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2.    SUMMARY OF CLARIFICATIONS, CORRECTIONS, AND REVISIONS  
TO THE DRAFT EIR 

This section summarizes the substantive review that took place between publication of the Draft EIR and 
preparation of the Final EIR.  Details about particular issues raised in the comments on the Draft EIR are 
provided in the Master Responses and individual responses to comments in Chapter 3.   

OVERALL EVALUATION OF DEIR IMPACT FINDINGS 

Based on the comments received on the DEIR, the EIR preparers reviewed the impacts and mitigation 
measures to determine whether identification of any new impacts or mitigation measures was warranted 
and whether the significance of any identified impact should be changed.  As noted above, the overall 
findings of the Draft EIR remain the same and no new impacts or mitigation measures were identified.  
Several impacts and mitigation measures were clarified (see below), but these clarifications did not alter 
the impact significance identified in the DEIR.  The review and evaluation of the Draft EIR in light of 
comments received included the following: 

Project Description 
• Reviewed proposed train schedule and adjusted the proposed siding locations to provide better 

train “meets.”  Corrected corresponding track schematic maps (DEIR Appendix E) to illustrate 
siding locations. 

• Corrected and clarified several proposed station design concepts. 
• Incorporated several additional measures into the environmental compliance section to clarify 

SMART’s commitment to mitigation and avoidance of impacts. 
• Consulted with NCRA staff regarding future freight operations and revised assumptions, 

according to current information. 

Alternatives 
• Investigated each suggested alternative to determine whether there were any new or modified 

alternatives that were feasible and that would reduce impacts of the proposed project. 
• Re-evaluated the Express Bus Alternative assumptions, analyses, and findings. 

Geology 
• Reviewed and clarified settlement issues raised in comments. 

Water Resources 
• Consulted with State Water Resources Control Board regarding their comments on the Draft EIR 

and provided the agency with the Draft EIR technical reports to address their concerns. 
• Modified mitigation measures to clarify consultation with agencies. 
• Reviewed flooding issues associated with Winter 2005-2006 storms. 

Hazardous Materials 
• Consulted with Department of Toxic Substances Control regarding their comments on the Draft 

EIR and addressed all of their concerns. 
• Modified mitigation measures to provide clarification about consultation with agencies. 
• Clarified mitigation regarding naturally occurring asbestos. 
• Clarified proposed project construction procedures regarding ballast and replacement/removal of 

rail ties. 
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Air Quality 
• Consulted with Northern Sonoma County Air Pollution Control District regarding their comments 

on the Draft EIR and addressed all of their concerns in the text revisions and responses. 
• Adjusted the air pollutant summaries, based on revised vehicle miles traveled (VMT).   
• Clarified impacts associated with cumulative freight operations. 
• Incorporated additional Best Management Practices into the project’s environmental compliance 

measures. 
• Provided details on the health risk assessment of the proposed maintenance facility. 
• Clarified freight assumptions. 

Transportation 

Of all the EIR sections, this analysis received the most scrutiny.  An independent review of the 
transportation model inputs, assumptions, and results was conducted by Dowling Associates and the 
model was “re-run” after several corrections were made to the transportation network assumptions.  
However, the overall findings of the Draft EIR did not change.  The model modifications are described at 
the beginning of the Master Responses (FEIR Section 3.2).  Other efforts included the following: 

• Consulted with local agencies regarding local street network impacts around proposed station sites. 
• Conducted sensitivity analysis regarding assumptions about gasoline prices and future Highway 

101 widening in the Novato Narrows area. 
• Consulted with bus transit operators. 
• Adjusted assumptions for both the No-Project and Express Bus Alternatives. 
• Recalculated VMT and VHT based on model corrections. 
• Reviewed and adjusted parking demand at stations. 
• Reviewed assumptions regarding proposed project shuttle service. 
• Reviewed available studies on bicycle/pedestrian pathway use. 
• Evaluated the potential for Transit Oriented Development around the stations and related effects 

on rail ridership. 
• Clarified impact of project on transit ridership. 

Noise 

• Reviewed and clarified interior DMU noise levels. 
• Consulted with project engineers to re-confirm potential levels of noise from wheel squeal and 

vibration. 
• Clarified the requirements for Quiet Zones. 
• Modified the project environmental compliance measures to clarify SMART’s commitment to 

providing financial support to implement measures to help local jurisdictions qualify for Quiet 
Zone designation. 

Energy 
• Adjusted the energy use calculations of the proposed project and alternatives, based on the 

revised VMT. 

Biology 
• Reviewed the revised siding locations and adjusted the acreage of disturbance in Table 3.9-6.   
• Consulted with California Department of Fish and Game (CDFG) to address their concerns. 
• Revised several mitigation measures to clarify the proposed measure and provide additional 

details requested by CDFG. 
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• Consulted with State Water Resources Control Board regarding agency comments on the Draft 
EIR regarding wetlands. 

• Reviewed the 2006 update of the CNDDB sensitive species occurrence records to confirm that 
no new sensitive species had been identified in the project study area.   

• Clarified the impacts on wildlife from project noise. 

Land Use and Planning 
• Re-confirmed local land use planning policy consistency. 
• Reviewed concerns regarding Transit Oriented Development and growth-inducement. 

Public Safety 
• Conducted additional research on rail safety issues. 
• Reviewed crossing safety for bicyclists and pedestrians. 
• Reviewed concerns regarding emergency response delays. 
• Reviewed single track system reliability. 

Visual Resources 
• Investigated claims that the proposed Larkspur station would create visual impacts; determined 

that the station would not intrude on the visual landscape. 
• Reviewed concerns about light and glare. 


