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Appendix 5-B: EJ Development of Community Improvements as Offsetting Mitigation 

APPENDIX 5‐B: ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE DEVELOPMENT OF COMMUNITY 
IMPROVEMENTS AS OFFSETTING MITIGATION 

1. INTRODUCTION 

As described in Section 5.7, Environmental Consequences, and Section 5.9.4, Summary of 
Determinations, of the Palmdale to Burbank Project Section Final Environmental Impact Report 
(EIR)/Environmental Impact Statement (EIS), after application of direct mitigation and 
consideration of project benefits, there still remain some potential disproportionately high and 
adverse effects from project alternatives on minority populations and low-income populations. 

Throughout the EIR/EIS process, the California High-Speed Rail Authority (Authority) engaged 
with minority populations and low-income populations, as well as service and public agencies that 
serve these populations, to identify the concerns of individuals about the effects of the project and 
to identify potential community improvements that could offset potential residual 
disproportionately high and adverse effects and thus serve as offsetting mitigation measures. 

The following steps were employed in the evaluation of potential community improvements, 
aimed at identifying community improvements that could offset potential residual 
disproportionately high and adverse effects: 

• Outreach and assessment of potential adverse effects and potential disproportionate 
effects on minority and/or low-income communities, 

• Additional community outreach following public review of the Draft EIR/EIS in November 
and December 2023, 

• Identification of EJ-specific measures to address potential disproportionate effects, 

• Determination of potential residual disproportionately high and adverse effects and 
identification of potential offsetting mitigation measures for different project alternatives 
following additional outreach activities summarized above, and 

• Identification of the potential for secondary physical effects on the environment due to 
implementation of potential community improvements throughout the development of 
Final EIR/EIS. 

This process and evaluation of potential community improvements is described further below. The 
community improvements proposed as offsetting mitigation measures are further profiled in 
Section 2, Proposed Offsetting Mitigation Measures. 

2. PROPOSED OFFSETTING MITIGATION MEASURES 

The improvements listed below in Table 2-1 are proposed as offsetting mitigation measures to 
offset potential disproportionately high and adverse effects (DHAE) on minority populations 
and/or low-income populations due to their reasonable nexus to project effects and ability to 
provide substantial benefits to minority populations and low-income populations within the 
communities wherein these effects would occur. These improvements were chosen from a larger 
list of potential improvements, which is described in Section 3, Other Community Improvements 
Not Proposed as Offsetting Mitigation. In some cases, the potential improvements were refined 
from prior iterations to be more targeted improvements with a greater nexus to project impacts. 
Profiles providing additional detail about each of these offsetting mitigation measures is included 
following Table 2-1. 

To be considered for Authority implementation as offsetting mitigation measures, potential 
community improvements were required to have a reasonable nexus, or relationship, to project 
effects. A community improvement has a “reasonable nexus” if it may reasonably offset a specific 
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identified potential disproportionately high and adverse effect on the community such as but not 
limited to community cohesion, visual, aesthetics, or noise. Community benefits can be 
demonstrated through an analysis that validates the offsetting reduction in potential 
disproportionately high and adverse effects or through community agreement where the impacted 
community accepts the benefit of the improvement as an offsetting mitigation measure for 
potential disproportionately high and adverse effects. 

Authority funding or implementation of these offsetting mitigation measures is contingent on the 
California High Speed Rail Authority Board approval and availability of funds for construction. 
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Appendix 5-B: EJ Development of Community Improvements as Offsetting Mitigation 

Table 2-1 – Summary of Proposed Offsetting Mitigation Measures1  

Community (Census Block 
Groups)2  

Proposed
Measure 

Original Source
 for Idea Input Provided During Outreach 

Reasonable Nexus to 
Residual DHAEs for 
Project Alternatives 

Applicable Build 
Alternatives3,4,5,6,7 

Pacoima (60371042042, 
60371212102, 60371048221, 
60371047031, 60371042041, 
60371047031) 
Sun Valley (60371021051, 
60371212222, 60371211021, 
60371219003, 6037121210, 
60371222002, 60371212101, 
60371212221, 60371221223) 

OMM #1: 
Construction 
Jobs and 
Opportunities, 
Training and 
Workforce 
Development 

Pacoima and Sun 
Valley Community 
Meeting 

Workforce opportunities during construction 
and operation; 
Business effect mitigation;  
Hire from local community for construction;  
Restitution plans for displaced businesses; 
and 
Community economic development 

Helps to offset 
socioeconomic effect of 
business displacement 
DHAE through training and 
employment opportunities. 

Refined SR14, 
SR14A, E1, E1A, 
E2, E2A 

Pacoima (60371042042, 
60371212102, 60371048221, 
60371047031, 60371042041, 
60371047031) 
Sun Valley (60371021051, 
60371212222, 60371211021, 
60371219003, 6037121210, 
60371222002, 60371212101, 
60371212221, 60371221223) 

OMM #2: 
Community 
Connectivity 
Enhancements 
and Workshop 

Pacoima and Sun 
Valley Community 
Meeting 

Incorporate decorative elements by local 
artists; 
Carefully incorporating community, instead of 
dividing; 
Opportunities for beautification; and 
Native landscaping 

Community supported 
pedestrian connectivity 
improvements would offset 
socioeconomic DHAE. 

Refined SR14, 
SR14A, E1, E1A, 
E2, E2A 

Pacoima (60371042042, 
60371212102, 60371048221, 
60371047031, 60371042041, 
60371047031) 

OMM #3: 
Safety and 
Montague 
Street 
Improvements 

Pacoima and Sun 
Valley Community 
Meeting 

Develop a robust safety plan at Montague 
Street; 
Safety measures around trenches and 
Montague Street; and 
Safety measures in areas where the train is at 
surface level 

Community supported 
improvement provides 
increased safety for 
community to offset general 
effects of project 
alternatives. 

Refined SR14, 
SR14A, E1, E1A, 
E2, E2A 
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Community (Census Block 
Groups)2 

Proposed
Measure 

Original Source
for Idea 

Input Provided During Outreach 
Reasonable Nexus to 
Residual DHAEs for 
Project Alternatives 

Applicable Build 
Alternatives , , , ,  76543

Pacoima (60371042042, 
60371212102, 60371048221, 
60371047031, 60371042041, 
60371047031) 
Sun Valley (60371021051, 
60371212222, 60371211021, 
60371219003, 6037121210, 
60371222002, 60371212101, 
60371212221, 60371221223) 

OMM #4: 
Intermediate 
Window 
(SR14-W2), 
Conveyor belt 
Usage 
Requirements 
and School 
Coordination 

Pacoima and Sun 
Valley Community 
Meeting 

Minimize construction effects to local 
circulation; and  
Environmental controls (noise, dust, and other 
pollutants)  

Community supported 
improvements to manage 
construction traffic, noise 
and dust. 

Refined SR14, 
SR14A, E1, E1A, 
E2, E2A 

DHAE = disproportionately high and adverse effect, OMM = offsetting mitigation measure, SR14-W2 = Refined SR14/SR14A Build Alternative intermediate window option 2 
1 See also Table 5-25 in Chapter 5, Environmental Justice, which is a duplicat  e of this table. 
2 The listed communities and census block groups for the proposed Offsetting Mitigation Measures pertain to the SR14A Build Alternative (Preferred Alternative). Table notes 3 through 7 below provide the affected 
communities and census block groups for the remaining Build Alternatives. Should a separate Build Alternative be selected from the Preferred Alternative, Offsetting Mitigation Measures would be implemented to ameliorate  
disproportionately high and adverse effects in the communities and census block groups in which they occur for the respective Build Alternative. 
3 For the Refined SR14 Build Alternative,  after the implementation of  IAMFs and mitigation measures, potential DHAEs would occur in the following EJ communities (and census block groups):  Transportation (spoils  
hauling): Sylmar (60371061122, 60371061131), Pacoima (60371042042,  60371212102, 60371048221), and Sun Valley (60371021051, 60371212222),  Air Quality and Global Climate Change (localized construction 
impacts): Sun Valley (60371211021, 603712190  03), Noise and Vibration: South of Palmdale (60379107071), Sun Valley (6037121210),  Socioeconomics and Communities (business displacements): Pacoima 
(60371047031, 60371042041) and Sun Valley (60371222002,  60371212101, 60371212221, 60371221223).  
4 For the E1 Build Alternative, after the implementation of IAMFs and mitigation measures, potential DHAEs would occur in the following EJ communiti  es (and census block groups): Transportation (spoil  s hauling)  : 
Pacoima (60371042042, 60371212102, 60371048221), and Sun Valley (60371021051, 60371212222)  , Air Quality and Global Climate Change (localized construction impacts): Sun Valley (6037121102  1, 
6037121  9003), Noise and Vibration: South of Palmdale (60379107071), Sun Valley (603712121  0), Socioeconomics and Communities (business displacements): Pacoima (60371047031, 60371042041) and Sun 
Valley (60371222002, 60371212101, 60371212221, 60371221223), Aesthetics and Visual Quality (permanent visual quality effects): south of Palmdale (6037  9107071). 
5 For the E1A Build Alternative, after the implementat  ion of IAMFs and mitigation measures, potential DHAEs would occur in the following EJ communiti  es (and census block groups): Transportation (spoils hauling):  
Pacoima (60371042042, 60371212102, 60371048221), and Sun Valley (60371021051, 60371212222)  , Air Quality and Global Climate Change (localized construction impacts): Sun Valley (6037121102  1, 
6037121  9003), Noise and Vibration: South of Palmdale (60379107071), Sun Valley (603712121  0), Socioeconomics and Communities (business displacements): Pacoima (60371047031, 60371042041) and Sun 
Valley (60371222002, 60371212101, 60371212221, 603712  21223). 
6 For the E2 Build Alternative, after the implementation of IAMFs and mitigation measures, potential DHAEs would occur in the following EJ communiti  es (and census block groups): Transportation (spoil  s hauling): Lake 
View Terrace (60371032002) and Sun Valley (60371212222),  , Air Quality and Global Climate Change (localized construction impacts): Sun Valley (60371211021, 6037121900  3), Noise and Vibration: South  of 
Palmdale (60379107071), Lake View Terrace (60371032  001), Socioeconomics and Communities (community cohesion): Lake View Terrace (60371032001), Aesthetics and Visual Quality (permanent visual quality 
effects): South of Palmdale (60379107071) and Lake View Terrace (60371032001). 
7 For the E2A Build Alternative, after the implementation of  IAMFs and mitigation measures, potential DHAEs would occur in the following EJ communities (and census block groups):  Transportation (spoils hauling): Lake 
View Terrace (60371032002) and Sun Valley (60371212222),  Air Quality and Global Climate Change (localized construction impacts): Sun Valley (60371211021, 60371219003),  Noise and Vibration: South  of 
Palmdale (60379107071), Lake View Terrace (60371032001),  Socioeconomics and Communities (community cohesion): Lake View Terrace (60371032001), Aesthetics and Visual Quality (permanent visual quality 
effects): South of Palmdale (60379107071) and Lake View Terrace (60371032001). 
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Appendix 5-B: EJ Development of Community Improvements as Offsetting Mitigation 

2.1   Offsetting Mitigation Measure #1: Construction Jobs and 
Opportunities, Training and Workforce Development 

2.1.1   Measure Description 

The Authority’s Regional Workforce Development Board and EJ ombudsman (defined in EJ-
IAMF#1) shall develop a Construction Pre-Apprentice  Training Program to provide pre-
apprenticeship classes and hands-on construction training to EJ communities with potential 
disproportionately high and adverse effects (as identified in Table 2-1 here and Table 5-25 of the 
Chapter 5 of the Final EIR/EIS). The program shall also include special recruitment and project 
construction job set-aside programs to offset any impacts to jobs associated with business 
displacements within those EJ communities. The program(s) shall be developed with feedback, 
input and suggestions made by the EJ communities during community roundtables held by the EJ 
ombudsman. The Authority shall involve Pacoima Beautiful as part of this program to consider 
support of its Workforce Development and Economic Opportunities Plan, administered through 
Los Angeles  City College (LACC), in cooperation with the Building  Trades Council, Plumbers,  
Cement Masons, Iron Workers, Teamsters, Sheet Metals Workers, Pipefitters, Electricians and 
Operating Engineers Building Trades Unions. Further, the Authority shall periodically distribute an 
updated Jobs Fact Sheet and provide press releases that report achieved construction job 
creation milestones resulting from dispatching workers to build the high-speed rail system. This  
Jobs Fact Sheet would include the most recent information regarding the National  Targeted Hiring 
Initiative and the total number of minority and/or low-income workers.  

2.1.2   Nexus to Disproportionately High and Adverse Effects 

Under the Refined SR14, SR14A, E1, E1A, E2, and E2A Alternatives the project would result in 
certain potential residual disproportionate, high, and adverse effects (DHAEs) on minority and/or 
low-income communities identified in Table 2-1 in this Appendix, even after application of IAMFs, 
mitigations, and EJ-specific IAMFs and mitigation measures. New physical and visual barriers 
from the at-grade or above-grade Build Alternative footprint, as well as noise and vibration from 
train operations, may affect these communities, and sensitive receptors in these communities, 
respectively. The neighborhoods identified in Table 2-1 would be the areas with the potential for 
these disproportionately high and adverse effects, and the Authority has not identified feasible 
mitigation measures that can otherwise further reduce or mitigate these potential disproportionate 
effects. Members of the community consistently requested this benefit from the project. 

• At an April 20, 2015, Community Working Group Round 2 Meeting in Sun Valley, 
participants expressed overall concern about noise effects from the project. 

• At a September 22, 2016, Community Open House Meeting in Sun Valley, a participant 
expressed concern about residual project noise and vibration after construction. 

• At a February 12, 2019, Meeting at Pacoima Branch Library, a member of the community 
asked, effectively, for construction jobs and opportunities for the community.  

• At a March 18, 2019, Community Inspectors Weekly Meeting that the Authority attended, 
the participants also asked about job opportunities for community members. 

• On August 10, 2019, the Authority met with Meet Each Need With Dignity (MEND), a 
nonprofit 501(c)(3) organization in Pacoima. At that meeting, the nonprofit asked about 
job opportunities in the community. At a September 22, 2016, Community Open House 
Meeting in Sun Valley, a participant asked, “Other areas have experienced positive 
employment and civic services. What, if any, such benefits (permanent) does the HSRA 
anticipate?”  

• During the Palmdale to Burbank Project Section Draft EIR/EIS public comment period 
between September 2, 2022 and November 1, 2022, residents from the Sun Valley 
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community expressed concern regarding noise and vibration effects from train 
operations.  

• During the Palmdale to Burbank Project Section Draft EIR/EIS public comment period 
between September 2, 2022 and November 1, 2022, residents from the Pacoima and 
Sun Valley communities expressed concern regarding business displacements from the 
project and inquired about project-related jobs and opportunities for their communities.  

• In her December 1, 2022 letter, LA City Councilmember Monica Rodriguez, who 
represents Pacoima, specifically requested “workforce opportunities and business impact 
mitigation.” She asked the Authority to “Prioritize hiring from the local community for 
construction related activities.”  

• In a December 1, 2022 letter, Pacoima Beautiful members Annakaren Ramirez, Melisa 
Walk, and Veronica Padilla expressed concern regarding noise pollution from the project 
on surrounding communities. 

• At a November 18, 2023, Pacoima Beautiful (Spanish), Virtual meeting that the Authority 
held, a participant asked, “Will there be employment opportunities?” 

See Table 2-2. While offsetting mitigation measure #1 would not directly address the residual 
effect (e.g. business displacements), it would offset those effects by providing additional benefits, 
enhancements, and improvements to the communities impacted by the residual effects. Offsetting 
mitigation measure #1 would benefit the communities impacted by potential DHAEs with targeted 
training and employment opportunities to workers in communities impacted by these effects, and 
with further support for community workforce development and economic development in those 
communities. That establishes its nexus to the DHAEs. 

2.1.3 Benefit to Minority and/or Low-Income Populations 

Through the solicitation of community feedback, Offsetting Mitigation Measure #1 would offset 
adverse effects that may be experienced by neighborhoods identified in Attachment A, 
Community Outreach Concerns and/or Requests Addressed by Offsetting Mitigation 
Measures, by providing enhancing training and job access opportunities to these neighborhoods. 
Impacted low-income EJ communities would likely benefit greatly from training and 
apprenticeship opportunities that would give participants skills they could use their entire lives to 
increase their earning capacity.  

2.1.4 Consistency with Community Goals and Planning 

The Authority shall involve Pacoima Beautiful in the aforementioned community roundtables to 
enable the project’s consistency with Pacoima Beautiful’s Workforce Development and Economic 
Opportunities Plan, administered through LACC, in cooperation with the Building Trades Council, 
Plumbers, Cement Masons, Iron Workers, Teamsters, Sheet Metals Workers, Pipefitters, 
Electricians and Operating Engineers Building Trades Unions. 

