4.1.1 and 3.4.1.4 of the 

Supplemental EIR). Additionally, the M&O Facility is consistent with the General Plan 

Amendment (GPA2010-01), Zoning Code Amendment (ZC2010-01), and Specific Plan 

approved by the City Council for this site.  

C) The design of the M&O Facility in Monrovia is not currently finalized. However, the 

Construction Authority would coordinate with the City of Monrovia on the final design 

and in compliance with the guidelines for the Station Square Transit Village Planning 

Area. As specified in the 2007 Final EIR, the Phase 2A Gold Line Foothill Extension 

Project would require a conditional use permit from the Monrovia Planning Commission 

for the Monrovia LRT Parking Structure. Additionally, the M&O Facility in Monrovia is 

consistent with the policies and objectives stated in the City of Monrovia General Plan, 

which states that allowable land uses within the Station Square Transit Village Planning 

Area include “supporting [transit] parking facilities, a rider drop-off area, and other 

improvements supporting transit facilities.” 

D) The comment is noted. The acquisition process is separate from the environmental 

analysis process. Issues that arise during acquisition will be resolved by the City of 

Monrovia, Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority, and the 

Construction Authority. 

E) This comment does not raise any specific environmental- or Project-related issues. 
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Response to Phil Savastano, Miller-Coors Brewing Company 

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

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

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

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

E) The proposed site of the M&O Facility in Irwindale (Alternative 2) was part of the 

proposed action in the 2007 Final EIR. An alternate site in Monrovia is now proposed in 

the Supplemental EIR. The desire of MillerCoors to use the proposed site of the M&O 

Facility in Irwindale (Alternative 2) for expansion of their operations is noted. It is 

acknowledged that locating the M&O Facility on the site in Irwindale may adversely 

affect future expansion plans for MillerCoors. This potential impact would not, however, 

constitute a significant impact under CEQA. 

F) The comment is noted. However, per CEQA Guidelines Section 15131(a) "economic or 

social effects of a project shall not be treated as significant effects on the environment. 

An EIR may trace a chain of cause and effect from a proposed decision on a project 

through anticipated economic or social changes resulting from the project to physical 

changes caused in turn by the economic or social changes. The intermediate economic or 

social changes need not be analyzed in any detail greater than necessary to trace the chain 

of cause and effect. The focus of the analysis shall be on the physical changes." 

Furthermore, the M&O Facility in Monrovia is the environmentally superior alternative 

as described in Section 5.4 of the Supplemental EIR. 

G) The general concern about traffic congestion related impacts is noted. A more detailed 

discussion of impacts resulting from implementation of the M&O Facility can be found 

in Section 4.4 of the Supplemental EIR. Furthermore, it is assumed that the concern about 

engineering and construction related impacts is in regards to the soil stability/geology of 

the site, and the opposition is noted. A more detailed discussion of impacts related to this 

topic can be found in Section 4.10.4 of the Supplemental EIR. 

H) The opposition to the M&O Facility in Irwindale is noted. This comment does not raise 

any specific environmental- or Project-related issues, but the comment will be considered 

by the Authority Board when considering the M&O Facility location. 
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Response to Greg Yacoub 

13 A) As described in the Supplemental EIR, the Project has the potential to result in greater 

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

geology and soils at the Irwindale location. As a result, the Construction Authority has 

determined that the constraints associated with the Irwindale location make the Monrovia 

location the preferred alternative for the M&O Facility. 

B) The commenter is correct that that Irwindale site for the proposed M&O Facility is not 

located in close proximity to noise sensitive receivers, and, therefore, noise impacts 

would not be anticipated at that site. However, the Supplemental EIR analyzes noise 

levels associated with operations of the proposed M&O Facility in Monrovia site and 

concludes, “at a distance of 70 feet (which is approximately the distance from the closest 

existing noise sensitive land use to the edge of the roadway) noise levels from the Rail 

Car Repair Facility would be approximately 56 dBA Leq or less. As a result, noise 

generated by daily M&O Facility activities is not expected to exceed the State Land Use 

Compatibility Guidelines or the General Plan.” The Supplemental EIR also concludes 

that the M&O Facility in Monrovia would result in “normally unacceptable” noise 

impacts as a result of traffic operations. As shown in Table 4.12-11, the Project’s 

contribution to the noise level increase would be minimal (0.1 to 0.4 dBA). Therefore, 

under future conditions, noise levels at the M&O Facility and adjacent residences would 

be similar to noise levels without the Project. To address noise impacts that would result 

from the Project, “The subsequent mitigation measures continue from the 2007 Final EIR 

Noise Mitigation Measures (N-1 through N-4), which are all still applicable to the Project 

refinements.” With implementation of these mitigation measures, all noise impacts at the 

M&O Facility would be less than significant. 

