MEGAN EDWARDS & NICK PARSONS
PO BOX 474, PETALUMA , CA 94953
PH: 707-789-0959 CELL: 707-695-4364
geeitsmegan@gmail.com
July 14, 2017
SECOND LETTER
Malcolm Dougherty, Director, Calif. Dept. of Transportation
Caltrans.director@dot.ca.gov
Tom Fellenz, Interim Chief Executive Officer
Info@hsr.ca.gov
Northern.california@hsr.ca.gov
Central.valley@hsr.ca.gov
Southern.california@hsr.ca.gov
Krista Jensen, Board Secretary
California High-Speed Rail Authority
boardmembers@hsr.ca.gov
Dan Richard, Chair, Board of Directors, California High Speed Rail Authority
Thomas Richards, Vice Chair, Board of Directors
Ernest M. Camacho, Board Member
Daniel Curtin, Board Member
Bonnie Lowenthal, Board Member
Lorraine Paskett, Board Member
Michael Rossi, Board Member
Lynn Schenk, Board Member
Dr. Joaquin Arambula, Ex-officio Board Member
Jim Beall, Ex-officio Board Member
Dear Mr. Dougherty, Mr. Fellenz, Ms. Jensen, and Members of the Board of Directors of the
California High Speed Rail Authority:
This is my second letter to all of you (I wrote you originally on June 9, 2017) and this time I am
including Mr. Fellenz and a few more email addresses.
I am in contact with representatives of investors from China who are interested in investing, very
soon, a sizeable amount of money into an infrastructure project in the USA. The investors work
closely with large Chinese corporations that build projects such as railways, roads and tunnels all
over the world. The California High Speed Rail project is exactly the type of project they would
like to be involved with.
Since my June 9, 2017 letter to you, the investors have begun in-person meetings to negotiate
another infrastructure project in the US with estimated costs of over $30 billion.

CALIFORNIA HIGH SPEED RAIL AUTHORITY

1 of 3

SECOND LETTER

JULY 14, 2017

You might wonder why you are hearing from me, a private citizen. I’ve watched the California
high-speed rail discussion for over 20 years. Meanwhile, I work for a nonprofit organization that is
connected to these very large investors and donors. I am also a California licensed, Certified
General commercial real estate appraiser (as is my husband), and I am aware of acquisition of land
for public and private projects.
Recently, my profession and several of my interests converged when I was asked to find a large
infrastructure project that these Chinese investors could fund. The California High Speed Rail
project is a well-planned project that citizens have wanted for a long time. It makes sense to get it
rolling down the tracks.
The Chinese investors I am working with are particularly interested in large railway projects and
they have enough money to complete, or nearly complete, all phases of the California high-speed
rail line, including Phase 1, Phase 2, Xpress West, and the high-desert corridor. They have
experience in completing projects all over the world--and their record indicates they complete their
construction projects quite fast.
The investors are looking for something we would probably call a public-private partnership, in
which a public entity, such as the Authority, which is constructing the line with public money and
is owned by the public, teams up with a private organization, such as these investors, to create a
project that will benefit the whole State of California as well as nearby states.
If the California High-Speed Rail system is built and successful, it will, of course, solve numerous
problems that are caused by the existing inefficient transportation system in our state.
Working with these Chinese investors would, of course, open up new cooperation with our Asian
neighbors and the rest of the world. I am working with an intermediary, but I am told my Chinese
friends are ready to go and excited to invest in California.
The investors are willing to look at a range of different suggestions, but the agreement that they
will eventually enter into will include some profit sharing for the investor and other benefits for the
people who make this happen.
What is Needed by the Investors
The investors are interested in looking first at a legally nonbinding Memorandum of
Understanding (MOU), which could also be called a Proposal or an Agreement to Agree. The
investors would like to be presented with an MOU that lays out the details of a proposed
partnership including an Executive Summary, a business plan; a proposed revenue stream,
including expenses and profit; profit-sharing; and any licensing that is required.
I see in various documents on the high speed rail website detailing estimates of total costs of about
$68 billion, with portions of this amount already obtained through bonds or federal funding.
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Given the amount of money the investors have to invest, I encourage California High Speed Rail
Authority and the State of California to envision -- and soon – what you would like to happen.
I can help your organization move quickly to put together soon a draft of an MOU, which includes
the necessary elements.
These documents would create the beginning of productive conversations. If the investor has
“something to look at and get started,” all parties will be able to hammer out the rest.
My information is, as I mentioned, that the investors are ready to move quickly and would be
willing to come to California for meetings soon, if the information they receive about the project
looks good.
Please let me know if you would like to pursue this. It really is an exciting opportunity.
Thank you for your time and I hope to hear from you.
Sincerely,
Megan Edwards
Petaluma, California
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Roland Lebrun
ccss@msn.com
July 4th, 1017
Caltrain July 6th 2017 Board meeting
Item #14: Award of 25th Avenue “Grade separation project”
Dear Chair Gee and Members of the Caltrain Board of Directors,
The intent of this letter is to alert the Board to multiple issues with the proposed design
and funding sources for the new Hillsdale station, specifically that the island platform
design impacts the Authority’s ability to comply with Streets & Highways Codes Section
2704.09(c)https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/codes_displaySection.xhtml?lawCode=
SHC&sectionNum=2704.09. This issue is recognized on page 5 (scope of work) of the
HSR 16-108 funding agreement:
“GRADE SEPARATION PROJECT AS RELATES TO BLENDED SYSTEM DESIGN
The Parties acknowledge that passing tracks may or may not be needed (the Authority and
PCJPB are currently in disagreement) for operation of the Blended System within the
limits of the Grade Separation Project. Should it be determined that passing tracks are
necessary in this location, the Parties agree to reasonably cooperate and support the
construction of such passing tracks pursuant to the conceptual design set forth in
Attachment 2”.

Nothing in this Agreement shall be construed to mean any Party has agreed to the
need or lack of need for passing tracks or any allocation of implementation or cost
responsibility related to the implications of adding any passing track (including but
not limited to replacement of displaced parking or other uses).
The Authority proposes to address these issues as follows:
- Page 2
“The structures shall be constructed pursuant to the design and specifications described in
the IFB, except that, within two weeks of the date of execution (or such other timing as the
Authority may agree to in writing) of JPB Contract 17-J-C-048, PCJPB shall cause JPB
Contract 17-J-C-048 to be amended to include the design and specification elements
required for the modified Blended Service alignment depicted in Attachment 1 hereto (as
to be modified, hereinafter the "JPB Contract 17-J-C-048 Modified").

- Page 3
“Within forty-five (45) days after execution of this Agreement, and upon completion
of good faith negotiations, the Parties will amend this Agreement to permit some or all
of the items listed under "Construction Support Costs" in page l of Attachment 5 to be
reimbursable under this Agreement; the Parties agree to prepare such amendment so
as to (a) not result in the Authority contributing more than the lesser of $84 million or
46.67 percent of the total actual Project cost and (b) contain terms providing adequate
transparency and Authority oversight regarding accrual of such "Construction Support
Costs."

Sincerely,
Roland Lebrun
CC
MTC commission
VTA Board of Directors
SFCTA Board of Directors
SFCTA CAC
Caltrain CAC & BAC