The Arleta-Pacoima Community Plan (City of Los Angeles 1996) and Sun Valley-La Tuna Canyon 
Community Plan (City of Los Angeles 1999) establishes goals and policies which encourage the 
creation of jobs to improve the economic and physical condition of the community (please refer to 
Table 3.12-1 in Section 3.12, Socioeconomics and Communities, of this Final EIR/EIS for further 
discussion of these community plans). Offsetting Mitigation Measure #1 would offset adverse 
effects to communities affected by business displacements and relocations. Furthermore, the 
project is estimated to generate significant direct, indirect, and induced construction job-years 
(see the Socioeconomics Chapter of the EIR/EIS for more detailed jobs numbers), and Offsetting 
Mitigation Measure #1 would allow the populations in the EJ communities identified in Table 2-1 
of this Appendix and Table 5-25 of the EIR/EIS, including Pacoima and Sun Valley,  access to 
HSR employment opportunities during project construction. Therefore, Offsetting Mitigation 
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Appendix 5-B: EJ Development of Community Improvements as Offsetting Mitigation 

Measure #1 would enable that the project to remain consistent with the goals and policies 
outlined in the Arleta-Pacoima Community Plan and Sun Valley-La Tuna Community Plan. 

Paid work experience is currently offered by the Los Angeles City Community college in 
partnership with the Pacoima Beautiful foundation Workforce Development and Opportunities 
Plan, city/county job programs, union and private sector employees. 

2.1.5   Community Outreach Input and Relationship to DHAEs  

Attachment A, Community Outreach Concerns and/or Requests Addressed by Offsetting
Mitigation Measures, lists outreach events and community concerns and/or requests provided 
that pertain to all proposed Offsetting Mitigation Measures, including Offsetting Mitigation 
Measure #1. As shown above, at meetings the Authority held in EJ communities in Pacoima, Sun 
Valley, and Lake View Terrace, participants consistently and specifically requested construction 
jobs and opportunities as part of building the project in their communities. Commenters requested 
priorities for hiring members of the local communities for construction activities. The Authority is 
responding to those requests by implementing offsetting mitigation measure #1. Attachment B, 
After-Action Reports and Summary Notes for EJ Community Outreach Meetings contains 
after-action reports and summary notes for outreach meetings held in EJ communities for the 
Palmdale to Burbank Project Section. 

2.1.6   Roles and Responsibilities 

The Authority would provide the funding and staffing to implement the Construction Pre-
Apprentice Training Program described in Offsetting Mitigation Measure #1. 

The Authority has concluded that this offsetting mitigation measure has a reasonable nexus and 
is proportionate to the extent of the potential DHAEs in Table 2-1. 

2.2   Offsetting Mitigation Measure #2: Community Connectivity 
Enhancements and Workshop 

2.2.1   Measure Description 

The Contractor’s EJ liaison shall work with the Authority EJ ombudsman to hold community 
roundtables in neighborhoods identified in Table 2-1 of this Appendix and Table 5-25 of Chapter 5, 
Environmental Justice, to seek input on locally desired pedestrian connectivity enhancements 
prior to the development of 60% Design Plans. Feasible enhancements shall be considered by 
the Authority (e.g., sidewalk continuity improvements, tree planting, bulb-outs/corner extensions, 
high visibility crosswalks, reflective/high visibility stop signs, lighting, decorative crosswalks, or 
pedestrian crosswalk motion sensors) for implementation and incorporated into project plans.  

2.2.2   Nexus to Disproportionately High and Adverse Effects 

Adverse effects from project construction and operations would result in potential disproportionate 
effects on minority and/or low-income communities identified in Table 2-1 of this Appendix and 
Table 5-25 of Chapter 5, Environmental Justice, even after application of IAMFs, mitigations, and 
EJ-specific IAMFs and mitigation measures. The neighborhoods identified in Table 2-1 would be 
the areas with the potential for these disproportionate effects, and the Authority has not identified 
feasible mitigation measures that can otherwise further reduce or mitigate these potential 
disproportionate effects. New physical and visual barriers from the at-grade or above-grade Build 
Alternative footprint, as well as noise and vibration from train operations, may affect these 
communities, and sensitive receptors in these communities, respectively. This project would not 
further divide Pacoima or Sun Valley, but this offsetting mitigation measure could help improve 
connectivity of the community, as well as minimize residual adverse noise effects from train 
operations on sensitive receptors.  During the Authority’s outreach to EJ communities, and in 
responses to comments, members of the impacted EJ communities requested additional 
measures to respond to the possibility the train could divide their communities.  

• At an April 20, 2015, Community Working Group Round 2 Meeting in Sun Valley, 
participants expressed overall concern about noise effects from the project. 
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• At an April 21, 2015, Community Working Group Round 2 Meeting in Pacoima, a 
participant expressed a “[h]igh level of concern with SR 14 Corridor at-grade alignment 
through the San Fernando Valley.” A different participant expressed additional concerns 
about the “potential division (soundwalls) of the community.” 

• At a September 22, 2016, Community Open House Meeting in Lake View Terrace, a 
community member asked, “Why did CHSRA ignore environmental justice facts in Lake 
View Terrace and retain a plan that dvides Lake View Terrace and Shadow Hills?” 

• At a September 22, 2016, Community Open House Meeting in Sun Valley, a participant 
expressed concern about residual project noise and vibration after construction. 

• At an October 22, 2022, Pacoima Beautiful Community Event, a participant expressed 
concerns about the train going above ground in the southern section. 

• During the Palmdale to Burbank Project Section Draft EIR/EIS public comment period 
between September 2, 2022 and November 1, 2022, residents from the Sun Valley 
community expressed concern regarding noise and vibration effects from train 
operations.  

• During the Palmdale to Burbank Project Section Draft EIR/EIS public comment period 
between September 2, 2022 and November 1, 2022, residents from the Pacoima and 
Sun Valley communities expressed concern regarding the potential for community 
division from the project.  

• Several members of the Pacoima and Sun Valley communities expressed concerns that 
the project could “bisect” their communities. (Dec. 5, 2022, comments; Dec. 6, 2022, 
comments; December 1, 2022 DEIR/EIS Letter from Pacoima Beautiful Members 
Annakaren Ramirez, Melisa Walk, and Veronica Padilla) 

• In a December 16, 2022, letter, a Pacoima resident expressed “deep concern about the 
detrimental impacts that the SR14A route would bring to Pacoima, Sun Valley and other 
surrounding communities. I strongly urge the authority to choose an alternative route from 
Palmdale to Burbank that does not divide the working-class communities of color in Sun 
Valley and Pacoima.” 

• Councilwoman Rodriguez also requested “[o]pportunities for beautification: Incorporate 
art or decorative elements by local artists where sound walls or other structures are 
needed.” In particular, she requested “native landscaping.” 

The Authority does not know precisely which improvements the communities would prefer, or 
where it would prefer them, so it intends a robust dialogue with members of those communities to 
design an appropriate strategy for maximizing the benefits consistent with the community 
members’ visions for their neighborhoods. Nonetheless, the geographic connection establishes 
the nexus to the project and its effects. 

2.2.3   Benefit to Minority and/or Low-Income Populations 

Through the solicitation of community feedback, Offsetting Mitigation Measure #-2 would offset 
adverse effects pertaining to project construction and operations in the communities identified in 
Table 2-1 of this Appendix and Table 5-25 of EIR/EIS Chapter 5. By identifying additional ways to 
connect sidewalks, this measure would help pedestrian access for community members. By 
increasing tree plantings, this measure would add shade to ease pedestrian transportation and to 
enhance the aesthetic appeal of these affected neighborhoods. Several improvements would 
improve safety and driver awareness of pedestrians, and that would enhance pedestrians’ 
abilities to move through the neighborhoods. Those include the bulb-outs/corner extensions, high-
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visibility crosswalks, reflective/high-visibility stop signs, lighting, decorative crosswalks, and 
pedestrian crosswalk motion sensors. Enhancing the connectivity of the community would provide 
a meaningful benefit to those communities.   

2.2.4   Consistency with Community Goals and Planning 

Native vegetation landscaping  that would occur per Offsetting Mitigation Measure #2 shall 
involve the Pacoima Beautiful Street Tree Planting and Adopt a Tree Program, as well as the Los 
Angeles Conservation Corps to enable the projects’ consistency with protected tree ordinances in 
the EJ communities of Pacoima and Sun Valley. 

Green Together Collaborative members of the Pacoima Beautiful foundation currently work with 
the Los Angeles Conservation Corps (LACC), one of the nation’s largest urban conservation 
corps, to offer opportunities for youth to obtain job skills training, education and work experience 
on conservation projects benefiting the San Fernando Valley. When residents agree to adopt a 
tree, the LACC would take care of planting the tree and maintaining the newly adopted tree for up 
to 3 years. 

The Arleta-Pacoima Community Plan (City of Los Angeles 1996) and Sun Valley-La Tuna Canyon 
Community Plan (City of Los Angeles 1999) include goals and policies that emphasize bicycle 
and pedestrian-oriented access. Offsetting Mitigation Measure #2 would create pedestrian and 
bicycle facility enhancements to allow pedestrian and bicycle connectivity and access to be 
maintained, consistent with the goals and policies outlined in the Arleta-Pacoima Community Plan 
and Sun Valley-La Tuna Community Plan.  
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Figure 5-B-1 E2 and E2A Minority and/or Low-Income Populations in Proximity to Lake
View Terrace 
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2.2.5   Community Outreach Input and Relationship to DHAEs  

Attachment A, Community Outreach Concerns and/or Requests Addressed by Offsetting 
Mitigation Measures, lists outreach events and community concerns and/or requests provided 
that pertain to Offsetting Mitigation Measure #2. During meetings and roundtables in these 
communities, several members of these communities expressed concerns that soundwalls could 
further divide their communities and that the train would “bisect” their communities. Community 
members also expressed concerns that past transportation projects have already impacted them 
and divided their communities. Attachment B, After-Action Reports and Summary Notes for 
EJ Community Outreach Meetings contains after-action reports and summary notes for 
outreach meetings held in EJ communities for the Palmdale to Burbank Project Section. 

2.2.6   Roles and Responsibilities  

The Authority would provide the funding and staffing to implement the community roundtable as 
well as funding for the planning and implementation of any feasible enhancements agreed to by 
the Authority. 

The Authority has concluded that this offsetting mitigation measure has a reasonable nexus and 
is proportionate to the extent of the potential DHAEs in Table 2-1. 

2.3   Offsetting Mitigation Measure #3: Safety and Montague Street 
Improvements 

2.3.1   Measure Description 

For the Refined SR14, SR14A, E1, and E1A Build Alternatives, the Contractor’s  EJ liaison shall 
work with the Authority EJ ombudsman to hold community roundtables to seek input on locally 
desired safety improvements at Montague Street (in Pacoima) and in all neighborhoods identified 
in Table 2-1 of this Appendix and Table 5-25 of Chapter 5 for this Offsetting Mitigation Measure, 
prior to the development 60% Design Plans. Feasible safety improvements shall be considered  
by the Authority (e.g., traffic calming such as speed humps/tables, tree planting, sidewalk 
continuity improvements, bulb-outs/corner extensions, painted crosswalks, reflective/highly visible 
stop signs, reduced speed limits) for incorporation into project plans, acknowledging limited right-
of-way  space of approximately 40 feet from curb to curb.   

2.3.2   Nexus to Disproportionately High and Adverse Effects 

Safety improvements, in communities identified in Table 2-1 of this Appendix and Table 5-25 of 
Chapter 5, would offset potential adverse, disproportionate effects from the project by providing 
enhancements that would not otherwise be implemented but for the project.  The neighborhoods 
identified in Table 2-1 would be the areas with the potential for these disproportionate effects, and 
the Authority has not identified feasible mitigation measures that can otherwise further reduce or 
mitigate these potential disproportionate effects. The alignments for the Refined SR14, SR14A, 
E1, and E1A Build Alternatives would emerge east of the existing Antelope Valley Metrolink 
Corridor near Montague Street in the Pacoima neighborhood and require several modifications to 
the existing transportation infrastructure there. 

• Councilperson Rodriguez requested, “Opportunities for beautification . . .Develop a 
robust streetscape and safety plan at Montague Street, where the train rises to the 
surface.”  

• At a November 27, 2023, project update with Councilmember Imelda Padilla, the 
Councilmember requested landscaping near the tunnel portal.  

• At a November 6, 2023, Pacoima and Sun Valley Community Meeting, a participant 
expressed concerns regarding spoils removal locations and tunnel portals. 

The Authority has identified this as an improvement that would help offset the project’s general 
effects on EJ communities with DHAEs. 

California High-Speed Rail Authority April 2024 

Palmdale to Burbank Project Section Page | 5-B-11 



 

 

  

 

 

 
 

 

 

 
 

 
 

 

 

Appendix 5-B: EJ Development of Community Improvements as Offsetting Mitigation 

2.3.3   Benefit to Minority and/or Low-Income Populations 

Through the solicitation of community feedback, Offsetting Mitigation Measure #3 would provide 
safety benefits for vehicle, bicycle, and pedestrian travelers at the project alignment’s intersection 
with Montague Street in proximity to the proposed tunnel portal located in the potentially affected 
EJ community of Pacoima. Like offsetting mitigation measure #2, this offsetting mitigation 
measure would seek to enhance community connectivity. This measure, however, would focus on 
this area where the project would transition up to ground level. It would improve safety and 
convenience for pedestrians to improve connections. 

2.3.4   Consistency with Community Goals and Planning 

The Arleta-Pacoima Community Plan (City of Los Angeles 1996) and Sun Valley-La Tuna Canyon 
Community Plan (City of Los Angeles 1999) establishes goals and policies to address safety 
concerns related to the proximity of trains to the populations, and to improve safety for 
pedestrians and drivers in the community. Offsetting Mitigation Measure #3 would require the 
implementation of safety improvements to minimize the potential for adverse safety effects to 
drivers, bicyclists, and pedestrians along Montague Street at the intersection with the project 
alignment, consistent with the aforementioned goals and policies described in the Arleta-Pacoima 
Community Plan and Sun Valley-La Tune Canyon Community Plan. 

Pacoima Beautiful Collaborates with the Los Angeles Department of Transportation through the 
Peoples Street Project to create livable and accessible places for the community and implement 
safety features in the San Fernando Valley.  

2.3.5   Community Outreach Input and Relationship to DHAEs  

Attachment A, Community Outreach Concerns and/or Requests Addressed by Offsetting 
Mitigation Measures, lists outreach events and community concerns and/or requests provided 
that pertain to Offsetting Mitigation Measure #3. City Councilmembers Rodriguez and Padilla 
suggested funding improvements at Montague Street, in particular. Other members of these EJ 
communities also expressed concerns over the impacts from the project portal or the spoils-
removal area. Attachment B, After-Action Reports and Summary Notes for EJ Community 
Outreach Meetings contains after-action reports and summary notes for outreach meetings held 
in EJ communities for the Palmdale to Burbank Project Section. 

2.3.6   Roles and Responsibilities 

The Authority would provide the funding and staffing to implement the community roundtable as 
well as funding for the planning and implementation any feasible safety enhancements agreed to 
by the Authority. 

The Authority has concluded that this offsetting mitigation measure has a reasonable nexus and 
is proportionate to the extent of the potential DHAEs in Table 2-1. 

2.4   Offsetting Mitigation Measure #4: Intermediate Window (SR14-W2), 
Conveyor Belt Usage Requirements and School Coordination 

2.4.1   Measure Description 

The Pacoima and Sun Valley Construction Safety Transportation Management Plan (CSTMP) 
subsections and Transportation Construction Management Plan (TCMP; per TR-MM#12), shall 
address all project components within a ½-mile radius of Broadus Elementary School and Roscoe 
Elementary School, emergency vehicle access, temporary road closures, spoils hauling routes, 
circulation and intermodal connections for travel during the duration of construction. During plan 
development, the Contractor’s EJ liaison shall coordinate with the Authority EJ ombudsman to 
conduct outreach, hold community roundtables, and seek feedback from LAUSD (with regards to 
Broadus Elementary School and Roscoe Elementary School) and the communities identified in 
Table 2-1 of this Appendix and Table 5-25 of Chapter 5 (e.g. Pacoima and Sun Valley 
communities).  
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Appendix 5-B: EJ Development of Community Improvements as Offsetting Mitigation 

The Contractor’s EJ liaison shall provide a copy of the draft CSTMP and TCMP to the Authority’s 
EJ ombudsman and then shall provide a copy of these draft plans to communities (listed in Table 
2-1) for their review and input in advance of implementing the Plans. The Authority’s EJ 
ombudsman shall determine minimum advance periods, individuals/organizations receiving the 
draft, and the community input that must be included in the Authority Contractor’s final plans. 

The Contractor’s EJ liaison shall provide written confirmation of compliance with the Authority EJ 
Ombudsman’s instructions at least one week before the Contractor implements the Plans. Within 
1-week of the close of each quarterly reporting cycle, the Contractor’s EJ liaison shall provide the 
Authority’s EJ ombudsman with reports documenting compliance with CSTMP and TCMP 
requirements and implementation activities.  

For any construction hauling (including spoils hauling) or construction water truck deliveries within 
a ½ mile radius surrounding Broadus Elementary or Roscoe Elementary schools, the Contractor 
shall include the following measures in the CSTMP or the TCMP after seeking the 
aforementioned feedback from LAUSD through the EJ ombudsman.  