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

community are acknowledged. The design of the M&O Facility in Monrovia would 

adhere to the latest Metro Design Criteria Section 11: Yards and Shops and Section 4: 

Guideway and Trackwork as well as the City of Monrovia’s General Plan and Update. 

Text in Section 3.1 of the Supplemental EIR has been added to state, "All applicable 

Metro Design criteria will be adhered to for the design of each Project refinement." 

Adherence to these standards along with adherence with all visual mitigation measures 

would ensure that no significant impact would result. The overall site would be 

completely enclosed by security fencing and retaining walls with landscaping on the 

outside perimeter of the fence. The fencing, wall, landscaping, and flat geography would 

limit views of the M&O Facility in Monrovia on the surrounding community. The 
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lighting at the M&O Facility would be shielded so that nighttime lighting is focused on 

the M&O Facility with no light overspill or significant impacts on nearby properties and 

streets. 

D) As stated in Section 4.12.4.2 of the Supplemental EIR, “at a distance of 70 feet (which is 

approximately the distance from the closest existing noise sensitive land use to the edge 

of the roadway) noise levels from the Rail Car Repair Facility would be approximately 56 

dBA Leq or less. As a result, noise generated by daily M&O Facility activities is not 

expected to exceed the State Land Use Compatibility Guidelines or the General Plan.”  In 

addition, the Supplemental EIR concludes that “LRT trains at the M&O Facility would be 

expected to generate vibration levels of 63 VdB or less at the nearest residences. Even 

with the additional 10VdB that could be generated at the crossover relocation switches, 

the M&O Facility would still not exceed the 75 VdB FTA threshold at the nearest noise 

sensitive receivers.” Therefore, noise and vibration impacts associated with operations of 

the M&O Facility and associated trains would be less than significant, and no mitigation 

is required. 

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

community are acknowledged. It has been determined that the overall site would be 

completely enclosed by security fencing and retaining walls with landscaping on the 

outside perimeter of the fence. The landscaping design will meet the Monrovia municipal 

code, which requires trees spaced 30 to 50 feet apart. As stated in Section 3.4.1.1 of the 

Supplemental EIR, “A majority of the trees located with the M&O Facility study area are 

volunteer or weed trees that are not desirable species and, therefore, will be replaced 

during the landscaping phase.” Text will be added to Section 3.4.1.1 of the Supplemental 

EIR stating, "Metro Environmental Policy & Water Use and Conservation Policy 

provisions would be considered in selecting and maintaining plant materials." 

F) Landscaping will be provided to soften the appearance of the M&O Facility. The 

landscaping design will meet the Monrovia municipal code, which requires trees spaced 

30 to 50 feet apart. 

G) The design of the M&O Facility in Monrovia would adhere to the latest Metro Design 

Criteria Section 11: Yards and Shops and Section 4: Guideway and Trackwork as well as 

the City of Monrovia’s General Plan and Update. Text in Section 3.1 of the Supplemental 

EIR has been added to state, "All applicable Metro Design criteria will be adhered to for 

the design of each Project refinement." As described in Section 3.4.1.1 of the 

Supplemental EIR, the "M&O Facility design is based on fleet size and yard capacity 
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requirements, which specify a maximum storage capacity of 84 cars plus additional 

storage for 20 cars in the shop." The configuration of the facility included considerations 

for access, circulation and storage tracks; rail car repair; a service inspection facility; 

administrative offices, shops, and employee facilities; cleaning facilities; a paint and 

body shop; a control tower; power supply; material storage; and a maintenance-of-way 

facility. The layout has been configured to minimize the footprint of the M&O Facility, 

while maximizing the effective use of the area.
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Response to Greg Yacoub 

