
Public Hearings Comments 
Gilroy 



 



Bay Area to Central Valley HST Final Program EIR/EIS Response to Comments from Gilroy Public Hearings 

 

 
 

U.S. Department 
of Transportation 
Federal Railroad 
Administration 

Page G.25-1

 

Gilroy Public Hearing Transcripts, August 29, 2007 

 
 



Bay Area to Central Valley HST Final Program EIR/EIS Response to Comments from Gilroy Public Hearings 

 

 
 

U.S. Department 
of Transportation 
Federal Railroad 
Administration 

Page G.25-2

 

Gilroy Public Hearing Transcripts – Continued 

 



Bay Area to Central Valley HST Final Program EIR/EIS Response to Comments from Gilroy Public Hearings 

 

 
 

U.S. Department 
of Transportation 
Federal Railroad 
Administration 

Page G.25-3

 

Gilroy Public Hearing Transcripts – Continued 

 



Bay Area to Central Valley HST Final Program EIR/EIS Response to Comments from Gilroy Public Hearings 

 

 
 

U.S. Department 
of Transportation 
Federal Railroad 
Administration 

Page G.25-4

 

Gilroy Public Hearing Transcripts – Continued 

 



Bay Area to Central Valley HST Final Program EIR/EIS Response to Comments from Gilroy Public Hearings 

 

 
 

U.S. Department 
of Transportation 
Federal Railroad 
Administration 

Page G.25-5

 

Gilroy Public Hearing Transcripts – Continued 

 



Bay Area to Central Valley HST Final Program EIR/EIS Response to Comments from Gilroy Public Hearings 

 

 
 

U.S. Department 
of Transportation 
Federal Railroad 
Administration 

Page G.25-6

 

Gilroy Public Hearing Transcripts – Continued 

 



Bay Area to Central Valley HST Final Program EIR/EIS Response to Comments from Gilroy Public Hearings 

 

 
 

U.S. Department 
of Transportation 
Federal Railroad 
Administration 

Page G.25-7

 

Gilroy Public Hearing Transcripts – Continued 

 



Bay Area to Central Valley HST Final Program EIR/EIS Response to Comments from Gilroy Public Hearings 

 

 
 

U.S. Department 
of Transportation 
Federal Railroad 
Administration 

Page G.25-8

 

Gilroy Public Hearing Transcripts – Continued 

 



Bay Area to Central Valley HST Final Program EIR/EIS Response to Comments from Gilroy Public Hearings 

 

 
 

U.S. Department 
of Transportation 
Federal Railroad 
Administration 

Page G.25-9

 

Gilroy Public Hearing Transcripts – Continued 

 



Bay Area to Central Valley HST Final Program EIR/EIS Response to Comments from Gilroy Public Hearings 

 

 
 

U.S. Department 
of Transportation 
Federal Railroad 
Administration 

Page G.25-10

 

Gilroy Public Hearing Transcripts – Continued 

 



Bay Area to Central Valley HST Final Program EIR/EIS Response to Comments from Gilroy Public Hearings 

 

 
 

U.S. Department 
of Transportation 
Federal Railroad 
Administration 

Page G.25-11

 

Gilroy Public Hearing Transcripts – Continued 

 



Bay Area to Central Valley HST Final Program EIR/EIS Response to Comments from Gilroy Public Hearings 

 

 
 

U.S. Department 
of Transportation 
Federal Railroad 
Administration 

Page G.25-12

 

Gilroy Public Hearing Transcripts – Continued 

 



Bay Area to Central Valley HST Final Program EIR/EIS Response to Comments from Gilroy Public Hearings 

 

 
 

U.S. Department 
of Transportation 
Federal Railroad 
Administration 

Page G.25-13

 

Gilroy Public Hearing Transcripts – Continued 

 



Bay Area to Central Valley HST Final Program EIR/EIS Response to Comments from Gilroy Public Hearings 

 

 
 

U.S. Department 
of Transportation 
Federal Railroad 
Administration 

Page G.25-14

 

Gilroy Public Hearing Transcripts – Continued 

 



Bay Area to Central Valley HST Final Program EIR/EIS Response to Comments from Gilroy Public Hearings 

 

 
 

U.S. Department 
of Transportation 
Federal Railroad 
Administration 

Page G.25-15

 

Gilroy Public Hearing Transcripts – Continued 

 



Bay Area to Central Valley HST Final Program EIR/EIS Response to Comments from Gilroy Public Hearings 

 

 
 