• Crossing guards and flagging  

• Up to 5 daily week-day hours of non-operation, immediately before and immediately after 
school hours as indicated by LAUSD (typically 8:00am to 2:24 pm – Mon, Wed, Thurs, 
Fri; 8:00am to 1:24 pm – Tues)  

• Mandatory designated construction vehicle/truck route(s) used during school drop-
off/pickup and peak hours  

• Intersection restrictions on construction hauling and construction water trucks during 
school hours. For Broadus Elementary, construction traffic restrictions shall be in place at 
the intersections of Bromont Avenue/Filmore Street and Dronfield Avenue/Montford 
Street. For Roscoe Elementary, construction traffic restrictions shall be in place at the 
intersection of Stratham Street/Riverton Avenue. The LAUSD shall have authority to 
change these intersection restrictions, during the required local roads’ encroachment 
permit process approval of the necessary local road encroachment permit.   

• The tunnel south of Broadus Elementary School shall be excavated from south to north to 
allow for conveyor belt transportation of appropriate spoils directly to Boulevard Mine. If 
the tunnel north of the school is excavated from south to north and concurrent with the 
tunnel to the south, appropriate spoils from the northerly excavation shall be stockpiled 
during peak school traffic hours identified by LAUSD, in construction staging/laydown 
areas adjacent to the intermediate window (IW), prior to truck transportation occurring 
outside of the peak school traffic hours. Conveyor belt transportation of all appropriate 
soils from the tunnel north of the school shall occur during all construction hours, 
immediately after the tunnel south of the school has been excavated. These 
requirements for the tunnel north of the school shall be in effect only in the event of 
contractor selection of IW SR14-W2.  

• Depending on phasing and direction of drilling near Roscoe Elementary School, the 
trench near Portal 11 shall be considered as a temporary stockpile location for 
appropriate spoils prior to transportation. For drilling, both north and south of Portal 11, 
the Contractor shall primarily use Boulevard Mine as a disposal site, accessed through 
Portal 10. 

Prior to the commencement of each subsequent construction phase, the Contractor’s EJ liaison 
shall seek additional input from LAUSD schools in EJ communities (as identified in Table 2-1 of 
this Appendix and Table 5-25 of Chapter 5 of the Final EIR/EIS), through the Authority EJ 
ombudsman. The CSTMP shall be reviewed by the Authority EJ ombudsman and then 
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Appendix 5-B: EJ Development of Community Improvements as Offsetting Mitigation 

subsequently by LAUSD for each of the phases of construction (discussed in TR-IAMF#2) and 
LAUSD may request updates or refinements to the CSTMP for the next construction phase.  

2.4.2 Nexus to Disproportionately High and Adverse Effects 

Ensuring that key input from communities (identified in Table 2-1 of this Appendix and Table 5-25 
of Chapter 5) is included in the Authority contractor’s construction coordination plans, before the 
plans are implemented, would address potential adverse, disproportionate effects from the project 
by providing additional assurances and safeguards to and coordination with these communities. 
Although the Broadus Elementary School is not within the census blocks with potential DHAEs, 
the Authority also understands that members of the community who live in the census blocks with 
potential DHAEs send their children to school there. From Olinda Street until Sunland Boulevard, 
the project would be below-ground in a cut-and-cover box structure. South of Sunland Boulevard, 
the alignments would continue in a mined or bored tunnel until reaching Lockheed Drive, the 
southern limit of the Project. Several members of the community expressed concerns over 
impacts on schoolchildren and sought methods for decreasing spoils hauling impacts. The 
LAUSD Office of Environmental Health & Safety also expressed detailed concerns. 

• Early in the process, at am August 24, 2016, Community Working Group Meeting, in 
Pacoima and Sun Valley, a participant expressed concern over construction impacts 
associated with noise, air pollution, truck routes, duration. 

• In a December 1, 2022, Letter from LAUSD Office of Environmental Health & Safety, 
LAUSD identified several mitigation measures that it asked the Authority to implement a 
detailed set of mitigation measures for decreasing impacts on the Broadus Elementary 
School and Roscoe Elementary School. This letter included requests for temporary noise 
barriers, communication with LAUSD school administrators, and traffic controls.  

• A December 15, 2022, comment letter expressed concerns over the air pollution from the 
“truck trips (right now they are diesel, not electric) to transport the spoils from the tunnels 
to the landfills.” 

• At a November 30, 2023, Sun Valley Area Neighborhood Council Planning and Land Use 
Committee (PLUM), a participant specifically asked the Authority to use a conveyor belt 
to dispose of spoils to the Sun Valley Gravel Pits and Boulevard Mine. 

• At a December 8, 2023, Authority presentation to Pacoima Beautiful, a participant 
requested communication with Alliance MIT Middle School as a “school may be impacted 
by construction closures.” 

The Authority has identified this as an improvement that would help address the project’s adverse 
effects on the community based on specific suggestions from affected community representatives 
and the Los Angeles Unified School District, requesting these measures.  The Authority has also 
developed a robust and thorough plan for the Authority EJ Ombudsman to communicate with the 
community to identify further measures that the Authority could take to further reduce impacts on 
these schools, the children, and the parents in these EJ communities. The Authority also expects 
LAUSD to provide meaningful feedback that it could receive from its teachers and administrators. 
This offsetting mitigation measure would not directly remedy the effects on the EJ communities of 
requiring business relocations or divisions of their communities, but it would reduce the 
environmental impacts on the learning environment for the community’s children who attend 
these schools. That connection establishes its nexus to the potential DHAEs. 

The proposed Offsetting Mitigation Measure would provide a safety and environmental conditions 
offset for construction related effects around community schools and in affected communities. 
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Appendix 5-B: EJ Development of Community Improvements as Offsetting Mitigation 

2.4.3 Benefit to Minority and/or Low-Income Populations 

Through coordination and the solicitation of feedback with LAUSD, Offsetting Mitigation Measure 
#4 would offset or address adverse traffic, noise, and safety effects from project construction and 
spoils hauling on LAUSD schools located in the EJ communities of Pacoima and Sun Valley (see 
Table 2-1 of this Appendix and Table 5-25 of Chapter 5 for list of communities). By using a 
conveyer belt, and by requiring the spoils hauling to use routes that avoid drop-off and pick-up 
times, this offsetting mitigation measure would reduce the construction traffic and construction air-
quality impacts at the schools. By ceasing work during the school days, the project will reduce 
construction noise impacts at the schools. 

2.4.4 Consistency with Community Goals and Planning 

Offsetting Mitigation Measure #4 would require coordination between LAUSD schools in the EJ 
communities of Pacoima and Sun Valley and the Authority’s EJ ombudsman and Contractor’s EJ 
liaison to minimize potential adverse transportation, noise, and safety effects from project 
construction and spoils hauling and adhere to LAUSD policies and procedures to the extent 
feasible (LAUSD 2021).  

The Sun Valley-La Tuna Canyon Community Plan (City of Los Angeles 1999) includes goals and 
policies to minimize noise in the proximity to schools. The measures outlined in Offsetting 
Mitigation Measure #4 would minimize adverse noise effects on schools during school hours, 
consistent with the Sun Valley-La Tuna Canyon Community Plan. 

2.4.5 Community Outreach Input and Relationship to DHAEs 

Attachment A, Community Outreach Concerns and/or Requests Addressed by Offsetting  
Mitigation Measures, lists outreach events and community concerns and/or requests provided 
that pertain to Offsetting Mitigation Measure #4.  At EJ community meetings, members of those 
communities expressed concerns on impacts to schools and on children, and the air quality 
effects of spoils hauling, and one community member requested conveyor belts specifically.  
Attachment B, After-Action Reports and Summary Notes for EJ Community Outreach 
Meetings contains after-action reports and summary notes for outreach meetings held in EJ 
communities for the Palmdale to Burbank Project Section.  

2.4.6 Roles and Responsibilities 

The Authority shall provide the funding to plan and implement the construction traffic safety 
measures identified in Offsetting Mitigation Measure #4. 

The Authority has concluded that this offsetting mitigation measure has a reasonable nexus and 
is proportionate to the extent of the potential DHAEs in Table 2-1. 

3. OTHER COMMUNITY IMPROVEMENTS NOT PROPOSED AS 
OFFSETTING MITIGATION  

The improvements that were evaluated but not proposed as offsetting mitigation are also listed in 
Attachment A, Community Outreach Concerns and/or Requests Addressed by Offsetting  
Mitigation Measures. Attachment A also indicates the origins of the potential improvements 
and community input considered in the development of each potential improvement. 

4. SECONDARY  IMPACTS ANALYSIS FOF OFFSETTING MITIGATION 
MEASURES 

Like other direct mitigation proposed in this EIR/EIS, the Authority is required to disclose the 
potential secondary environmental effects of offsetting mitigation measures. With implementation 
of relevant and applicable IAMFs and direct mitigation measures, where necessary, the proposed 
offsetting mitigation measures are not expected to result in unmitigable secondary environmental 
effects. 
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Appendix 5-B: EJ Development of Community Improvements as Offsetting Mitigation 

4.1   Offsetting Measure #1: Construction Jobs and Opportunities, 
Training and Workforce Development    

This measure consists of a workforce program and does not include infrastructure development 
nor construction; thus, it would not result in physical impacts on the environment. 

4.2   Offsetting Measure #2: Community Connectivity Enhancements and 
Workshop 

The proposed measure could include improvements for enhanced pedestrian crossings such as 
sidewalk improvements, street lighting, street trees, and other landscaping. Construction of some 
of these improvements could result in minor secondary impacts related to temporary construction 
activities (e.g., noise and vibration, temporary sidewalk or lane closures). However, temporary 
construction-related impacts would be avoided or minimized through applicable impact avoidance 
and minimization features (IAMFs). For example, the contractor will be required to implement a 
dust control plan (AQ-IAMF#1), apply construction practices identified in FTA and FRA guidelines 
to minimize temporary construction noise and vibration impacts on sensitive receptors (NV-
IAMF#1), and prepare and implement a construction transportation plan for minimizing impacts of 
construction and construction traffic on roadways in coordination with the appropriate local 
jurisdiction (TR-IAMF#2). In addition, these construction activities would be temporary, would  
occur entirely within existing transportation rights-of-way, and would be implemented in 
compliance with encroachment permit requirements, existing laws and regulations and local 
ordinances. Accordingly, this measure is not anticipated to result in unmitigable secondary 
environmental effects. 

4.3   Offsetting Measure #3: Safety and Montague Street Improvements    

Construction of some of these improvements could result in secondary impacts related to 
temporary construction activities (e.g., air emissions, noise and vibration, temporary sidewalk or 
lane closures).  Temporary construction-related impacts would be avoided or minimized through 
the application of project features, similar to those described above for EJ Offsetting Measure 
#2In addition, these construction activities would be temporary, would occur entirely within 
existing transportation rights-of-way, and would be implemented in compliance with 
encroachment permit requirements, existing laws and regulations and local ordinances.  
Accordingly, this measure is not anticipated to result in significant secondary environmental 
effects. 

4.4   Offsetting Measure #4: Intermediate Window (SR14-W2), Conveyor 
belt usage requirements and school coordination 

To transport appropriate spoils and minimize hauling during peak school traffic hours, this 
measure consists of a requirement to remove spoils from south to north to allow use a conveyor 
belt for the project. This measure also includes a requirement to include input from EJ 
community LAUSD schools within ½ mile radius of the alignment, in the development and 
planning process for various construction plans. These components of the measure consist of a 
coordination and does not include infrastructure development nor new construction; thus, these 
components would not result in physical impacts on the environment. 

Hauling restrictions at the intersections of Bromont Avenue/Filmore Street, Dronfield 
Avenue/Montford Street and Stratham Street/North Clybourn Avenue are not anticipated to result 
in significant secondary environmental effects since these streets are not designated hauling 
routes. In addition, the intersection restrictions would be temporary, would occur entirely within 
existing transportation rights-of-way, and would be implemented in compliance with 
encroachment permit requirements and existing laws and regulations and local ordinances.  
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ATTACHMENT  A:  COMMUNITY  OUTREACH  CONCERNS  AND/OR  REQUESTS  
ADDRESSED  BY  OFFSETTING  MITIGATION  MEASURES  
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Lake View Terrace 
Pacoima 
Sun Valley 
Pacoima and Sun Valley 

Item  # Original  
Source  

Individual  Proposal  or   
Request  

Applicable  Impact  Avoidance  and  Minimization  
Features  (IAMF)  and  Mitigation  Measures  (MM)  

Any  Related  Offsetting  
Mitigation  Measures  

(OMM)  

OMM  Nexus  to  a  DHAE,  Proportionality  
Analysis,  and  Authority  Conclusion   Alternatives  Reasons  for  rejecting  an  individual  proposal  or  request,  OR  

Reasons  for  rejecting  portions  of  the  proposal  or  request  

Lake  View  Terrace  
1  August  30,  

2016  NSFV  
Meeting  

I  know  there  are  springs  and  
artisan  water  in  the  Angeles  
National  Forest  Mountains.  Are  
there  more  GI  studies  planned  in  
the  Angeles  National  Forest?  

HWR-MM#1:  Minimize  Construction-period  Water  
Quality  Impacts  Associated  with  Tunnel  Construction  
HWR-MM#4:  Implement  a  Water  Resources  Adaptive
Management  and  Monitoring  Plan  Including  
Compensatory  Mitigation  Measures  as  Necessary  

The  comment  does  not  
call  for  an  OMM.   

N/A  Refined  SR14,  
SR14A,  E1,  
E1A,  E2,  E2A  

This  comment  is  not  requesting  a specific  measure;  however,  a
concern  was  expressed  regarding  possible  project  impacts.  No  
hydrology/geology  DHAEs  would  occur  from  the  project.  Refer  
to  Standard  Responses  PB-Response-HYD-2:  Hydrogeologic  
Impacts  in  the  Angeles  National  Forest/Tunneling  Impacts  in  
the  Angeles  National  Forest,  and  PB-Response-GSSP-1:  Risks  
and  Impacts  Associated  with  Seismic  Events,  in  Volume  4  of  
the  Final  EIR/EIS,  for  additional  information  regarding  
geotechnical  investigations  for  the  project.  

 

 

2  August  30,  
2016  NSFV  

Meeting  

Why  would  anyone  consider  an  
alignment  through  Lake  View  
Terrace,  affecting  animals  and  
people?  

Appendix  2-E,  Impact  Avoidance  and  Minimization  
Features  
Appendix  3.1-C,  Standardized  Mitigation  Measures  

The  comment  does  not  
call  for  an  OMM.   

N/A  E2,  E2A  This  comment  is  not  requesting  a specific  measure;  however,  a
concern  was  expressed  regarding  possible  project  impacts.  
Design  options  within  individual  alternatives  were  evaluated  
to  isolate  concerns  and  to  screen  and  refine  the  alternatives  to
avoid  adverse  environmental  effects  or  to  improve  
performance.  The  alternatives  that  were  not  carried  forward  
for  detailed  analysis  had  greater  direct  and  indirect  
environmental  impacts,  were  impracticable,  or  failed  to  meet  
the  project  purpose,  need,  and  objectives.   

 

 

Based  on  the  public  and  agency  outreach  information  outlined  
in  Final  EIR/EIS  Chapter  8,  Preferred  Alternative,  along  with  
the  impact  analysis  presented  in  this  Final  EIR/EIS,  the  SR14A  
Build  Alternative  was  selected  as  the  Preferred  Alternative.  
The  SR14A  Build  Alternative  alignment  would  avoid  the  Lake  
View  Terrace  Community,  and  balances  functional,  technical,  
economic,  and  constructability  factors  with  minimized  impacts  
on  natural  resources  and  human  communities.  Refer  to  
Standard  Response  PB-Response-ALT-1:  Alternatives  Selection  
and  Evaluation  Process  in  Volume  4  of  the  Final  EIR/EIS,  for  
additional  information  regarding  the  alternative  development  
process  for  the  project.  

3  August  30,  
2016  NSFV  

Meeting  

If  you  were  to  start  descending  
into  Burbank,  you  could  go  under
Lake  View  Terrace.  

 
N/A  The  comment  does  not  

call  for  an  OMM.   
N/A  E2,  E2A  This  comment  requests  a  different  alignment  than  the  E2  or  

E2A  Build  Alternatives,  so  the  project  would  avoid  Lake  View  
Terrace.  The  Authority  will  consider  those  other  alternatives.  

Design  options  within  individual  alternatives  were  evaluated  
to  isolate  concerns  and  to  screen  and  refine  the  alternatives  to  
avoid  adverse  environmental  effects  or  to  improve  
performance.  The  alternatives  that  were  not  carried  forward  
for  detailed  analysis  had  greater  direct  and  indirect  
environmental  impacts,  were  impracticable,  or  failed  to  meet  
the  project  purpose,  need,  and  objectives.   