14A) As stated in Section 4.12.4.2 of the Supplemental EIR, “at a distance of 70 feet (which is 

approximately the distance from the closest existing noise sensitive land use to the edge 

of the roadway) noise levels from the Rail Car Repair Facility would be approximately 56 

dBA Leq or less. As a result, noise generated by daily M&O Facility activities is not 

expected to exceed the State Land Use Compatibility Guidelines or the General Plan.” In 

addition, the Supplemental EIR concludes that “LRT trains at the M&O Facility would be 

expected to generate vibration levels of 63 VdB or less at the nearest residences. Even 

with the additional 10VdB that could be generated at the crossover relocation switches, 

the M&O Facility would still not exceed the 75 VdB FTA threshold at the nearest noise 

sensitive receivers.” Therefore, noise and vibration impacts associated with operations of 

the M&O facility and associated trains would be less than significant and no mitigation is 

required.   

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

community are acknowledged. At this time a detailed design of the landscaping for the 

Monrovia M&O Facility has not been developed. It has been determined that the overall 

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

landscaping on the outside perimeter of the fence. The landscaping design will meet the 

Monrovia municipal code, which requires trees spaced 30 to 50 feet apart. As stated in 

3.4.1.1 of the Supplemental EIR, “A majority of the trees located with the M&O Facility 

study area are volunteer or weed trees that are not desirable species and, therefore, will be 

replaced during the landscaping phase.” Text in Section 3.4.1.1 of the Supplemental EIR 

has been revised to state, "Metro Environmental Policy & Water Use and Conservation 

Policy provisions would be considered in selecting and maintaining plant materials."
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Response to Greg Yacoub 

15A) As stated in Section 4.12.4.2 Supplemental EIR, “at a distance of 70 feet (which is 

approximately the distance from the closest existing noise sensitive land use to the edge 

of the roadway) noise levels from the Rail Car Repair Facility would be approximately 56 

dBA Leq or less. As a result, noise generated by daily M&O Facility activities is not 

expected to exceed the State Land Use Compatibility Guidelines or the General Plan.” In 

addition, the Supplemental EIR concludes that “LRT trains at the M&O Facility would be 

expected to generate vibration levels of 63 VdB or less at the nearest residences. Even 

with the additional 10VdB that could be generated at the crossover relocation switches, 

the M&O Facility would still not exceed the 75 VdB FTA threshold at the nearest noise 

sensitive receivers.”  Therefore, noise and vibration impacts associated with operations of 

the M&O Facility and associated trains would be less than significant, and no mitigation 

is required. 

B) As stated in the Supplemental EIR, “trains would enter and exit the yard along Shamrock 

Avenue, which is not located in close proximity to any noise sensitive receivers.” Further 

stated in the Supplemental EIR, “at a distance of 70 feet (which is approximately the 

distance from the closest existing noise sensitive land use to the edge of the roadway) 

noise levels from the Rail Car Repair Facility would be approximately 56 dBA Leq or 

less. As a result, noise generated by daily M&O Facility activities is not expected to 

exceed the State Land Use Compatibility Guidelines or the General Plan.” Noise impacts 

associated with operations of the M&O Facility and associated trains would be less than 

significant, and no mitigation is required. In regards to the placement of a sound wall to 

mitigate traffic noise levels associated with the project along Duarte Road, Section 4.12.5 

of the Supplemental EIR has been revised to clarify Project-specific mitigation measures. 

C) As stated in Section 4.12.4.2 of the Supplemental EIR, “trains would enter and exit the 

yard along Shamrock Avenue, which is not located in close proximity to any noise 

sensitive receivers.” Further stated in the Supplemental EIR, “noise generating facilities 

at the M&O Facility yard would be located more than 100 feet from noise sensitive 

receivers. Therefore, operation of the M&O Facility in Monrovia would not generate 

noise levels in excess of local or State standards.” Noise impacts associated with 

operations of the M&O Facility and associated trains would be less than significant, and 

no mitigation is required. 

