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Don A. Sepulveda
Executive Officer, Regional Rail
Lo s Angele s C ounty Metropol itan Transportation Authority
One Gateway Plaza
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952
sepulvedad@metro.net

(213)922-749t

Bruce Roberts, PE
Division Chief
Caltrans Division of Rail
P.O. Box 942874, MS 74

Sacramento, CA 9427 4-0001
gruce.roberts@dot.c

(e16) 6s3-3060
Far (916) 6s3-456s

Julie Zabrowski
Legal Department
Union Pacific Railroad (UPRR)
1400 Douglas Street

Omah4 NE, 68179
jazabrow@up.com

@aD s44-2396
Fax: (402) 501-0129

Karen Hunter, Project Manager
Caltrans Division of Rail
Karen.Hunter@dot.ca. gov

Re: Proposed Addition of Second Track - Raymer to Berson

Our Clients : Karen Weber and others similarly situated

f)ear Sirs and Madams:

Please be advised that this office has been retained by Karen Weber, individually, and as a Class

representative for other homeowners similarly situated. These homeowners will be adversely and significantly
impacted by the construction of and use of a second track between Raymer and Benson. In particular, the

addition of a second track will result in two trains, freight or otherwise, passing directly behind their homes



at the same time, when, at present, there is only one. Houses already shake and rumble when a single freight
train goes by and one cannot hear their own voice. When the track is completed and two freight trains go by at
the same time, it will be nerve shattering. Noise and vibration will double at times, resulting in damage to
structural foundations, swimming pools, sport courts, and outside structures. Property values will be
signifi cantly affected.

The FRA Categorical Exclusion Worksheet submitted on 1ll4l20l3 by Karen Hunter asserts on page 6
that "The public has been informed of the project and are in complete support. Not one objection was raised at
any of the meetings and the public asked how they can contribute and support the project. " This statement was
based on a few community meetings which were poorly publicized. Notification to affected homeowners was
minimal at best. The number of homeowners directly affected is approximately 106, a group that could easily
have been notified properly. To our knowledge, the homeowners that did attend those abbreviated meetings,
were not permitted to voice objections. No forms were filled out asking for homeowners opinions or objections.
The process was a sham, simply done to satisff the FRA requirement, with no intent to truly address
homeowner objections or concerns.

Hunter's statement could not be further from the truth. Homeowners along this corridor are fully aware
that the addition of a second track will significantly reduce the value of their homes and greatly affect the
enjoyment of their properties. It is absurd to think that a homeowner could be informed that a train track would
be constructed adjacent to their property and not have an objection.

Based in part on this false and misleading statement FRA approval was given, allowing your offices to
proceed with construction without obtaining other, normally required approvals. Significant issues are raised
thereby.

A speedy resolution of the homeowner's damages claims is in the best interest of all parties. To avoid
contracted litigation, we suggest that your agencies appoint a single representative to adjudicate the claims and
have that person contact the undersigned to discuss how best to move forward.

Thank you for your anticipated courtesy and cooperation.
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