As  described  in  the  2011  Los  Angeles  Supplemental  
Alternatives  Analysis  Report:  LAUS  to  Sylmar  (2011  SAA  



    
  
   
     

 

  
 
 

    
 

     
      

   
  

 

      
     

 
         
         

 

    
     

             
          

        
       

       
 

 
       

   
  

 

      
     

      
    

 

     
    

 

    
     

             
          

         
 

        
     

          
        

     

Lake View Terrace 
Pacoima 
Sun Valley 
Pacoima and Sun Valley 

Item # 
Any Related Offsetting 

Original Individual Proposal or Applicable Impact Avoidance and Minimization OMM Nexus to a DHAE, Proportionality Reasons for rejecting an individual proposal or request, OR 
Mitigation Measures Alternatives 

Source Request Features (IAMF) and Mitigation Measures (MM) Analysis, and Authority Conclusion Reasons for rejecting portions of the proposal or request (OMM) 
Report),  the  seismic  risk  associated  with  the  Verdugo  Fault  
restricted  the  profile  options  between  Hollywood  Burbank  
Airport  and  the  San  Fernando  Valley  area to  an  at-grade  and  
elevated  alignment,  which  would  allow  the  quickest  service  
recovery  time  should  a major  seismic  event  occur.  

Based  on  the  public  and  agency  outreach  information  outlined  
in  Final  EIR/EIS  Chapter  8,  Preferred  Alternative,  along  with  
the  impact  analysis  presented  in  this  Final  EIR/EIS,  the  SR14A  
Build  Alternative  was  selected  as  the  Preferred  Alternative.  
The  SR14A  Build  Alternative  balances  functional,  technical,  
economic,  and  constructability  factors  with  minimized  impacts  
on  natural  resources  and  human  communities.  Refer  to  
Standard  Response  PB-Response-ALT-1:  Alternatives  Selection  
and  Evaluation  Process  in  Volume  4  of  the  Final  EIR/EIS,  for  
additional  information  regarding  the  alternative  development  
process  for  the  project.  

4  August  30,  
2016  NSFV  

Meeting  

The  E2  alignment  will  affect  Lake  
View  Terrace  more  than  E1.  

Appendix  2-E,  Impact  Avoidance  and  Minimization  
Features  
Appendix  3.1-C,  Standardized  Mitigation  Measures  

The comment does not 
call for an OMM. 

N/A E2, E2A This comment requests a different alignment than the E2 or 
E2A Build Alternatives, so the project would avoid Lake View 
Terrace. The Authority considered those other alternatives. A 
concern was expressed regarding possible project impacts. 
Design options within individual alternatives were evaluated 
to  isolate  concerns  and  to  screen  and  refine  the  alternatives  to
avoid  adverse  environmental  effects  or  to  improve  
performance.  The  alternatives  that  were  not  carried  forward  
for  detailed  analysis  had  greater  direct  and  indirect  
environmental  impacts,  were  impracticable,  or  failed  to  meet  
the  project  purpose,  need,  and  objectives.   

 

Based on the public and agency outreach information  outlined  
in  Final  EIR/EIS  Chapter  8,  Preferred  Alternative,  along  with  
the  impact  analysis  presented  in  this  Final  EIR/EIS,  the  SR14A  
Build  Alternative  was  selected  as  the  Preferred  Alternative.  
The  SR14A  Build  Alternative  balances  functional,  technical,  
economic,  and  constructability  factors  with  minimized  impacts  
on  natural  resources  and  human  communities.   

5 August 30, 
2016 NSFV 

Meeting 

Why aggravate all of the people 
in Lake View Terrace? What 
efforts have been made to inform 
these people about the 
alignments? 

EJ-IAMF#1: Authority EJ Ombudsman and 
Contractor’s EJ Liaison 

The comment does not 
call for an OMM. 

N/A E2, E2A This comment requests a different alignment than the E2 or 
E2A Build Alternatives, so the project would avoid Lake View 
Terrace. The Authority will consider those other alternatives. 

For completed outreach, please refer to Standard Response 
PB-Response-GEN-3: Public Outreach and PB-Response-GEN-4: 
General Opinions, Opposition or Support in Volume 4 of the 
Final EIR/EIS, for additional information regarding the public 
involvement process for the project. 



    
  
   
     

 

  
 
 

    
 

     
      

   
  

 

      
     

 
         
         

 

 
  

 

  

 

 

   
 

  
 

 
 

 

 
 

Any Related Offsetting 
Original Individual Proposal or Applicable Impact Avoidance and Minimization OMM Nexus to a DHAE, Proportionality Reasons for rejecting an individual proposal or request, OR 

Item # Mitigation Measures Alternatives 
Source Request Features (IAMF) and Mitigation Measures (MM) Analysis, and Authority Conclusion Reasons for rejecting portions of the proposal or request (OMM) 

6  September  
22,  2016  

Community  
Open  House

Meeting  

The  refined  SR14  and  E1  routes  
merge  and  come  close  to  the  
Forestar  Methane  Gas  facility  at  
Lopez Canyon.  I  am  concerned  
that  the  tunneling  and  
subsequent  train  vibration  may  
cause  the  facility  to  leak  and  pose
a  grave  danger  to  the  community

N&V-MM#7:  Implement  Operation  Vibration  
Mitigation  Measures  

In  response  to  requests  
like  this,  the  Authority  has  
developed  IAMFs  and  
mitigation  measures  to  
mitigate  this  effect.  
Because  IAMFs  and  
mitigation  measures  
would  mitigate  this  effect
the  comment  does  not 
call  for  an  OMM.   

N/A  Refined  SR14,  
SR14A,  E1,  E1A  

This  comment  is  not  requesting  a specific  measure;  however,  a 
concern  was  expressed  regarding  possible  project  impacts.  
The  project  does  not  anticipate  impacts  to  the  Forestar  
Methane  Gas  facility.  Refer  to  Standard  Response  PB-
Response-N&V-4:  Tunneling  Impacts  under  Homes  and  
Businesses,  and  PB-Response-GSSP-1:  Risk  and  Impacts  
Associated  with  Seismic  Events,  in  Volume  4  of  the  Final  
EIR/EIS.   

 

 
. , 

7  September  
22,  2016  

Community  
Open  House  

Meeting  

Why  did  CHSRA  ignore  
environmental  justice  facts  in  
Lake  View  Terrace  and  retain  a  
plan  that  divides  Lake  View  
Terrace  and  Shadow  Hills?  

EJ-IAMF#1:  Authority  EJ  Ombudsman  and  
Contractor’s  EJ  Liaison   
EJ-IAMF#3:  EJ  Community-Inclusive  Development  of  
Aesthetic  Treatments  and  Community  Cohesion  
Enhancements  

OMM  #2:  Community  
Connectivity  
Enhancements  and  
Workshop   

Provides  community  supported  pedestrian  
connectivity  improvements  to  partially  offset  
community  cohesion  effects  associated  with  
Alternatives  E2  and  E2A.   

E2,  E2A  OMM#2  mitigates  this  community-division  concern.  

This  comment  requests  a  different  alignment  than  the  E2  or  
E2A  Build  Alternatives,  so  the  project  would  avoid  Lake  View  
Terrace.  The  Authority  will  consider  those  other  alternatives.  

The  route  alternatives  that  were  not  carried  forward  for  
detailed  analysis  had  greater  direct  and  indirect  environmental  
impacts,  were  impracticable,  infeasible,  or  failed  to  meet  the  
project  purpose,  need,  and  objectives.  Please  see  Standard  
Response  PB-Response-ALT-1:  Alternatives  Selection  and  
Evaluation  Process.  

Refer  to  Standard  Response  PB-Response-ALT-1:  Alternatives  
Selection  and  Evaluation  Process,  in  Volume  4  of  the  Final  
EIR/EIS,  for  additional  information  regarding  the  alternative  
development  process  for  the  project.   

8 October 5, 
2022  DEIR/EIS

Comment  
#7510  

The  main  purpose  of  CEQA  is  to  
avoid  environmental  impacts  and  
mitigate  impacts  when  they  are  
unavoidable.  The  proposed  
routes  E1,  E1A  and  E2,  E2A  do  not
follow  this  rule.  Both  of  these  
routes  propose  to  tunnel  right  
through  the  middle  of  pristine,  
undisturbed  National  Forest  land  
and  emerge  in  a well-established  
neighborhood  that  was  built  in  
the  late  50’s/early  60’s.  These  
proposed  routes  make  no  sense  
as  they  create  major  
environmental  impacts  that  are  
impossible  to  mitigate.  The  other  
proposed  routes,  SR14A  and  
Refined  SR14,  make  much  more  
sense  in  that  there  is  already  a 
transportation  corridor  

Appendix  2-E,  Impact  Avoidance  and  Minimization  
Features  
Appendix  3.1-C,  Standardized  Mitigation  Measures  

N/A   N/A  Refined  SR14,  
SR14A,  E1,  
E1A,  E2,  E2A  

This  comment  requests  a  different  alignment  than  the  E2  or  
E2A  Build  Alternatives,  so  the  project  would  avoid  Lake  View  
Terrace.  The  Authority  will  consider  those  other  alternatives.  

 

 Design  options  within  individual  alternatives  were  evaluated
to  isolate  concerns  and  to  screen  and  refine  the  alternatives  to
avoid  adverse  environmental  effects  or  to  improve  
performance.  The  alternatives  that  were  not  carried  forward  
for  detailed  analysis  had  greater  direct  and  indirect  
environmental  impacts,  were  impracticable,  or  failed  to  meet  
the  project  purpose,  need,  and  objectives.  Please  see  Standard
Response  PB-Response-ALT-1:  Alternatives  Selection  and  
Evaluation  Process.  For  impacts  on  the  Angeles  National  
Forest,  please  see  Standard  Response  PB-Response-HYD-2:  
Hydrogeologic  Impacts  in  the  Angeles  National  
Forest/Tunneling  Impacts  in  the  Angeles  National  Forest.  

 
 

 

Based  on  the  public  and  agency  outreach  information  outlined
in  Final  EIR/EIS  Chapter  8,  Preferred  Alternative,  along  with  
the  impact  analysis  presented  in  this  Final  EIR/EIS,  the  SR14A  

 

Lake View Terrace 
Pacoima 
Sun Valley 
Pacoima and Sun Valley 



    
  
   
     

 

  
 
 

    
 

     
      

   
  

 

      
     

 
         
         

 

 

 

        
       

       
      

  
  

 

 

 
 

 
 
 

 

 

 

 

Any Related Offsetting 
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established  there  with  SR  14  (the  
14  freeway).  These  proposed  
routes  are  much  better  in  terms  
of  CEQA  in  that  they  avoid  major  
environmental  impacts  through  
the  middle  of  the  National  Forest.
The  amount  of  Forest  these  
routes  go  through  is  significantly  
less  than  the  other  two  routes,  
therefore  avoiding  impacts.  If  I  
was  reviewing  this  EIR  I  would  tell
the  consultant  that  routes  E1,  
E1A  and  E2,  E2A  will  cause  major  
impacts  and  to  get  rid  of  them.  In  
this  case,  the  shortest  distance  of  
rail  creates  the  highest  amount  of
environmental  impacts.  

 

 

 

Build Alternative was selected as the Preferred Alternative. 
The SR14A Build Alternative balances functional, technical, 
economic, and constructability factors with minimized impacts 
on natural resources and human communities. 

9  October  5,  
2022  DEIR/EIS

Comment  
#7518  

How  will  this  tunnel  impact  the  
homes  that  are  directly  above  the
tunnel?  

N/A  N/A   N/A  Refined  SR14,  
SR14A,  E1,  
E1A,  E2,  E2A  

This  comment  is  not  requesting  a specific  measure;  however,  a
concern  was  expressed  regarding  possible  project  impacts.  As  
discussed  in  Chapter  2,  Alternatives,  of  the  Final  EIR/EIS,  a  
major  reason  for  tunneling  throughout  the  project  corridor  
was  to  reduce  impacts  to  existing  land  uses.  Properties  located
above  the  HSR  Build  Alternative  tunnels  would  not  experience  
nuisance  effects  associated  with  the  HSR  because  of  the  
tunnel  depths.  Refer  to  Standard  Response  N&V-4,  in  Volume  
4  of  the  Final  EIR/EIS,  as  well  as  the  noise  and  vibration  impact
analysis  in  Section  3.4  of  the  Final  EIR/EIS,  for  additional  
information  regarding  tunnel  impacts  on  homes  that  are  
directly  above.  

 
  

 

 

10 October  5,  
2022  DEIR/EIS  

Comment  
#7562  

We  are  concerned  for  our  
community's  health  and  safety  on
top  of  the  environmental  impact  
that  this  project  may  cause.  

PB-Response-AQ-2:  Health  Risks  and  Impacts   
PB-Response-BIO-2:  Construction  and  Operations  
Impacts  to  Special-Status  Plants  and  Wildlife  
PB-Response-BIO-3:  Wildlife  Movement  Corridors  
PB-Response-GSSP-1:  Risk  and  Impacts  Associated  
with  Seismic  Events  
PB-Response-HAZ-1:  Materials  Hauling  and  
Transportation  of  Hazardous  Materials  
PB-Response-HYD-2:  Hydrogeologic  Impacts  in  the  
Angeles  National  Forest/Tunneling  Impacts  in  the  
Angeles  National  Forest  
PB-Response-S&S-1:  Wildfire  
PB-Response-S&S-2:  Accidents  and  Explosions  
PB-Response-S&S-3:  Effects  on  Local  and  Regional  
Evacuation  Plans  
PB-Response-SOCIO-3:  Health  and  Safety  of  Children.

OMM  #3:  Montague  
Street  Improvements   
OMM  #4:  Intermediate  
Window  (SR14-W2),  
Conveyor  belt  usage  
requirements  and  school  
coordination  

OMM  #3:  The  project  would  not  result  in  
adverse  safety  and  security  effects  with  
implementation  of  IAMFs;  therefore,  there  
would  not  be  a  resulting  DHAE  on  minority  or  
low-income  populations  related  to  construction
or  operational  transportation  or  railroad  safety  
(refer  to  Section  3.11,  Safety  and  Security,  of  
this  Final  EIR/EIS,  for  further  discussion  of  
construction  and  operational  safety  impacts).  
Thus,  this  improvement  is  not  being  proposed  
due  to  a  direct  connection  to  a  
disproportionately  high  and  adverse  effect  in  
Pacoima.  Instead,  the  Authority  has  identified  
this  as  an  improvement  that  would  help  offset  
the  project’s  general  effects  on  the  community  
based  on  the  City  of  Los  Angeles’  suggestion  of  
funding  improvements  such  as  this  one.  

Refined  SR14,  
SR14A,  E1,  
E1A,  E2,  E2A  

This  comment  is  not  requesting  a particular  measure,  but  is  
expressing  concerns  over  impacts.  The  Authority  has  taken  a  
hard  look  at  the  project’s  possible  health  and  safety  impacts  
from  Alternatives  E2  and  E2A,  which  would  impact  Lake  View  
Terrace.  PB-Response-S&S-2:  Accidents  and  Explosions,  and  
PB-Response-GSSP-1:  Risk  and  Impacts  Associated  with  
Seismic  Events,  in  Volume  4  of  the  Final  EIR/EIS,  as  well  as  the  
noise  and  vibration  impact  analysis  in  Section  3.4  of  the  Final  
EIR/EIS,  for  additional  information  regarding  tunnel  impacts  on
homes  that  are  directly  above.  
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OMM #4: The project would not result in a 
DHAE on minority populations or low-income 
related to construction transportation safety. 
Coordination and the solicitation of feedback 
with LAUSD would minimize adverse traffic 
effects from project construction and spoils 
hauling on LAUSD schools located in the EJ 
communities of both Pacoima and Sun Valley. 

11  October  5,  
2022  DEIR/EIS

Comment  
#7564

The  original  proposal  voted  on  by
the  public  years  ago  described  
high  speed  rail  along  established  
transportation  routes.  Your  
routes  deviate  from  that  design  
promise  and  will  have  significant  
and  devastating  impacts  on  
natural  areas  and  communities  
based  on  the  reports.  The  actual  
rail  does  not  appear  to  be  at  high  
speed  like  a  bullet  train  alternate  
to  standard  rail  and  does  not  
match  the  proposal  that  was  
voted  on  by  the  public  in  this  way
as  well.  I  don't  believe  it's  an  
improvement  or  a  forward-
thinking  alternative,  and  frankly,  
right  now  seems  like  a potential  
waste  of  money.  And  Southern  
California's  proposing  new  train  
transit,  please  consider  
something  like  Germany's  new  
hydrogen  powered  system,  which
is  emission  free,  low  noise  only  
steam  and  condensed  water  
issuing  from  the  exhaust.  It  is  
renewable  energy  and  saves  
thousands  of  gallons  of  diesel  fuel
a  year.  

 AQ-IAMF#1:  Fugitive  Dust  Emissions   
AQ-IAMF#2:  Selection  of  Coatings   
AQ-IAMF#3:  Renewable  Diesel   
AQ-IAMF#4:  Reduce  Criteria Exhaust  Emissions  from  
Construction  Equipment   
AQ-IAMF#5:  Reduce  Criteria  Exhaust  Emissions  from  
On-Road  Construction  Equipment   
AQ-IAMF#6:  Reduce  the  Potential  Impact  of  Concrete 
Batch  Plants   
AQ-IAMF#6:  Reduce  the  Potential  Impact  of  Concrete
Batch  Plants   
AQ-MM#1:  Offset  Project  Construction  Emissions  
through  SCAQMD  Emissions  Offsets  Programs   
AQ-MM#2:  Offset  Project  Construction  Emissions  
through  AVAQMD  Emissions  Offsets  Programs   
AQ-MM#3:  Construction  Emissions  Reductions  – 
Requirements  for  use  of  Zero  Emission  and/or  Near  
Zero  Emission  Vehicles  and  Off-Road  Equipment   
N&V-IAMF#1:  Noise  and  Vibration   
N&V-MM#1:  Construction  Noise  Mitigation  
Measures   
N&V-MM#2:  Construction  Vibration  Mitigation  
Measures   

In  response  to  requests  
like  this,  the  Authority  has
developed  IAMFs  and  
mitigation  measures  to  
mitigate  this  effect.  
Because  IAMFs  and  
mitigation  measures  
would  effectively  mitigate
this  effect,  the  comment  
does  not  call  for  an  OMM.