D) The overall site would be completely enclosed by security fencing and visual barrier or 

retaining walls with landscaping on the outside perimeter of the fence. The fencing, wall, 
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and landscaping would limit views of the M&O Facility in Monrovia. The design of the 

M&O Facility in Monrovia would adhere to the latest Metro Design Criteria Section 11: 

Yards and Shops, Section 4: Guideway and Trackwork, and the City of Monrovia’s 

General Plan and Update. Text in Section 3.1 of the Supplemental EIR has been added to 

state, "All applicable Metro Design criteria will be adhered to for the design of each 

Project refinement." 

E)  The concern with property values is acknowledged. Changes in property values would 

not constitute a significant environmental impact under CEQA (see significance criteria 

in Section 4.3.4.1 in the Supplemental EIR). However, it should be noted that comparison 

studies of the impact of 12 rail projects (including both heavy rail and light rail) 

throughout North America show that, in general, proximity to rail transit has a positive 

impact on property values. The increase in accessibility provided by new rail transit has 

been cited as a primary contributing factor in increasing property values (Roderick Diaz. 

Impacts of Rail Transit on Property Values. May 1999, APTA 1999 Rapid Transit 

Conference Proceedings Paper). While this study does not account for the effect of 

property values related to the proximity to maintenance facilities, it should be noted that 

the M&O Facility in Monrovia and the Monrovia LRT Station are within 0.5 miles of 

each other.  

Additionally, the M&O Facility is consistent with the policies and objectives stated in the 

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

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

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

proposed facilities in Monrovia fit within this land use definition. 

F) Under future conditions, noise levels at the M&O Facility and adjacent residences would 

be similar to noise levels without the Project. The Supplemental EIR analyzes noise 

levels associated with operations of the proposed M&O Facility at the Monrovia site and 

concludes, “at a distance of 70 feet (which is approximately the distance from the closest 

existing noise sensitive land use to the edge of the roadway) noise levels from the Rail 

Car Repair Facility would be approximately 56 dBA Leq or less. As a result, noise 

generated by daily M&O Facility activities is not expected to exceed the State Land Use 

Compatibility Guidelines or the General Plan.” The Supplemental EIR also concludes 

that the M&O Facility in Monrovia would result in “normally unacceptable” noise 

impacts as a result of traffic operations.  As shown in Table 4.12-11, the Project’s 

contribution to the noise level increase would be minimal (0.1 to 0.4 dBA). Additionally, 

to address noise impacts that would result from the Project, “The subsequent mitigation 
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measures continue from the 2007 Final EIR Noise Mitigation Measures (N-1 through N-

4), which are all still applicable to the Project refinements.” With implementation of 

these mitigation measures, all noise impacts at the M&O Facility would be less than 

significant. 
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Response to State Clearinghouse 

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

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

B) As stated in Section 4.12.4.2 of the Supplemental EIR, “Based on the noise 

measurements collected for the Noise Study completed by ATS Consulting in September 

2009 for a comparable Maintenance and Operations Facility at 33rd Street and Aviation 

Boulevard in Manhattan Beach (Los Angeles County), the following noise levels would 

be generated by the M&O Facility: 

• Carwash: 61-64 dBA Leq at 20 feet from the exit.”   

Additionally, as shown in Figure 4.12-4 of the Supplemental EIR, the carwash facility 

would be at least 100 feet away from the nearest sensitive receptor. This would be the 

case if either Option A or Option B of the M&O Facility was constructed.   

Since noise levels typically decrease at a rate of approximately 6 dBA per doubling of 

distance between the source and receiver, the noise levels from the carwash facility 

would likely conservatively produce noise levels of 52 dBA Leq at the nearest sensitive 

receptor based on the above. According to the Federal Transit Administration’s 1995 

Transit and Noise Vibration Impact Assessment, this would be the equivalent of noise 

levels associated with an indoor air conditioner or refrigerator and would be considered 

quiet. This noise level would also be well below local and state noise standards relevant 

to the Project.   

Per Section 4.2.3 of the Supplemental EIR, existing noise levels adjacent to the freeway 

were measured at up to 71.8 dBA Leq at the nearest sensitive receptor at California 

Avenue and Evergreen Avenue. This noise level is largely the result of freeway and other 

traffic noise. Although noise levels decrease as distance increases from the noise source, 

24-hour noise measurements taken at California Avenue and Duarte Road in close 

proximity to the residence in question and the existing noise levels were measured at 68.2 

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

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

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

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

receptors.  Given that the noise levels associated with the carwash are estimated to be 52 

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

74.5 dBA Leq, it is in fact unlikely that noise from the carwash or the maintenance shop 
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(56 dBA Leq at nearest sensitive receptor) would be audible in relation to the noise levels 

associated with the future traffic. 