U.S. Department 
of Transportation 
Federal Railroad 
Administration 

Page G.25-16

 

Gilroy Public Hearing Transcripts – Continued 

 



Bay Area to Central Valley HST Final Program EIR/EIS Response to Comments from Gilroy Public Hearings 

 

 
 

U.S. Department 
of Transportation 
Federal Railroad 
Administration 

Page G.25-17

 

Gilroy Public Hearing Transcripts – Continued 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 



Bay Area to Central Valley HST Final Program EIR/EIS Response to Comments from Gilroy Public Hearings 

 

 
 

U.S. Department 
of Transportation 
Federal Railroad 
Administration 

Page G.25-18

 

Gilroy Public Hearing Transcripts – Continued 

 



Bay Area to Central Valley HST Final Program EIR/EIS Response to Comments from Gilroy Public Hearings 

 

 
 

U.S. Department 
of Transportation 
Federal Railroad 
Administration 

Page G.25-19

 

Gilroy Public Hearing Transcripts – Continued 

 



Bay Area to Central Valley HST Final Program EIR/EIS Response to Comments from Gilroy Public Hearings 

 

 
 

U.S. Department 
of Transportation 
Federal Railroad 
Administration 

Page G.25-20

 

Gilroy Public Hearing Transcripts – Continued 

 



Bay Area to Central Valley HST Final Program EIR/EIS Response to Comments from Gilroy Public Hearings 

 

 
 

U.S. Department 
of Transportation 
Federal Railroad 
Administration 

Page G.25-21

 

Gilroy Public Hearing Transcripts – Continued 

 



Bay Area to Central Valley HST Final Program EIR/EIS Response to Comments from Gilroy Public Hearings 

 

 
 

U.S. Department 
of Transportation 
Federal Railroad 
Administration 

Page G.25-22

 

Gilroy Public Hearing Transcripts – Continued 

 



Bay Area to Central Valley HST Final Program EIR/EIS Response to Comments from Gilroy Public Hearings 

 

 
 

U.S. Department 
of Transportation 
Federal Railroad 
Administration 

Page G.25-23

 

Gilroy Public Hearing Transcripts – Continued 

 
 
 



Bay Area to Central Valley HST Final Program EIR/EIS Response to Comments from Gilroy Public Hearings 

 

 
 

U.S. Department 
of Transportation 
Federal Railroad 
Administration 

Page G.25-24

 

Responses to Gilroy Public Hearing Transcripts, August 29, 2007 

PH-G1-1 
Please see Standard Response 3 and Chapter 8 regarding the 
identification of Pacheco Pass as the Preferred Alternative.  

PH-G1-2 
Please see Standard Response 3 and Chapter 8 regarding the 
identification of Pacheco Pass as the Preferred Alternative.  

PH-G1-3 
Please see Standard Response 3 and Chapter 8 regarding the 
identification of Pacheco Pass as the Preferred Alternative.  

PH-G11-4 
Please see Standard Response 3 and Chapter 8 regarding the 
identification of Pacheco Pass as the Preferred Alternative.  

PH-G1-5 
Please see Standard Response 3 and Chapter 8 regarding the 
identification of Pacheco Pass as the Preferred Alternative.  

PH-G2-1 
Please see Standard Response 3 and Chapter 8 regarding the 
identification of Pacheco Pass as the Preferred Alternative.  

PH-G2-2 
Please see Standard Response 3 and Chapter 8 regarding the 
identification of Pacheco Pass as the Preferred Alternative.  

PH-G2-3 
Comment acknowledged.  However, two corrections should be 
noted: by 2020 (not 2010) San Jose Mineta International airport will 
have more interstate air passengers than either Oakland or San 
Francisco (not combined).  Please see Table 1.2-2. 

PH-G2-4 
Please see Standard Response 3 and Chapter 8 regarding the 
identification of Pacheco Pass as the Preferred Alternative.  

PH-G2-5 
Please see Chapter 1 regarding the purpose of and need for an HST 
system in California.  

PH-G2-6 
Please see Standard Response 3 and Chapter 8 regarding the 
identification of Pacheco Pass as the Preferred Alternative.  

PH-G3-1 
Comment acknowledged. 

PH-G3-2 
Comment acknowledged. 

PH-G3-3 
Comment acknowledged. 

PH-G3-4 
Comment acknowledged. 

PH-G3-5 
Refer to Standard Response 3 regarding identification of the Pacheco 
Pass as the Preferred Alternative.  The proposed project would not 
impact Henry Coe State Park. 