N/A  Refined  SR14,  
SR14A,  E1,  
E1A,  E2,  E2A  

This  comment  is  requesting  the  Authority  to  use  different  
high-speed  rail  technology.  The  Authority  declines  this  request
because  it  would  be  inconsistent  with  the  Tier  I  decisions.   

Refer  to  Standard  Responses  PB-Response-GEN-2:  Project  
Costs  and  Funding.   

   

 

  

  

 

 

 

12 October  5,  
2022  DEIR/EIS

Comment  
#7565  

For  the  second  reason  I  wish  to  
endorse  no  project  is  because  
Southern  California  currently  
faces  at  least  two  significant  
crises  now  that  should  be  
priorities,  and  I  think  we'd  better 
benefit  from  our  tax  dollars.  We  
have  a  water  shortage.  Both  our  
water  supply  and  our  pipe  
infrastructure  need  to  be  

PUE-MM#1:  Water  Supply  Analysis  for  Construction   The comment does not 
call  for  an  OMM.  

N/A  Refined  SR14,  
SR14A,  E1,  
E1A,  E2,  E2A  

This  comment  is  requesting  updates  to  water  supply  
infrastructure  and  more  funding  for  fighting  wildfires  instead  
of  implementing  the  Project.  The  Authority  is  declining  these  
requests  because  they  would  not  meet  the  purpose  and  need  
of  building  high-speed  rail  infrastructure.   

 

 
The  comments  express  the  commenters’  views  on  high-speed  
rail  generally,  and/or  the  Palmdale  to  Burbank  Project  Section,  
but  do  not  address  an  environmental  issue  in  the  Draft  EIR/EIS.
Refer  to  Standard  Response  PB-Response-PUE-3:  Water  
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addressed  now.  The  bottom  line  
is  that  we  need  water  to  survive  
as  a  population.  Train  should  take
a  backseat  to  this.  

Demand  and  Usage,  in  Volume  4  of  the  Final  EIR/EIS,  for  
additional  information  regarding  water  supply  effects,  and  
mitigation  measures  set  forth  to  minimize  demand  for  water  
supplies.  

 

13  October  5,  
2022  DEIR/EIS

Comment  
#7566  

The  other  reason  is  fire,  fighting  
fires,  protecting  our  land  and  our  
home  needs  greater  attention  
and  funding  than  ever  before  due
to  drought  and  increasing  
temperatures.  Again,  trains  
should  take  a backseat  while  this  
is  a  matter  of  protecting  life,  land  
and  property.  

S&S-MM#1:  Monitor  Response  of  Local  Fire,  Rescue,  
and  Emergency  Service  Providers  to  Incidents  at  
Stations  and  Provide  a  Fair  Share  Cost  of  Service  
SS-IAMF#2:  Safety  and  Security  Management  Plan  

The  comment  does  not  
call  for  an  OMM.   

N/A  Refined  SR14,  
SR14A,  E1,  
E1A,  E2,  E2A  

This  comment  is  requesting  updates  to  water  supply  
infrastructure  and  more  funding  for  fighting  wildfires  instead  
of  implementing  the  Project.  The  Authority  is  declining  these  
requests  because  they  would  not  meet  the  purpose  and  need  
of  building  high-speed  rail  infrastructure.   

 

 

The  comments  express  the  commenters’  views  on  high-speed  
rail  generally,  and/or  the  Palmdale  to  Burbank  Project  Section,  
but  do  not  address  an  environmental  issue  in  the  Draft  EIR/EIS.
Refer  to  Standard  Response  PB-Response-S&S-1:  Wildfire,  in  
Volume  4  of  the  Final  EIR/EIS,  for  additional  information  
regarding  the  potential  for  wildfire  from  the  project.  Generally,
fire  risks  would  be  minimized  through  the  application  of  SS-
IAMF#1  (Construction  Safety  Transportation  Management  
Plan)  and  SS-IAMF#2  (Safety  and  Security  Management  Plan),  
which  will  require  the  development  and  incorporation  of  a  fire  
and  life  safety  program  into  the  design  and  construction  of  the
Palmdale  to  Burbank  Project  Section.  The  fire  and  life  safety  
program  is  coordinated  with  local  emergency  response  
organizations  to  provide  them  with  an  understanding  of  the  
rail  system,  facilities,  and  operations,  and  to  obtain  their  input  
for  modifications  to  emergency  response  operations  and  
facilities,  such  as  evacuation  routes.  

 

 

 

14 October  5,  
2022  DEIR/EIS

Comment  
#7567  

[T]he  route  that  appears  to  cause  
the  least  amount  of  damage  to  
the  environment  and  the  
communities  is  preferred  SR14A  
build  alternative.  All  the  others  
SR14A,  E1,  E2,  E1A  and  E2A  are  
absolutely  in  violation  of  the  
original  proposal  that  was  voted  
on  by  the  public,  as  they  do  not  
follow  an  established  
transportation  route.  It's  quite  
obvious  to  me,  at  least,  that  self-
interested  parties  intervened  to  
divert  the  route  after  the  project  
passed,  and  the  impression  is  that
it  was  private  money  swaying  the  
politics  in  favor  of  those  designs. I  
appreciate  your  attention  to  the  
comments.  I  believe  that  this  is  a  
very  important  decision  that  will  

N/A   The  comment  does  not  
call  for  an  OMM.   

N/A  Refined  SR14,  
SR14A,  E1,  
E1A,  E2,  E2A  

This  comment  requests  the  No  Project  Alternative.  The  
Authority  will  consider  that  alternative.    

 

 

Design  options  within  individual  alternatives  were  evaluated  
to  isolate  concerns  and  to  screen  and  refine  the  alternatives  to  
avoid  adverse  environmental  effects  or  to  improve  
performance.  The  alternatives  that  were  not  carried  forward  
for  detailed  analysis  had  greater  direct  and  indirect  
environmental  impacts,  were  impracticable,  or  failed  to  meet  
the  project  purpose,  need,  and  objectives.   

Based  on  the  public  and  agency  outreach  information  outlined  
in  Final  EIR/EIS  Chapter  8,  Preferred  Alternative,  along  with  
the  impact  analysis  presented  in  this  Final  EIR/EIS,  the  SR14A  
Build  Alternative  was  selected  as  the  Preferred  Alternative.  
The  SR14A  Build  Alternative  balances  functional,  technical,  
economic,  and  constructability  factors  with  minimized  impacts  
on  natural  resources  and  human  communities.   
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Source Request Features (IAMF) and Mitigation Measures (MM) Analysis, and Authority Conclusion Reasons for rejecting portions of the proposal or request (OMM) 

impact Southern California's now 
and the generations to come. I 
implore you to consider and go to 
the no project alternative. 

15  October  13,  
2022  DEIR/EIS

Comment  
#7568  

I  have  concerns  for  how  the  
construction  will  affect  my  house.  
In  the  attachment,  the  
construction  is  running  directly  
under  my  house.  However,  right  
next  to  the  road  running  parallel  
to  my  house  is  an  open  field.  Why  
was  there  no  consideration  to  run  
the  route  under  an  empty  field  
instead  of  residential  homes?  
Burying  under  my  house  puts  my  
home’s  foundation  at  risk  and  can  
expose  me  to  noise  pollution.  

NV-IAMF#1:  Noise  and  Vibration  
N&V-MM#2:  Construction  Vibration  Mitigation  
Measures  
GEO-IAMF#1:  Geologic  Hazards  

None  N/A  Refined  SR14,  
SR14A,  E1,  
E1A,  E2,  E2A  

This  commenter  is  requesting  consideration  of  deviating  the  
project  alignment  so  that  it  runs  underneath  an  adjacent  field,  
instead  of  underneath  the  commenter’s  house.  The  Authority  
is  declining  this  request.   

 

It  has  concluded  that  it  would  not  be  necessary  to  realign  the  
Build  Alternatives  to  avoid  tunneling  impacts  on  residences  
above  the  tunnel  alignment,  so  it  is  declining  this  request.  The  
EIR/EIS  finds  that  the  project’s  tunneling  will  not  jeopardize  
foundations  of  above-ground  homes,  and  the  above-ground  
homes  will  not  experience  noticeable  noise,  after  mitigations,  
except  in  the  few  locations  identified  in  the  noise  chapter  of  
the  EIR/EIS  as  having  permanent  impacts.  

In  its  responses  to  comments  Volume  4,  the  Authority  has  
explained  why  it  is  not  necessary  to  deviate  the  alignment  to  
avoid  the  impacts  that  the  commenter  fears.   

Refer  to  Standard  Responses  PB-Response-ALT-1:  Alternatives  
Selection  and  Evaluation  Process,  and  PB-Response-N&V#4:  
Tunneling  Impacts  (Noise  and  Vibration)  under  Homes  and  
Businesses,  in  Volume  4  of  the  Final  EIR/EIS,  for  additional  
information  regarding  the  alternative  development  process  for  
the  project,  and  additional  information  on  the  potential  for  
noise  and  vibration  impacts  to  occur  from  tunnel  construction  
for  the  project.   

16 December  20,  
2022  DEIR/EIS

Comment  
#9874  

FIRST  - I  endorse  a  decision  of  
"NO  PROJECT  Alternative"  as  the  
plan  has  deviated  from  the  
original  proposal  for  the  following  
reasons:  1.  The  original  proposal  
voted  on  by  the  public  years  ago  
described  high-speed  rail  along  
established  transportation  routes.  
a.  The  proposed  routes  deviate  
from  that  design  promise  and  will  
have  significant  and  devasting  
impacts  on  natural  areas  and  
communities  based  on  the  
reports.  b.  The  actual  rail  appears  
not  to  be  a  high-speed  (bullet  
train)  alternative  to  standard  rail,  
and  does  not  match  the  proposal 

N/A   In  response  to  requests  
like  this,  the  Authority  has
developed  IAMFs  and  
mitigation  measures  to  
mitigate  this  effect.  
Because  IAMFs  and  
mitigation  measures  
would  mitigate  this  effect,
the  comment  does  not  
call  for  an  OMM.   

N/A  Refined  SR14,  
SR14A,  E1,  
E1A,  E2,  E2A  

This  comment  requests  the  No  Project  Alternative  and  
different  high-speed-rail  technologies.  The  Authority  is  
declining  the  request  for  using  different  technologies  because  
it  is  inconsistent  with  the  Tier  1  decisions.  The  Authority  will  
consider  the  No  Project  Alternative.   

  

 

 
Design  options  within  individual  alternatives  were  evaluated  
to  isolate  concerns  and  to  screen  and  refine  the  alternatives  to  
avoid  adverse  environmental  effects  or  to  improve  
performance.  The  alternatives  that  were  not  carried  forward  
for  detailed  analysis  had  greater  direct  and  indirect  
environmental  impacts,  were  impracticable,  or  failed  to  meet  
the  project  purpose,  need,  and  objectives.   

Based  on  the  public  and  agency  outreach  information  outlined  
in  Final  EIR/EIS  Chapter  8,  Preferred  Alternative,  along  with  
the  impact  analysis  presented  in  this  Final  EIR/EIS,  the  SR14A  
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Build  Alternative  was  selected  as  the  Preferred  Alternative.  
The  SR14A  Build  Alternative  balances  functional,  technical,  
economic,  and  constructability  factors  with  minimized  impacts  
on  natural  resources  and  human  communities.  Refer  to  
Standard  Response  PB-Response-ALT-1:  Alternatives  Selection  
and  Evaluation  Process  in  Volume  4  of  the  Final  EIR/EIS,  for  
additional  information  regarding  the  alternative  development  
process  for  the  project.  

that was voted on by the public. 
This is not an improvement,  or  a  
forward  thinking alternative  - and
frankly  seems  like  a  potential  
waste  of  money.  If  Southern  
California  is  proposing  new  train  
transit,  consider  something  like  
Germany's  new  hydrogen?  
powered  system  which  is  
emission-free  and  low-noise  with  
only  steam  and  condensed  water  
issuing  from  the  exhaust.  It  is  
renewable  energy  and  saves  
thousands  of  gallons  of  diesel  fuel
a  year.  

 

 

17  December  20,
2022  DEIR/EIS

Comment  
#9875  

 2.  Southern  California  currently  
faces  at  least  two  significant  
crises  NOW  that  should  be  
priorities,  and  would  better  
benefit  from  our  tax  dollars.  a.  
Water  Shortage  - Both  our  water  
supply  and  our  pipe  
infrastructure  need  to  be  
addressed  NOW.  The  bottom  line  
is  that  we  need  water  to  survive  
as  a  population.  Trains  should  
take  a  backseat  to  this.  b.  Fires  - 
Fighting  fires,  and  protecting  our  
land  and  homes  needs  greater  
attention  and  funding  than  ever  
before  due  to  drought  and  
increasing  temperatures.  Again,  
trains  should  take  a  backseat  
while  this  matter  of  protecting  
life,  land,  and  property  is  
supported.  

PUE-MM#1:  Water  Supply  Analysis  for  Construction  
S&S-MM#1:  Monitor  Response  of  Local  Fire,  Rescue,  
and  Emergency  Service  Providers  to  Incidents  at  
Stations  and  Provide  a  Fair  Share  Cost  of  Service  
SS-IAMF#2:  Safety  and  Security  Management  Plan  

The  comment  does  not  
call  for  an  OMM.   

N/A  Refined  SR14,  
SR14A,  E1,  
E1A,  E2,  E2A.  

This  comment  is  requesting  updates  to  water  supply  
infrastructure  and  more  funding  for  fighting  wildfires  instead  
of  implementing  the  Project.  The  Authority  is  declining  these  
requests  because  they  would  not  meet  the  purpose  and  need  
of  building  high-speed  rail  infrastructure.   

 

The  comments  express  the  commenters’  views  on  high-speed  
rail  generally,  and/or  the  Palmdale  to  Burbank  Project  Section,  
but  do  not  address  an  environmental  issue  in  the  Draft  EIR/EIS.  
Refer  to  Standard  Response  PB-Response-S&S-1:  Wildfire,  in  
Volume  4  of  the  Final  EIR/EIS,  for  additional  information  
regarding  the  potential  for  wildfire  from  the  project  and   
Standard  Response  PB-Response-GEN-4:  General  Opinions,  
Opposition  or  Support.  

18  December  20,  
2022  DEIR/EIS

Comment  
#9876  

SECOND  - If  this  project  must  be  
executed  - the  route  that  appears
to  cause  the  least  amount  of  
damage  to  environment  and  
community  is  the  Preferred  
SR14A  Build  Alternative.  All  the  
others,  SR14A,  El1  E2,  E1A,  &  E2A 
are  absolutely  in  violation  of  the  
original  proposal  that  was  voted  
on  by  the  public  - as  they  do  NOT  
follow  an  established  

N/A  The  comment  does  not  
call  for  an  OMM.   

N/A  Refined  SR14,  
SR14A,  E1,  
E1A,  E2,  E2A  

This  comment  requests  the  No  Project  Alternative  and  
alternate  routes.  The  Authority  is  declining  this  request  for  
developing  an  alternate  route  and  will  consider  the  No  Project  
Alternative.   

  

 
Design  options  within  individual  alternatives  were  evaluated  
to  isolate  concerns  and  to  screen  and  refine  the  alternatives  to  
avoid  adverse  environmental  effects  or  to  improve  
performance.  The  alternatives  that  were  not  carried  forward  
for  detailed  analysis  had  greater  direct  and  indirect  
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Any Related Offsetting 
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transportation  route.  It  is  quite  
obvious  that  self-interested  
parties  intended  to  divert  the  
route  after  the  project  passed,  
and  the  impression  is  that  it  was  
private  money  swaying  the  
politics  in  favor  of  these  designs.  I
appreciate  your  attention  to  my  
comments  - this  is  a very  
important  decision  that  will  
impact  Southern  Californians  
now,  and  the  generations  to  
come.  

environmental  impacts,  were  impracticable,  or  failed  to  meet  
the  project  purpose,  need,  and  objectives.   

Based  on  the  public  and  agency  outreach  information  outlined  
in  Final  EIR/EIS  Chapter  8,  Preferred  Alternative,  along  with  
the  impact  analysis  presented  in  this  Final  EIR/EIS,  the  SR14A  
Build  Alternative  was  selected  as  the  Preferred  Alternative.  
The  SR14A  Build  Alternative  balances  functional,  technical,  
economic,  and  constructability  factors  with  minimized  impacts  
on  natural  resources  and  human  communities.  Refer  to  
Standard  Response  PB-Response-ALT-1:  Alternatives  Selection  
and  Evaluation  Process,  in  Volume  4  of  the  Final  EIR/EIS,  for  
additional  information  regarding  the  alternative  development  
process  for  the  project.  