C) Rail cars are not capable of tight radius turns. The yard layout is the most efficient based 

on the space constraints associated with the boundaries of the M&O Facility. The M&O 

Facility was oriented so as to allow the buildings to provide an additional sight and noise 

buffer. 

D) As a point of clarification, there will be no “locomotives” repaired, stored, or maintained 

at this facility. The vehicles served at the M&O Facility are electrically powered, and 

each car has its own power. 

Noise levels associated with the operation of the M&O Facility were assessed in the 

Supplemental EIR based on noise measurements taken from a comparable Maintenance 

and Operations Facility at 33rd Street and Aviation Boulevard in Manhattan Beach (Los 

Angeles County). These are the actual noise levels measurements taken at a maintenance 

facility including rail car entry and exit from the yard and all relevant equipment. These 

measurements accurately reflect future noise levels that would be associated with the 

proposed M&O Facility.     

The Supplemental EIR concludes that "at a distance of 70 feet (which is approximately 

the distance from the closest existing noise sensitive land use to the edge of the roadway) 

noise levels from the Rail Car Repair Facility would be approximately 56 dBA Leq or 

less. As a result, noise generated by daily M&O Facility activities is not expected to 

exceed the State Land Use Compatibility Guidelines or the General Plan.” Although the 

noise levels associated with the M&O Facility would not be inaudible directly on-site at 

the facility (expected to range from 49 dBA Leq to 69 dBA Leq per Section 4.12.4.2 of 

the Supplemental EIR), the distance to the nearest sensitive receptor 70 to 100 feet 

ensures that noise levels would be 56 dBA or less at the nearest sensitive receptor. Per 

Section 4.12.3.1 of the Supplemental EIR, this is well below all existing noise levels 

measured in the Project area and would not exceed any local or state noise standards. 

E) While the peak inbound trips do occur from 3:00 a.m. to 6:00 a.m., noise levels from 

light rail vehicles (LRT) vehicles would not exceed any local or state noise standards. 

Noise levels associated with the operation of the M&O Facility were assessed in the 

Supplemental EIR based on noise measurements taken from a comparable Maintenance 

and Operations Facility at 33rd Street and Aviation Boulevard in Manhattan Beach (Los 

Angeles County). These are the actual noise levels measurements taken at a maintenance 

facility including rail car entry and exit from the yard and all relevant equipment. These 
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measurements accurately reflect future noise levels that would be associated with the 

proposed M&O Facility. 

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

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

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

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

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

superior alternative.  

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

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

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

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

facilities in Monrovia fit within this land use definition. 

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

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

EIR). 

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

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

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

the impact on property values. Impacts related to noise have been previously addressed in 

the commenter's previously sent letter on November 18, 2010. Refer to Response to 

Comment 17D and 17F. 

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

effect on the environment. According Section 15064 3(e) 15064 (e) of the CEQA 

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

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

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

overall evaluation of the Project by the Lead Agency.  

Changes in property values would not constitute a significant environmental impact 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Station are within 0.5 miles of each other. 

C) As described in the Supplemental EIR, the Project has the potential to result in greater 

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

geology and soils at the Irwindale location. As a result, the Construction Authority has 

determined that the constraints associated with the Irwindale location make the Monrovia 

location the preferred alternative for the M&O Facility. 

Additionally, the proposed Monrovia location of the M&O Facility is located in an area 

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

Supplemental EIR) and would allow the M&O Facility use. 
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D) The concern with property values is acknowledged. As noted in Response to Comment B 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Station are within 0.5 miles of each other. 

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

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

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

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

facilities in Monrovia fit within this land use definition. 

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

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

EIR). 

The concern with property values is acknowledged. Refer to Response to Comment B 

and D above. 

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

G) This comment does not raise any specific environmental- or Project-related issues. 
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Response to Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 

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

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

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

D) The comments on pages one through six were already submitted by Los Angeles County 

Metropolitan Transportation Authority and responded to on November 8, 2010, in 

Response to Comment 6. 

