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Responses to Santa Maria Valley Railroad Company Comments 
 

SMVRC-01 The comment does not identify a specific environmental analysis or CEQA 
issue relative to the EIR and compliance with CEQA.  The commenter’s 
statements about benefits of the project to the SMR are included in the FEIR for 
the decision-makers’ consideration as part of the County’s deliberations on the 
proposed project. 

SMVRC-02 The comment does not identify a specific environmental analysis or CEQA 
issue relative to the EIR and compliance with CEQA.  The commenter’s 
statements about the safety of unit trains are included in the FEIR for the 
decision-makers’ consideration as part of the County’s deliberations on the 
proposed project. 

SMVRC-03 This comment does not identify a specific environmental analysis or CEQA 
issue relative to the EIR and compliance with CEQA.  The comment about the 
lower operating level of rail traffic on the Coast Line and that the proposed 
project would help to improve operations and maintenance along the Coast Line 
are included in the FEIR for the decision-makers’ consideration as part of the 
County's deliberations on the proposed project. 

SMVRC-04 The RDEIR address the impact of the project at both the SMR and along the 
mainline rail routes as required by CEQA. The other comments about the safety 
of the rail lines and the fact that crude oil and other hazardous products are 
moved via the Coast Line on a regular basis have been included in the FEIR for 
the decision-makers’ consideration as part of the County's deliberations on the 
proposed project. 

Section 4.7, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, discusses the various agencies 
that regulate the mainline tracks in California and acknowledges that the Coast 
line is currently use to haul other hazardous material as well as crude oil. 

SMVRC-05 The text in the Executive Summary, Introduction, and Project Description has 
been changed to Association of American Railroads (AAR). 

SMVRC-06 Mitigation has been added to mitigation measure N-2a to indicate that, if horns 
and annunciators are needed for worker safety, then non-audible systems shall 
be developed. 

SMVRC-07 This comment does not identify a specific environmental analysis or CEQA 
issue relative to the EIR and compliance with CEQA.  The states that the Santa 
Maria Valley Railroad hosts a Transportation Community Awareness and 
Emergency Response program every other year. This program is a voluntary 
outreach effort that focuses on assisting communities to prepare for and respond 
to possible hazardous material transportation incidents. Invitations have been 
extended to SLO County first responders, but nobody from these agencies has 
attended these free training programs. This comment has been included in the 
FEIR for the decision-makers’ consideration as part of the County's 
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deliberations on the proposed project. 

SMVRC-08 The RDEIR provides a discussion of the current traffic state of the mainline rail 
routes that the proposed project would use. The tracks discussed in the 
comment are owned and operated by Metrolink, which is responsible for 
dispatching trains. The RDEIR addressed the impact of the proposed project 
unit train on passenger rail service and found that it to be less than significant. 

SMVRC-09 The RDEIR addressed the impact of the proposed project on the Coast Daylight 
Service as part of the cumulative impact analysis (see Chapter 4.12, 
Transportation and Circulation). The RDEIR found that the addition of one 
crude oil unit train would not have a significant impact on the ability of the 
Coast Line to handle the Coast Daylight Service. 

SMVRC-10 Chapter 9.0, Vertical Coastal Access Assessment, states UPRR has stated that 
they would oppose any application to the CPUC that would change the existing 
at-grade crossing from private to public (see NOP letter from Randolph, Creger 
& Chalfant LLP in Appendix H). The CPUC Policies and Procedures require 
that public railroad crossings use a separated grade, unless it can be shown why 
a separation of grades is not practicable (CPUC Policies and Procedures, Rule 
3.7). In discussion with CPUC staff, they have stated that any railroad crossings 
that changes from private to public use must have a separation of grade 
(Personnel Communication with CPUC staff 2013). 
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