 

19 December 21, 
2022 DEIR/EIS 

Comment 
#9932 

As someone who grew up on 
horse property in the rural 
community of Lake View Terrace, 
the thought of a high-speed rail 
system through this ranch 
community is unimaginable…In 
the 50 years since we first moved 
to Lake View Terrace, the open 
space has not changed much, it is 
still a beautiful rural area full of 
nature. The Tujunga Wash is the 
backdrop for many of the horse 
properties including our 
property…Building a high-speed 
rail system through or even near 
Lake View Terrace, the Tujunga 
Wash, and through the hillsides 
and the surrounding communities 
would ruin and destroy the large 
wide open rural area and the 
beautiful natural landscape. It 
would ruin and destroy the 
peaceful, idyllic life in the 
community of horse properties. It 
would ruin and destroy the 
hillsides above and surrounding 
Lake View Terrace and the 
natural vegetation. Lake View 
Terrace, the Tujunga Wash, the 
Hansen Dam Recreation Area and 
Hansen Dam Lake, and the 
Stonehurst community are large 
open spaces of land that need to 

N&V-MM#8: Startle Effect Warning Signage 
PR-MM#1: Temporary Restricted Access to Park 
Facilities during Construction 
PR-MM#2: Providing Park Access 
PR-MM#3: Implement Standard Safety Measures 
PR-MM#4: Develop and Implement a Trail Facilities 
Plan 
PR-MM#5: Modifications to Recreational Uses 
PR-MM#8: Permanent Changes to Access to Parks, 
Recreation Resources, and/or Trails 
AVQ-MM#3: Incorporate Design Aesthetic 
Preferences into Final Design and Construction of 
Non-Station Structures 
AVQ-MM#4: Provide Vegetation Screening Along At-
Grade and Elevated Guideways Adjacent to 
Residential Areas 

In response to requests 
like this, the Authority has 
developed IAMFs and 
mitigation measures to 
mitigate this effect. 
Because IAMFs and 
mitigation measures 
would mitigate this effect, 
the comment does not 
call for an OMM. 

N/A E2, E2A This comment requests a different alignment than the E2 or 
E2A Build Alternatives, so the project would avoid Lake View 
Terrace. The Authority will consider those other alternatives. A 
concern was expressed regarding possible project impacts. 
Design options within individual alternatives were evaluated 
to  isolate  concerns  and  to  screen  and  refine  the  alternatives  to  
avoid  adverse  environmental  effects  or  to  improve  
performance.  The  alternatives  that  were  not  carried  forward  
for  detailed  analysis  had  greater  direct  and  indirect  
environmental  impacts,  were  impracticable,  or  failed  to  meet  
the  project  purpose,  need,  and  objectives.   

The Authority does not believe that even the E2 or E2A 
alternatives through Lake View Terrace would lead to the 
results the commenter fears. It considered these impacts. 

Based on the public and agency outreach information outlined 
in Final EIR/EIS Chapter 8, Preferred Alternative, along with 
the impact analysis presented in this Final EIR/EIS, the SR14A 
Build Alternative was selected as the Preferred Alternative. 
The SR14A Build Alternative balances functional, technical, 
economic, and constructability factors with minimized impacts 
on natural resources and human communities. See Standard 
Response PB-Response-AVQ-2: Visual Effects on Big Tujunga 
Wash and PB-Response-PR-2: Impacts on Big Tujunga Wash – 
Recreational Uses, Equestrian Use for more information 

Lake View Terrace 
Pacoima 
Sun Valley 
Pacoima and Sun Valley 
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Reasons for rejecting an individual proposal or request, OR 
Reasons for rejecting portions of the proposal or request 

be left that way. There are very 
few large open rural spaces of 
land with such a natural beautiful 
landscape left in the City of Los 
Angeles, let alone in the San 
Fernando Valley and these 
communities should not be 
ruined and destroyed by a high-
speed rail system. 

Pacoima 
20 April 21, 2015

Community 
Working 

Group Round
2 Meeting 

 

 

High level of concern with SR 14 
Corridor at-grade alignment 
through the San Fernando Valley. 

EJ-IAMF#1: Authority EJ Ombudsman and 
Contractor’s EJ Liaison  
EJ-IAMF#3: EJ Community-Inclusive Development of 
Aesthetic Treatments and Community Cohesion 
Enhancements 

OMM #2: Community 
Connectivity 
Enhancements and 
Workshop 
  

OMM #2 will provide community supported 
pedestrian connectivity improvements to 
partially offset community cohesion effects 
associated with the project.  

Refined SR14, 
SR14A, E1, E1A   

 
 

 

 

 

OMM#2 mitigates this community-division concern. 

This comment requests a different alignment than the SR14 or 
Refined SR14A Build Alternatives, so the project would avoid 
the San Fernando Valley. The Authority will consider those 
other alternatives. 

This comment is not requesting a specific measure; however, a
concern was expressed regarding use of the SR-14 corridor. 
Design options within individual alternatives were evaluated 
to isolate concerns and to screen and refine the alternatives to
avoid adverse environmental effects or to improve 
performance. The alternatives that were not carried forward 
for detailed analysis had greater direct and indirect 
environmental impacts, were impracticable, or failed to meet 
the project purpose, need, and objectives.  

Based on the public and agency outreach information outlined 
in Final EIR/EIS Chapter 8, Preferred Alternative, along with 
the impact analysis presented in this Final EIR/EIS, the SR14A 
Build Alternative was selected as the Preferred Alternative. 
The SR14A Build Alternative balances functional, technical, 
economic, and constructability factors with minimized impacts
on natural resources and human communities. Refer to 
Standard Response PB-Response-ALT-1: Alternatives Selection 
and Evaluation Process, in Volume 4 of the Final EIR/EIS, for 
additional information regarding the alternative development 
process for the project. 

21  April 21, 2015
Community 

Working 
Group Round

2 Meeting 
 

Major Environmental Justice 
concerns; request for specific 
CalEnviroscreen assessment. 

EJ-IAMF#1: Authority EJ Ombudsman and 
Contractor’s EJ Liaison 
EJ-IAMF#2: Business Spotlighting 
EJ-IAMF#3: EJ Community-Inclusive Development of 
Aesthetic Treatments and Community Cohesion 
Enhancements 
EJ-IAMF#4: EJ Business Relocation/Displacement 
Assistance  

OMM #1: Construction 
Jobs and Opportunities, 
Training and Workforce 
Development  
OMM #2: Community 
Connectivity 
Enhancements and 
Workshop 

N/A N/A 

 

The Authority has completed a thorough analysis of 
environmental justice impacts. As part of that analysis, it has 
relied on tools like CalEnviroScreen. 

That evaluation is part of what led the Authority to develop its 
comprehensive and thorough set of EJ-IAMFs, OMMs, and an 
EJ-MM. Specific information about Environmental Justice 
within the corridor can be found in Chapter5.  



 Lake View Terrace 
 Pacoima 
 Sun Valley 
 Pacoima and Sun Valley 

 

Item # 
Original 
Source 

Individual Proposal or  
Request 

Applicable Impact Avoidance and Minimization 
Features (IAMF) and Mitigation Measures (MM) 

Any Related Offsetting 
Mitigation Measures 

(OMM) 

OMM Nexus to a DHAE, Proportionality 
Analysis, and Authority Conclusion  

Alternatives 
Reasons for rejecting an individual proposal or request, OR 
Reasons for rejecting portions of the proposal or request 

 

EJ-IAMF#5: EJ Community Post-Construction 
Communication 
EJ-IAMF#6: Non-Regulatory Supplemental and 
Informational Monitoring (NSIM) 

OMM #3: Montague 
Street Improvements  
OMM #4: Intermediate 
Window (SR14-W2), 
Conveyor belt usage 
requirements and school 
coordination  

22 April 21, 2015 
Community 

Working 
Group Round 

2 Meeting 

Additional concerns regarding 
noise, land use impacts, 
residential and business 
displacement, and potential 
division (soundwalls) of the 
community.  

 

EJ-IAMF#1: Authority EJ Ombudsman and 
Contractor’s EJ Liaison  
EJ-IAMF#2: Business Spotlighting  
EJ-IAMF#4: EJ Business Relocation/Displacement 
Assistance  
SOCIO-IAMF#2: Compliance with Uniform Relocation
Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies Act 
SOCIO-IAMF#3: Relocation Mitigation Plan 

OMM #1: Construction 
Jobs and Opportunities, 
Training and Workforce 
Development  
OMM #2: Community 
Connectivity 
Enhancements and 
Workshop 

 

OMM #1 will partially offset socioeconomic 
effects regarding business displacement DHAEs 
through training and employment 
opportunities.  

OMM #2 will provide community supported 
pedestrian connectivity improvements to 
partially offset community cohesion effects 
associated with Alternatives E2 and E2A. 

Refined SR14, 
SR14A, E1, 
E1A, E2, E2A   

This comment is not requesting any specific measure, but it 
expresses several concerns.  

 
 

As discussed under Impact SOCIO#4 (Permanent Displacement 
of Residences from Construction) in Section 3.12.6.3, each of 
the Build Alternatives would result in the displacement of both 
Single-Family Residential (SFR) and Multi-Family Residential 
(MFR) units. Residential displacements that would result from 
project implementation are depicted on Figure 3.12-19 
through Figure 3.12-29, in Section 3.12 of the Final EIR/EIS. 

The Authority EJ Ombudsman and Contractor’s EJ Liaison will 
provide EJ communities additional avenues to obtain attention 
to their particular project-related needs as they arise during 
project construction.  
 

23 April 21, 2015 
Community 

Working 
Group Round 

2 Meeting 

 
Additional concerns regarding 
seismicity, construction methods
(tunneling), impacts to water. 

 
 

GEO-IAMF#1: Geologic Hazards  
GEO-IAMF#6: Ground Rupture Early Warning Systems
HYD-IAMF#8: Private Well Monitoring and Minimizing
Access Disruptions for Private Water Supply Wells 
Outside of the ANF 
PUE-MM#1: Water Supply Analysis for Construction  

The comment does not 
call for an OMM.  

N/A Refined SR14, 
SR14A, E1, 
E1A, E2, E2A 

 

This comment is not requesting a specific measure; however, a 
concern was expressed regarding possible project impacts. As 
discussed in Chapter 2, Alternatives, of the Final EIR/EIS, a 
major reason for tunneling throughout the project corridor 
was to reduce impacts to existing land uses. As described in 
the 2011 Los Angeles Supplemental Alternatives Analysis 
Report: LAUS to Sylmar (2011 SAA Report), the seismic risk 
associated with the Verdugo Fault restricted the profile 
options between Hollywood Burbank Airport and the San 
Fernando Valley area to an at-grade and elevated alignment, 
which would allow the quickest service recovery time should a 
major seismic event occur. Refer to Standard Response PB-
Response-PUE-3: Water Demand and Usage, in Volume 4 of 
the Final EIR/EIS, for additional information regarding water 
supply effects, and mitigation measures set forth to minimize 
demand for water supplies. 

Please refer to Standard Response PB-Response-GSSP-1: Risks 
and Impacts Associated with Seismic Events, in Volume 4 of 
the Final EIR/EIS, for additional information regarding seismic 
effects, and mitigation measures set forth to minimize seismic-
related risks. 
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24  

 

April 21, 2015
Community 

Working 
Group Round

2 Meeting 

Increased need for deeper 
outreach in to this hard-to-reach 
community. 

EJ-IAMF#1: Authority EJ Ombudsman and 
Contractor’s EJ Liaison  
EJ-IAMF#3: EJ Community-Inclusive Development of 
Aesthetic Treatments and Community Cohesion 
Enhancements 
EJ-IAMF#4: EJ Business Relocation/Displacement 
Assistance  

In response to requests 
like this, the Authority has 
developed IAMFs to 
mitigate this effect. 
Because the IAMF would 
mitigate this effect, the 
comment does not call for 
an OMM.  

N/A Refined SR14, 
SR14A, E1, 
E1A, E2, E2A  

 
The Authority is implementing this request.  

 

EJ-IAMF#1 requires the Authority EJ ombudsman to 
implement programs (e.g., Pacoima and Sun Valley Workforce 
Development Program, community air quality monitoring) and 
hold community roundtables to obtain ideas for business 
spotlighting, aesthetic treatments, as-applicable noise 
treatments, and intersection and/or safety improvements. 
Additionally, community-specific feedback would be received 
on the plans not typically reviewed by the general public, 
including the Construction Safety Transportation Management 
Plan (SS-IAMF#1) and Transportation Construction 
Management Plan (TR-MM#12). 

 

The creation of the Authority EJ ombudsman will therefore 
provide opportunities for EJ community members to voice 
concerns and be notified about project updates and upcoming 
construction impacts, such that the development of a 
community advisory group composed of local residents. 

EJ-IAMF#3 and EJ-IAMF#4 will also require additional outreach 
to EJ communities to ensure they are aware of the benefits 
the Authority is providing and to provide additional 
opportunities for EJ communities to provide input.  

25 May 16, 2015
Open House 

 
 
 

The impacts of SR 14 on San 
Fernando Road are too great. The
cost to move or relocate business
will affect people’s livelihoods 
and retirements. 

EJ-IAMF#1: Authority EJ Ombudsman and 
Contractor’s EJ Liaison  
EJ-IAMF#2: Business Spotlighting  
EJ-IAMF#4: EJ Business Relocation/Displacement 
Assistance  
SOCIO-IAMF#2: Compliance with Uniform Relocation 
Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies Act  
SOCIO-IAMF#3: Relocation Mitigation Plan 

OMM #1: Construction 
Jobs and Opportunities, 
Training and Workforce 
Development  

OMM #1 will partially offset socioeconomic 
effects regarding business displacement DHAEs 
through training and employment 
opportunities.  

Refined SR14, 
SR14A, E1, 
E1A, E2, E2A  

 

 

 

This comment requests a different alignment than the SR14 or 
Refined SR14A Build Alternatives, so the project would avoid 
the San Fernando Valley. The Authority will consider those 
other alternatives. 

The Authority would comply with the Uniform Relocation 
Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies Act per 
SOCIO-IAMF#2, and that would ensure fair payments to 
relocated residents and businesses.  

Refer to Standard Response PB-Response-SOCIO-1: Parcel 
Acquisitions and Relocations, in Volume 4 of the Final EIR/EIS, 
for additional information on the right-of-way acquisition and 
relocation process. 

OMM #1 will also mitigate effects from displaced businesses.  
26 May 16, 2015

Open House 
 

 

 

The construction process with 
negatively impact the 
communities and cannot be done
with low emissions as promised. 
The amount of pollution, debris 
and truckloads needed to remove

AQ-IAMF#1: Fugitive Dust Emissions  
AQ-IAMF#2: Selection of Coatings  
AQ-IAMF#3: Renewable Diesel  
AQ-IAMF#4: Reduce Criteria Exhaust Emissions from 
Construction Equipment  
AQ-IAMF#5: Reduce Criteria Exhaust Emissions from 
On-Road Construction Equipment  

In response to requests 
like this, the Authority has 
developed IAMFs and 
mitigation measures to 
mitigate this effect. 
Because IAMFs and 
mitigation measures 

N/A Refined SR14, 
SR14A, E1, 
E1A, E2, E2A 

This comment is not requesting a specific measure. However a 
concern was expressed regarding possible project impacts 
related to air quality. The project does not anticipate adverse 
impact to air quality though implementation of IAMFs, 
mitigation measures, and acquisition of offsets through South 
Coast Air Quality Management District.  
 



 Lake View Terrace 
 Pacoima 
 Sun Valley 
 Pacoima and Sun Valley 

 

Item # 
Original 
Source 

Individual Proposal or  
Request 

Applicable Impact Avoidance and Minimization 
Features (IAMF) and Mitigation Measures (MM) 

Any Related Offsetting 
Mitigation Measures 

(OMM) 

OMM Nexus to a DHAE, Proportionality 
Analysis, and Authority Conclusion  

Alternatives 
Reasons for rejecting an individual proposal or request, OR 
Reasons for rejecting portions of the proposal or request 

the dirt will negatively impacting 
the communities. 

AQ-IAMF#6: Reduce the Potential Impact of Concrete 
Batch Plants  
AQ-IAMF#6: Reduce the Potential Impact of Concrete 
Batch Plants  
AQ-MM#1: Offset Project Construction Emissions 
through SCAQMD Emissions Offsets Programs  
AQ-MM#2: Offset Project Construction Emissions 
through AVAQMD Emissions Offsets Programs  
AQ-MM#3: Construction Emissions Reductions – 
Requirements for use of Zero Emission and/or Near 
Zero Emission Vehicles and Off-Road Equipment  
EJ-IAMF#1: Authority EJ Ombudsman and 
Contractor’s EJ Liaison  
EJ-IAMF#5: Community Post-Construction 
Communication 
EJ-IAMF#6: Non-Regulatory Supplemental and 
Informational Monitoring (NSIM)  
EJ-MM#2:Pre-Construction Environmental Justice Air 
Quality Emissions Analysis and Mandatory 
Community Input on Potential Emissions Reductions 
and Reduction Exposure Measures 

would mitigate this effect,
the comment does not 
call for an OMM.  