E) Concerns about the Project adhering to the latest Metro Design Criteria and Metro 

Signage Standards are noted. The design of the Project would adhere to Section 13 and 

any other applicable section of the Metro Design Criteria. Text to Section 3.1 of the 

Supplemental EIR has been added to state, "All applicable Metro Design criteria will be 

adhered to for the design of each Project refinement." 

F) As noted in Response to Comment E above, the design of the Project would adhere to all 

applicable sections of the Metro Design criteria, which would include design of all 

architectural and engineering designs. Specific to the North Colorado Bridge design, 

Mitigation Measure V-4 in Section 4.1.5 of the Supplemental EIR will be revised to state, 

"The proposed dual track bridge, which will replace the existing single-track bridge at the 

North Colorado Boulevard overcrossing, shall conform to all applicable Metro design 

criteria and include aesthetic treatment to be determined by the Authority in coordination 

with the City of Arcadia and a qualified bridge architect and/or architectural historian 

during final design." 

G) In response to your concern over reproducing proper detail for the Colorado Street 

Bridge, Section 4.1.5 and 4.5.5 of the Supplemental EIR and specifically Mitigation 

Measure CR-5 state:  

CR-5  The replacement bridge to be constructed at the site during this project shall 

incorporate, as appropriate, the Art Deco-style motifs on the existing bridge, such 

as the concrete towers at the edges of the abutments and the decorative relieves 

near the top of the concrete sidewalls, while clearly distinguishing itself from 

similar bridges of historic origin to avoid any future confusion. 

The following sentence has been added to the end of this paragraph for both above noted 

sections in the Supplemental EIR:  
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“The work shall be coordinated with the Authority and the City of Arcadia, as well as 

with a qualified bridge architect or architectural historian.” 

H) The comment is noted. However and as noted in Section 4.5.3.3 of the Supplemental 

EIR, "Citing its common design, lack of important association, and compromised 

historical integrity, the previous study concludes that the [San Gabriel] bridge is not 

eligible for listing in the NRHP or the CRHR or for local designation."
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Response to Mary Saiz 

A) While this comment does not raise any specific environmental- or Project-related issues, 

noise impacts associated with operations of the M&O facility and associated trains would 

be less than significant, and no mitigation is required. Additionally, the purpose of this 

Supplemental EIR is to "provide decision makers, public agencies, and the general public 

with an objective and informational document that fully discloses the potential 

environmental effects" of the proposed Project refinements discussed throughout the 

Supplemental EIR. 

B) Refer to Response to Comment A above. 

C) Although the commenter includes noise as a concern above, the main point of this 

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

whether a project may have a significant effect on the environment. According to Section 

15064 (e) of the CEQA Guidelines, economic and social changes resulting from a project 

shall not be treated as a significant effects on the environment. Therefore, while the 

comment does not raise any specific environmental issues, the concerns of the 

commenter will be considered in the overall evaluation of the Project by the Lead 

Agency.  

Changes in property values would not constitute a significant environmental impact 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Station are within 0.5 miles of each other. 

D) Refer to Response to Comment A above. Additionally, it is assumed that the commenter 

is refer to property values. The concern with property values is acknowledged. As noted 

in Response to Comment C above, changes in property values would not constitute a 

significant environmental impact under CEQA (see significance criteria in Section 

4.3.4.1 in the Supplemental EIR). However, it should be noted that comparison studies of 

the impact of 12 rail projects (including both heavy rail and light rail) throughout North 
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America show that, in general, proximity to rail transit has a positive impact on property 

values. The increase in accessibility provided by new rail transit has been cited as a 

primary contributing factor in increasing property values (Roderick Diaz. Impacts of Rail 

Transit on Property Values. May 1999, APTA 1999 Rapid Transit Conference 

Proceedings Paper). While this study does not account for the effect of property values 

related to the proximity to maintenance facilities, it should be noted that the M&O 

Facility in Monrovia and the Monrovia LRT Station are within 0.5 miles of each other. 

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

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

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

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

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

superior alternative. 

F) As noted in Section 3.4.1.1 of the Supplemental EIR, "After construction, landscaping 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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