 Refer to Standard Responses, PB-Response-AQ-1: 
Construction-Period Emissions, PB-Response-AQ-2: Health 
Risks and Impacts, PB-Response-AQ-3: Construction Air 
Quality/Truck Impacts, and PB-Response-AQ-4: Greenhouse 
Gas Emissions for additional information related to air quality 
impacts and proposed mitigation. 
 

27 May 16, 2015
Open House 

 

 

Sensitive environments like the 
Tujunga Wash and Angeles 
National Forest cannot and 
should not be altered. Protections
from the National Forest will 
prohibit uses and the Army Corps 
of Engineers will never build near 
the wash. 

 

Refer to Appendix 2-E, Impact Avoidance and 
Minimization Features, and Appendix 3.1-C, 
Standardized Mitigation Measures, in Volume II of the 
Palmdale to Burbank Project Section Final EIR/EIS, for 
a complete list of applicable IAMFs and project 
mitigation measures, all of which have been 
incorporated as appropriate into the individual Build 
Alternatives to avoid or reduce environmental 
impacts. 

The comment does not 
call for an OMM. 

N/A Refined SR14, 
SR14A, E1, 
E1A, E2, E2A 

This comment is not requesting a specific measure. The 
Authority has coordinated with Army Corps of Engineers 
through a streamlined NEPA/404 Memorandum of Agreement 
permitting process. The Authority has also coordinated with 
the United States Forest service. Please see Standard 
Response PB-Response-HYD-2: Hydrogeologic Impacts in the 
Angeles National Forest/Tunneling Impacts in the Angeles 
National Forest. Each chapter also closes with analyses of the 
impacts on the ANF.  

28 May 16, 2015 
Open House 

This project does not follow what 
the voters passed. 

N/A The comment does not 
call for an OMM. 

N/A Refined SR14, 
SR14A, E1, 
E1A, E2, E2A 

This comment requests the No Project Alternative. The 
Authority will consider that alternative.  
 

 

Design options within individual alternatives were evaluated 
to isolate concerns and to screen and refine the alternatives to 
avoid adverse environmental effects or to improve 
performance. The alternatives that were not carried forward 
for detailed analysis had greater direct and indirect 
environmental impacts, were impracticable, or failed to meet 
the project purpose, need, and objectives.  

Based on the public and agency outreach information outlined 
in Final EIR/EIS Chapter 8, Preferred Alternative, along with 
the impact analysis presented in this Final EIR/EIS, the SR14A 
Build Alternative was selected as the Preferred Alternative. 
The SR14A Build Alternative balances functional, technical, 



 Lake View Terrace 
 Pacoima 
 Sun Valley 
 Pacoima and Sun Valley 

 

Item # 
Original 
Source 

Individual Proposal or  
Request 

Applicable Impact Avoidance and Minimization 
Features (IAMF) and Mitigation Measures (MM) 

Any Related Offsetting 
Mitigation Measures 

(OMM) 

OMM Nexus to a DHAE, Proportionality 
Analysis, and Authority Conclusion  

Alternatives 
Reasons for rejecting an individual proposal or request, OR 
Reasons for rejecting portions of the proposal or request 

economic, and constructability factors with minimized impacts 
on natural resources and human communities. Refer to 
Standard Response PB-Response-ALT-1: Alternatives Selection 
and Evaluation Process in Volume 4 of the Final EIR/EIS, for 
additional information regarding the alternative development 
process for the project. 
 

29 May 16, 2015
Open House 

 Homes and businesses need to 
receive fair payment if they are 
forced to be relocated. 

EJ-IAMF#1: Authority EJ Ombudsman and 
Contractor’s EJ Liaison  
EJ-IAMF#2: Business Spotlighting  
EJ-IAMF#4: EJ Business Relocation/Displacement 
Assistance  
SOCIO-IAMF#2: Compliance with Uniform Relocation 
Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies Act  
SOCIO-IAMF#3: Relocation Mitigation Plan 

OMM #1: Construction 
Jobs and Opportunities, 
Training and Workforce 
Development  

OMM #1 will partially offset socioeconomic 
effects regarding business displacement DHAEs 
through training and employment 
opportunities.  

Refined SR14, 
SR14A, E1, 
E1A, E2, E2A  

This comment is requesting fair market value for any 
relocations. The Authority is providing that.  
 
The Authority would comply with the Uniform Relocation 
Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies Act per 
SOCIO-IAMF#2, and that would ensure fair payments to 
relocated residents and businesses.  
 
Refer to Standard Response PB-Response-SOCIO-1: Parcel 
Acquisitions and Relocations, in Volume 4 of the Final EIR/EIS, 
for additional information on the right-of-way acquisition and 
relocation process. 

30 February 12, 
2019 Meeting

at Pacoima 
Branch Library

 

 

Will there be construction jobs 
and opportunities in the 
c ommunity? 

EJ-IAMF#1: Authority EJ Ombudsman and 
Contractor’s EJ Liaison  

OMM #1: Construction 
Jobs and Opportunities, 
Training and Workforce 
Development  

OMM #1 will partially offset socioeconomic 
effects regarding business displacement DHAEs 
through training and employment 
opportunities.  

Refined SR14, 
SR14A, E1, 
E1A, E2, E2A  

Measure accepted. 

31 
 

February 12, 
2019 Meeting

at Pacoima 
Branch Library 

Concern expressed regarding 
route location and selection of 
pr eferred alternative. 

  
N/A The comment does not 

call for an OMM. 
N/A E2, E2A  

 

This comment could be requesting a different alignment than 
the SR14 or Refined SR14A Build Alternatives, so the project 
would avoid the San Fernando Valley. The Authority will 
consider those other alternatives. 

 

From another perspective, this comment expresses a concern 
regarding the alignment selected. Design options within 
individual alternatives were evaluated to isolate concerns and 
to screen and refine the alternatives to avoid adverse 
environmental effects or to improve performance. The 
alternatives that were not carried forward for detailed analysis
had greater direct and indirect environmental impacts, were 
impracticable, or failed to meet the project purpose, need, 
and objectives.  
 
As described in the 2011 Los Angeles Supplemental 
Alternatives Analysis Report: LAUS to Sylmar (2011 SAA 
Report), the seismic risk associated with the Verdugo Fault 
restricted the profile options between Hollywood Burbank 
Airport and the San Fernando Valley area to an at-grade and 
elevated alignment, which would allow the quickest service 
recovery time should a major seismic event occur. 
 



 Lake View Terrace 
 Pacoima 
 Sun Valley 
 Pacoima and Sun Valley 

 

Item # 
Original 
Source 

Individual Proposal or  
Request 

Applicable Impact Avoidance and Minimization 
Features (IAMF) and Mitigation Measures (MM) 

Any Related Offsetting 
Mitigation Measures 

(OMM) 

OMM Nexus to a DHAE, Proportionality 
Analysis, and Authority Conclusion  

Alternatives 
Reasons for rejecting an individual proposal or request, OR 
Reasons for rejecting portions of the proposal or request 

Based on the public and agency outreach information outlined 
in Final EIR/EIS Chapter 8, Preferred Alternative, along with 
the impact analysis presented in this Final EIR/EIS, the SR14A 
Build Alternative was selected as the Preferred Alternative. 
The SR14A Build Alternative balances functional, technical, 
economic, and constructability factors with minimized impacts 
on natural resources and human communities. Refer to 
Standard Response PB-Response-ALT-1: Alternatives Selection 
and Evaluation Process in Volume 4 of the Final EIR/EIS, for 
additional information regarding the alternative development 
process for the project. 

32 March 18, 
2019 

Community 
Inspectors 

Weekly 
Meeting 

Opportunities for jobs in the 
c ommunity 

  

EJ-IAMF#1: Authority EJ Ombudsman and 
Contractor’s EJ Liaison  
EJ-IAMF#2: Business Spotlighting  

OMM #1: Construction 
Jobs and Opportunities, 
Training and Workforce 
Development  

OMM #1 will partially offset socioeconomic 
effects regarding business displacement DHAEs 
through training and employment 
opportunities.  

Refined SR14, 
SR14A, E1, 
E1A, E2, E2A  

Measure accepted. 

33 March 18, 
2019 

Community 
Inspectors 

Weekly 
Meeting 

Information about the alignment 
in relation to 
individuals’…businesses 

 
 

EJ-IAMF#1: Authority EJ Ombudsman and 
Contractor’s EJ Liaison  
EJ-IAMF#2: Business Spotlighting  
EJ-IAMF#4: EJ Business Relocation/Displacement 
Assistance  
SOCIO-IAMF#2: Compliance with Uniform Relocation
Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies Act 
SOCIO-IAMF#3: Relocation Mitigation Plan 

OMM #1: Construction 
Jobs and Opportunities, 
Training and Workforce 
Development  

OMM #1 will partially offset socioeconomic 
effects regarding business displacement DHAEs 
through training and employment 
opportunities.  

Refined SR14, 
SR14A, E1, 
E1A, E2, E2A 

 

The Authority recognizes that the project alternatives will 
cause disproportionately high and adverse impacts by causing 
business displacements in EJ communities. It developed OMM 
#1 to reduce the burden on those communities.  

 

The Authority would not force businesses to leave without 
help. It will comply with the Uniform Relocation Assistance 
and Real Property Acquisition Policies Act per SOCIO-IAMF#2, 
and that would ensure fair payments to relocated residents 
and businesses.  

 

Refer to Standard Response PB-Response-SOCIO-1: Parcel 
Acquisitions and Relocations, in Volume 4 of the Final EIR/EIS, 
for additional information on the right-of-way acquisition and 
relocation process. 

Refer to Impact SOCIO#6 in Section 3.12, Socioeconomics and 
Communities, for additional information on impacts to 
businesses from the project. 

34 March 18, 
2019 

Community 
Inspectors 

Weekly 
Meeting 

Right-of-way process and how it 
works 

N/A The comment does not 
call for an OMM.  

N/A Refined SR14, 
SR14A, E1, 
E1A, E2, E2A 

This comment is not requesting a particular mitigation 
measure.  
 
Please refer to Standard Response PB-Response-SOCIO-1: 
Parcel Acquisitions and Relocations, in Volume 4 of the Final 
EIR/EIS, for additional information on the right-of-way 
acquisition and relocation process. 

35 August 10, 
2019 Meeting

With Meet 
 
Job opportunities in the 
community 

EJ-IAMF#1: Authority EJ Ombudsman and 
Contractor’s EJ Liaison  
EJ-IAMF#2: Business Spotlighting  

OMM #1: Construction 
Jobs and Opportunities, 

OMM #1 will partially offset socioeconomic 
effects regarding business displacement DHAEs 

Refined SR14, 
SR14A, E1, 
E1A, E2, E2A  

Measure accepted. 



 Lake View Terrace 
 Pacoima 
 Sun Valley 
 Pacoima and Sun Valley 

 

Item # 
Original 
Source 

Individual Proposal or  
Request 

Applicable Impact Avoidance and Minimization 
Features (IAMF) and Mitigation Measures (MM) 

Any Related Offsetting 
Mitigation Measures 

(OMM) 

OMM Nexus to a DHAE, Proportionality 
Analysis, and Authority Conclusion  

Alternatives 
Reasons for rejecting an individual proposal or request, OR 
Reasons for rejecting portions of the proposal or request 

Each Need 
With Dignity 

(MEND) 

Training and Workforce 
Development  

through training and employment 
opportunities.  

36 October 17, 
2022 DEIR/EIS 

Comment 
#7589 

 

1. This is very confusing. 
According to this map, 
https://www.svanc.com/.../HSR- 
Sun-Valley-Impacts-9-2022.pdf it 
seems the CA High Speed Rail will
be demolishing the Pacifica 
Hospital for their HSR as it goes 
down San Fernando Rd. Would 
really like some clarification on 
this please. Also it seems the 
iconic Pink Motel is also in the 
way. … After looking at your 
interactive map it mentions a 
partial acquisition for Pacifica 
Hospital at 9449 San Fernando 
Rd, Sun Valley, CA 91352 and the 
Pink Motel at 9457 San Fernando 
Rd, Sun Valley, CA 91352. What 
does partial acquisition exactly 
mean for existing Hospital and 
Pink Motel? 

EJ-IAMF#1: Authority EJ Ombudsman and 
Contractor’s EJ Liaison  
EJ-IAMF#2: Business Spotlighting  
EJ-IAMF#4: EJ Business Relocation/Displacement 
Assistance  
SOCIO-IAMF#2: Compliance with Uniform Relocation 
Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies Act  
SOCIO-IAMF#3: Relocation Mitigation Plan 

  

 In response to requests 
like this, the Authority has 
developed IAMFs and 
mitigation measures to 
mitigate this effect. 
Because IAMFs and 
mitigation measures 
would mitigate this effect, 
the comment does not 
call for an OMM.

E2 and E2A 

 

This comment is not requesting a specific measure. However 
an inquiry was raised regarding the potential property 
impacts.  
 Parcel acquisitions are further discussed in Standard Response
PB-Response-SOCIO-1: Parcel Acquisitions and Relocations. As 
discussed in Impact CUL#4 in Section 3.17, Cultural Resources, 
the Refined SR14, SR14A, E1, and E1A Build Alternatives would 
not result in the acquisition of the Pink Motel and Cafe. The 
Refined SR14, SR14A, E1, and E1A Build Alternatives would 
require the partial acquisition of the Pacifica Hospital parking 
lot, and would have little to no impact on the property after 
construction. The E2 and E2A Build Alternatives would avoid 
and therefore not result in effects to either property. 

37 
 

October 22, 
2022 Pacoima

Beautiful 
Community 

Event 

Property acquisition, impact on 
property value and impact on 
renters 

EJ-IAMF#1: Authority EJ Ombudsman and 
Contractor’s EJ Liaison  
EJ-IAMF#2: Business Spotlighting  
EJ-IAMF#4: EJ Business Relocation/Displacement 
Assistance  
SOCIO-IAMF#2: Compliance with Uniform Relocation 
Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies Act  
SOCIO-IAMF#3: Relocation Mitigation Plan 

 

 

 In response to requests 
like this, the Authority has
developed IAMFs and 
mitigation measures to 
mitigate this effect. 
Because IAMFs and 
mitigation measures 
would mitigate this effect,
the comment does not 
call for an OMM.  

Refined SR14, 
SR14A, E1, 
E1A, E2, E2A 

 

This comment is not requesting a specific measure. However a 
concern was expressed regarding parcel acquisition and 
property value effects from the project.  

 

As discussed under Impact SOCIO#4 (Permanent Displacement 
of Residences from Construction) in Section 3.12.6.3, each of 
the Build Alternatives would result in the displacement of both 
Single-Family Residential (SFR) and Multi-Family Residential 
(MFR) units. Residential displacements that would result from 
project implementation are depicted on Figure 3.12-19 
through Figure 3.12-29, in Section 3.12 of the Final EIR/EIS.  

 

Although it is predicted that, in general, property values will 
increase and not decrease, owners who believe they have 
suffered a loss of property value as a result of the project may 
file a claim with the State of California's Government Claims 
Program.  

Refer to Standard Responses PB-Response-SOCIO-1: Parcel 
Acquisitions and Relocations, and PB-Response-SOCIO-2: 
Property Values, in Volume 4 of the Final EIR/EIS, for 
additional information on the parcel acquisition and relocation 



 Lake View Terrace 
 Pacoima 
 Sun Valley 
 Pacoima and Sun Valley 

 

Item # 
Original 
Source 

Individual Proposal or  
Request 

Applicable Impact Avoidance and Minimization 
Features (IAMF) and Mitigation Measures (MM) 

Any Related Offsetting 
Mitigation Measures 

(OMM) 

OMM Nexus to a DHAE, Proportionality 
Analysis, and Authority Conclusion  

Alternatives 
Reasons for rejecting an individual proposal or request, OR 
Reasons for rejecting portions of the proposal or request 

process, and the potential for property value effects from the 
project. 

38 October 22, 
2022 Pacoima 

Beautiful 
Community 

Event 

Residential impacts 

 

SOCIO-IAMF#2: Compliance with Uniform Relocation 
Assistance and Real Property Acquisitions Act 
SOCIO-IAMF#3: Relocation Mitigation Plan 
N&V-IAMF#1: Noise and Vibration  
N&V-MM#1: Construction Noise Mitigation 
Measures  
N&V-MM#2: Construction Vibration Mitigation 
Measures  
N&V-MM#6: Additional Noise Analysis Following Final 
Design 
N&V-MM#7: Implement Operation Vibration 
Mitigation Measures  

The comment does not 
call for an OMM.  

N/A  Refined SR14,
SR14A, E1, 
E1A, E2, E2A 

 

This comment is not requesting a specific measure. However, 
a concern was expressed regarding possible project impacts 
on residences in Pacoima.  

 

The Authority has worked to reduce the permanent impacts 
on the local communities. At similar speeds, HSR would 
generate a substantially less noise event than existing 
commuter and freight trains. Even at higher speeds, high-
speed rail also generates less of a noise event than commuter 
and freight trains. This is primarily due to the duration of the 
HSR noise event and the use of electric power instead of diesel 
engines, higher quality track interface, and smaller, lighter and 
more aerodynamic trainsets. HSR trains would not have the 
engine rumble associated with diesel-powered locomotives. In 
order to determine where sound barrier mitigation would be 
considered reasonable and feasible, potential noise impacts 
have been assessed at sensitive receptors, as identified in 
Section 3.4.6 of the Draft EIR/EIS. Ultimately, even at this point 
when the Authority is not certain about the creative ways the 
contractor may identify additional measures to mitigate 
operational impacts, the preferred alternative, for example, 
would impact only 11 sensitive receptors, and only six would 
be in EJ communities. In addition, after construction, the 
Authority may find additional measures for reducing noise as it 
implements N&V-MM#6, which will require the contactor to 
prepare an HSR operational noise technical report following 
final design to confirm noise impacts for the Palmdale to 
Burbank Project Section have been adequately evaluated and 
no new impacts were identified.  

 

Additionally, as discussed under Impact SOCIO#4 (Permanent 
Displacement of Residences from Construction) in Section 
3.12.6.3, each of the Build Alternatives would result in the 
displacement of both Single-Family Residential (SFR) and 
Multi-Family Residential (MFR) units. Residential 
displacements that would result from project implementation 
are depicted on Figure 3.12-19 through Figure 3.12-29, in 
Section 3.12 of the Final EIR/EIS.  

Although it is predicted that, in general, property values will 
increase and not decrease, owners who believe they have 
suffered a loss of property value as a result of the project may 
file a claim with the State of California's Government Claims 
Program.  
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 Pacoima and Sun Valley 
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Refer to Standard Responses PB-Response-SOCIO-1: Parcel 
Acquisitions and Relocations, and PB-Response-SOCIO-2: 
Property Values, in Volume 4 of the Final EIR/EIS, for 
additional information on the parcel acquisition and relocation 
process, and the potential for property value effects from the 
project. 

39 
 

October 22, 
2022 Pacoima

Beautiful 
Community 

Event 

Benefits to the community 

 

EJ-IAMF#1: Authority EJ Ombudsman and 
Contractor’s EJ Liaison  
EJ-IAMF#2: Business Spotlighting  
EJ-IAMF#3: EJ Community-Inclusive Development of 
Aesthetic Treatments and Community Cohesion 
Enhancements  
EJ-IAMF#4: EJ Business Relocation/Displacement 
Assistance  
EJ-IAMF#5: EJ Community Post-Construction 
Communication 
EJ-IAMF#6: Non-Regulatory Supplemental and 
Informational Monitoring (NSIM) 

 

EJ OMM#1: Construction 
Jobs and Opportunities, 
Training and Workforce 
Development  
EJ OMM#2: Community 
Connectivity 
Enhancements and 
Workshop 
EJ OMM#3: Montague 
Street Improvements  
EJ OMM#4: Intermediate 
Window (SR14-W2), 
Conveyor belt usage 
requirements and school 
coordination  

OMMs have been developed to provide specific 
benefits to DHAE communities.  

Refined SR14, 
SR14A, E1, 
E1A, E2, E2A 

Measure accepted.  

40 October 22, 
2022 Pacoima 

Beautiful 
Community 

Event 

Affected projects in the area 

 

EJ-IAMF#1: Authority EJ Ombudsman and 
Contractor’s EJ Liaison  
EJ-IAMF#2: Business Spotlighting  
EJ-IAMF#3: EJ Community-Inclusive Development of 
Aesthetic Treatments and Community Cohesion 
Enhancements  
EJ-IAMF#4: EJ Business Relocation/Displacement 
Assistance  
EJ-IAMF#5: EJ Community Post-Construction 
Communication 
EJ-IAMF#6: Non-Regulatory Supplemental and 
Informational Monitoring (NSIM) 

 

 EJ OMM#1: Construction 
Jobs and Opportunities, 
Training and Workforce 
Development  
EJ OMM#2: Community 
Connectivity 
Enhancements and 
Workshop 
EJ OMM#3: Montague 
Street Improvements  
EJ OMM#4: Intermediate 
Window (SR14-W2), 
Conveyor belt usage 
requirements and school 
coordination  

Refined SR14, 
SR14A, E1, 
E1A, E2, E2A 

This comment is not requesting a specific measure. However a 
concern was expressed regarding possible project impacts on 
to other project in the area. Section 3.19 of the Final EIR/EIS 
details describes cumulative impacts associated with 
implementing the Build Alternatives in combination with other 
past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future actions or 
projects (cumulative projects) that contribute to those 
impacts. This section focuses on the Palmdale to Burbank 
Project Section of the California High-Speed Rail (HSR) System 
and the regional context appropriate for each resource area, 
including adjacent sections of the HSR system.  
 

41 October 22, 
2022 Pacoima 

Beautiful 
Community 

Event 

Concerns about the train going 
above ground in the southern 
section 

 

N&V-IAMF#1: Noise and Vibration  
N&V-MM#1: Construction Noise Mitigation 
Measures  
N&V-MM#2: Construction Vibration Mitigation 
Measures  
N&V-MM#6: Additional Noise Analysis Following Final
Design 

The comment does not 
call for an OMM. 

N/A Refined SR14, 
SR14A, E1, 
E1A, E2, E2A 

 

This comment is not requesting a specific measure; however, 
the Authority interprets this comment to be a concern 
regarding the alignment selected and potential impacts. 
Design options within individual alternatives were evaluated 
to isolate concerns and to screen and refine the alternatives to
avoid adverse environmental effects or to improve 
performance. The alternatives that were not carried forward 
for detailed analysis had greater direct and indirect 
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�E�˜�s�r�D�D�·�ó�W LƳǇƭŜƳŜƴǘ hǇŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ ±ƛōǊŀǘƛƻƴ 
aƛǘƛƎŀǘƛƻƴ aŜŀǎǳǊŜǎ  

ŜƴǾƛǊƻƴƳŜƴǘŀƭ ƛƳǇŀŎǘǎΣ ǿŜǊŜ ƛƳǇǊŀŎǘƛŎŀōƭŜΣ ƻǊ ŦŀƛƭŜŘ ǘƻ ƳŜŜǘ 
ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ǇǳǊǇƻǎŜΣ ƴŜŜŘΣ ŀƴŘ ƻōƧŜŎǘƛǾŜǎΦ  

!ǎ ŘŜǎŎǊƛōŜŘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ нлмм [ƻǎ !ƴƎŜƭŜǎ {ǳǇǇƭŜƳŜƴǘŀƭ 
!ƭǘŜǊƴŀǘƛǾŜǎ !ƴŀƭȅǎƛǎ wŜǇƻǊǘΥ [!¦{ ǘƻ {ȅƭƳŀǊ όнлмм {!! 
wŜǇƻǊǘύΣ ǘƘŜ ǎŜƛǎƳƛŎ Ǌƛǎƪ ŀǎǎƻŎƛŀǘŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ ±ŜǊŘǳƎƻ Cŀǳƭǘ 
ǊŜǎǘǊƛŎǘŜŘ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻŦƛƭŜ ƻǇǘƛƻƴǎ ōŜǘǿŜŜƴ IƻƭƭȅǿƻƻŘ .ǳǊōŀƴƪ 
!ƛǊǇƻǊǘ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ {ŀƴ CŜǊƴŀƴŘƻ ±ŀƭƭŜȅ ŀǊŜŀ ǘƻ ŀƴ ŀǘπƎǊŀŘŜ ŀƴŘ 
ŜƭŜǾŀǘŜŘ ŀƭƛƎƴƳŜƴǘΣ ǿƘƛŎƘ ǿƻǳƭŘ ŀƭƭƻǿ ǘƘŜ ǉǳƛŎƪŜǎǘ ǎŜǊǾƛŎŜ 
ǊŜŎƻǾŜǊȅ ǘƛƳŜ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ŀ ƳŀƧƻǊ ǎŜƛǎƳƛŎ ŜǾŜƴǘ ƻŎŎǳǊΦ 

.ŀǎŜŘ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ǇǳōƭƛŎ ŀƴŘ ŀƎŜƴŎȅ ƻǳǘǊŜŀŎƘ ƛƴŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻǳǘƭƛƴŜŘ 
ƛƴ Cƛƴŀƭ 9Lwκ9L{ /ƘŀǇǘŜǊ уΣ tǊŜŦŜǊǊŜŘ !ƭǘŜǊƴŀǘƛǾŜΣ ŀƭƻƴƎ ǿƛǘƘ 
ǘƘŜ ƛƳǇŀŎǘ ŀƴŀƭȅǎƛǎ ǇǊŜǎŜƴǘŜŘ ƛƴ ǘƘƛǎ Cƛƴŀƭ 9Lwκ9L{Σ ǘƘŜ {wмп! 
.ǳƛƭŘ !ƭǘŜǊƴŀǘƛǾŜ ǿŀǎ ǎŜƭŜŎǘŜŘ ŀǎ ǘƘŜ tǊŜŦŜǊǊŜŘ !ƭǘŜǊƴŀǘƛǾŜΦ 
¢ƘŜ {wмп! .ǳƛƭŘ !ƭǘŜǊƴŀǘƛǾŜ ōŀƭŀƴŎŜǎ ŦǳƴŎǘƛƻƴŀƭΣ ǘŜŎƘƴƛŎŀƭΣ 
ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎΣ ŀƴŘ ŎƻƴǎǘǊǳŎǘŀōƛƭƛǘȅ ŦŀŎǘƻǊǎ ǿƛǘƘ ƳƛƴƛƳƛȊŜŘ ƛƳǇŀŎǘǎ 
ƻƴ ƴŀǘǳǊŀƭ ǊŜǎƻǳǊŎŜǎ ŀƴŘ ƘǳƳŀƴ ŎƻƳƳǳƴƛǘƛŜǎΦ wŜŦŜǊ ǘƻ 
{ǘŀƴŘŀǊŘ wŜǎǇƻƴǎŜ t.πwŜǎǇƻƴǎŜπ![¢πмΥ !ƭǘŜǊƴŀǘƛǾŜǎ {ŜƭŜŎǘƛƻƴ 
ŀƴŘ 9Ǿŀƭǳŀǘƛƻƴ tǊƻŎŜǎǎ ƛƴ ±ƻƭǳƳŜ п ƻŦ ǘƘŜ Cƛƴŀƭ 9Lwκ9L{Σ ŦƻǊ 
ŀŘŘƛǘƛƻƴŀƭ ƛƴŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ǊŜƎŀǊŘƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ŀƭǘŜǊƴŀǘƛǾŜ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ 
ǇǊƻŎŜǎǎ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ 

¢ƘŜ !ǳǘƘƻǊƛǘȅ Ƙŀǎ ǿƻǊƪŜŘ ǘƻ ǊŜŘǳŎŜ ǘƘŜ ǇŜǊƳŀƴŜƴǘ ƛƳǇŀŎǘǎ 
ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ƭƻŎŀƭ ŎƻƳƳǳƴƛǘƛŜǎΦ !ǘ ǎƛƳƛƭŀǊ ǎǇŜŜŘǎΣ I{w ǿƻǳƭŘ 
ƎŜƴŜǊŀǘŜ ŀ ǎǳōǎǘŀƴǘƛŀƭƭȅ ƭŜǎǎ ƴƻƛǎŜ ŜǾŜƴǘ ǘƘŀƴ ŜȄƛǎǘƛƴƎ 
ŎƻƳƳǳǘŜǊ ŀƴŘ ŦǊŜƛƎƘǘ ǘǊŀƛƴǎΦ 9ǾŜƴ ŀǘ ƘƛƎƘŜǊ ǎǇŜŜŘǎΣ ƘƛƎƘπ
ǎǇŜŜŘ Ǌŀƛƭ ŀƭǎƻ ƎŜƴŜǊŀǘŜǎ ƭŜǎǎ ƻŦ ŀ ƴƻƛǎŜ ŜǾŜƴǘ ǘƘŀƴ ŎƻƳƳǳǘŜǊ 
ŀƴŘ ŦǊŜƛƎƘǘ ǘǊŀƛƴǎΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ ƛǎ ǇǊƛƳŀǊƛƭȅ ŘǳŜ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ŘǳǊŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ 
I{w ƴƻƛǎŜ ŜǾŜƴǘ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ǳǎŜ ƻŦ ŜƭŜŎǘǊƛŎ ǇƻǿŜǊ ƛƴǎǘŜŀŘ ƻŦ ŘƛŜǎŜƭ 
ŜƴƎƛƴŜǎΣ ƘƛƎƘŜǊ ǉǳŀƭƛǘȅ ǘǊŀŎƪ ƛƴǘŜǊŦŀŎŜΣ ŀƴŘ ǎƳŀƭƭŜǊΣ ƭƛƎƘǘŜǊ ŀƴŘ 
ƳƻǊŜ ŀŜǊƻŘȅƴŀƳƛŎ ǘǊŀƛƴǎŜǘǎΦ I{w ǘǊŀƛƴǎ ǿƻǳƭŘ ƴƻǘ ƘŀǾŜ ǘƘŜ 
ŜƴƎƛƴŜ ǊǳƳōƭŜ ŀǎǎƻŎƛŀǘŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ ŘƛŜǎŜƭπǇƻǿŜǊŜŘ ƭƻŎƻƳƻǘƛǾŜǎΦ Lƴ 
ƻǊŘŜǊ ǘƻ ŘŜǘŜǊƳƛƴŜ ǿƘŜǊŜ ǎƻǳƴŘ ōŀǊǊƛŜǊ ƳƛǘƛƎŀǘƛƻƴ ǿƻǳƭŘ ōŜ 
ŎƻƴǎƛŘŜǊŜŘ ǊŜŀǎƻƴŀōƭŜ ŀƴŘ ŦŜŀǎƛōƭŜΣ ǇƻǘŜƴǘƛŀƭ ƴƻƛǎŜ ƛƳǇŀŎǘǎ 
ƘŀǾŜ ōŜŜƴ ŀǎǎŜǎǎŜŘ ŀǘ ǎŜƴǎƛǘƛǾŜ ǊŜŎŜǇǘƻǊǎΣ ŀǎ ƛŘŜƴǘƛŦƛŜŘ ƛƴ 
{ŜŎǘƛƻƴ оΦпΦс ƻŦ ǘƘŜ 5ǊŀŦǘ 9Lwκ9L{Φ ¦ƭǘƛƳŀǘŜƭȅΣ ŜǾŜƴ ŀǘ ǘƘƛǎ Ǉƻƛƴǘ 
ǿƘŜƴ ǘƘŜ !ǳǘƘƻǊƛǘȅ ƛǎ ƴƻǘ ŎŜǊǘŀƛƴ ŀōƻǳǘ ǘƘŜ ŎǊŜŀǘƛǾŜ ǿŀȅǎ ǘƘŜ 
ŎƻƴǘǊŀŎǘƻǊ Ƴŀȅ ƛŘŜƴǘƛŦȅ ŀŘŘƛǝƻƴŀƭ ƳŜŀǎǳǊŜǎ ǘƻ ƳƛǘƛƎŀǘŜ 
ƻǇŜǊŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ ƛƳǇŀŎǘǎΣ ǘƘŜ ǇǊŜŦŜǊǊŜŘ ŀƭǘŜǊƴŀǘƛǾŜΣ ŦƻǊ ŜȄŀƳǇƭŜΣ 
ǿƻǳƭŘ ƛƳǇŀŎǘ ƻƴƭȅ мм ǎŜƴǎƛǘƛǾŜ ǊŜŎŜǇǘƻǊǎΣ ŀƴŘ ƻƴƭȅ ǎƛȄ ǿƻǳƭŘ 
ōŜ ƛƴ 9W ŎƻƳƳǳƴƛǘƛŜǎΦ Lƴ ŀŘŘƛǘƛƻƴΣ ŀŦǘŜǊ ŎƻƴǎǘǊǳŎǘƛƻƴΣ ǘƘŜ 
!ǳǘƘƻǊƛǘȅ Ƴŀȅ ŦƛƴŘ ŀŘŘƛǘƛƻƴŀƭ ƳŜŀǎǳǊŜǎ ŦƻǊ ǊŜŘǳŎƛƴƎ ƴƻƛǎŜ ŀǎ ƛǘ 
ƛƳǇƭŜƳŜƴǘǎ bϧ±πaaІсΣ ǿƘƛŎƘ ǿƛƭƭ ǊŜǉǳƛǊŜ ǘƘŜ ŎƻƴǘŀŎǘƻǊ ǘƻ 
ǇǊŜǇŀǊŜ ŀƴ I{w ƻǇŜǊŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ ƴƻƛǎŜ ǘŜŎƘƴƛŎŀƭ ǊŜǇƻǊǘ ŦƻƭƭƻǿƛƴƎ 
Ŧƛƴŀƭ ŘŜǎƛƎƴ ǘƻ ŎƻƴŦƛǊƳ ƴƻƛǎŜ ƛƳǇŀŎǘǎ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ tŀƭƳŘŀƭŜ ǘƻ 

[ŀƪŜ ±ƛŜǿ ¢ŜǊǊŀŎŜ 
tŀŎƻƛƳŀ 
{ǳƴ ±ŀƭƭŜȅ 
tŀŎƻƛƳŀ ŀƴŘ {ǳƴ ±ŀƭƭŜȅ 