PH-G3-6 
Please see Standard Response 3 and Chapter 8 regarding the 
identification of Pacheco Pass as the Preferred Alternative.  
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PH-G4-1 
Comment acknowledged. 

PH-G4-2 
Comment acknowledged. 

PH-G4-3 
Comment acknowledged. 

PH-G4-4 
Comment acknowledged. 

PH-G4-5 

Comment acknowledged. 

PH-G4-6 
Comment acknowledged. 

PH-G4-7 
Comment acknowledged. 

PH-G5-1 
Comment acknowledged. 

PH-G5-2 
Comment acknowledged. 

PH-G5-3 
Comment acknowledged. 

PH-G5-4 
Comment acknowledged. 

PH-G6-1 
Comment acknowledged. 

PH-G6-2 
Comment acknowledged.  Please also see Standard Response 3 and 
Chapter 8 regarding the identification of the Pacheco Pass as the 
Preferred Alternative.   

PH-G6-3 
Comment Acknowledged. 

PH-G6-4 
Comment acknowledged. 

PH-G6-5 
Comment acknowledged.  Please also see Standard Response 3 
Chapter 8 regarding the identification of the Pacheco Pass as the 
Preferred Alternative. 

PH-G7-1 
Comment acknowledged. 

PH-G7-2 
Comment acknowledged.  The Authority and FRA appreciate the 
support for the HST system.  Please also see Standard Response 3 
and Chapter 8 regarding the identification of the Pacheco Pass as the 
Preferred Alternative. 

PH-G7-3 
Comment acknowledged.  Please also see Standard Response 3 and 
Chapter 8 regarding the identification of the Pacheco Pass as the 
Preferred Alternative. 

PH-G7-4 
Comment acknowledged.  Please see Response to Comment Letters 
L019 and L034.   
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PH-G7-5 
Comment acknowledged.  Also see Standard Response 3 and 
Chapter 8 regarding the identification of the Pacheco Pass as the 
Preferred Alternative. 

PH-G7-6 
Comment acknowledged. Please also see Standard Response 3 and 
Chapter 8 regarding the identification of the Pacheco Pass as the 
Preferred Alternative. 

PH-G7-7 
Comment acknowledged.  Please also see Standard Response 3 
Chapter 8 regarding the identification of the Pacheco Pass as the 
Preferred Alternative. 

PH-G7-8 
Comment acknowledged. 

PH-G7-9 
Comment acknowledged. 

PH-G7-10 
Comment acknowledged. 

PH-G8-1 

The alignment created for this program-level document is at the 
conceptual level of engineering.  At the project level of 
environmental analysis, more detailed engineering and right-of-way 
studies will be conducted to avoid, minimize, or mitigate the possible 
effects to property owners along the proposed HST system.  

PH-G8-2 
Potential noise and vibration issues will be addressed through 
mitigation, as outlined in Section 3.4.5.  Possible specific mitigation 
measures include sound walls and the use of train and track 
technologies that minimize ground vibration, such as state-of-the-art 

suspensions, resilient track pads, tie pads, ballast mats, and floating 
slabs.  

PH-G8-3 
Comment acknowledged.  

PH-G8-4 
Please also see Standard Response 3 and Chapter 8 regarding the 
identification of the Pacheco Pass as the Preferred Alternative.   

PH-G9-1 
Comment acknowledged. 

PH-G9-2 
Comment acknowledged. 

PH-G9-3 
Comment acknowledged. 

PH-G9-4 
Comment acknowledged. 

PH-G9-5 
Comment acknowledged. 

PH-G9-6 
Please also see Standard Response 3 and Chapter 8 regarding the 
identification of the Pacheco Pass as the Preferred Alternative.   

PH-G9-7 
Comment acknowledged. 

PH-G9-8 
Comment acknowledged.  Please also see Standard Response 3 and 
Chapter 8 regarding the identification of the Pacheco Pass as the 
Preferred Alternative.  Please also see Response to Letter L026. 
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PH-G9-9 
Comment acknowledged. 

PH-G9-10 
Comment acknowledged. 

PH-G9-11 
Comment acknowledged. 

PH-G10-1 
Comment acknowledged. 

PH-G10-2 
Comment acknowledged. 

PH-G10-3 
Comment acknowledged.  Please also see Response to Comment 
W010. 

PH-G10-4 
Comment acknowledged 

PH-G10-5 
Comment acknowledged. 

PH-G10-6 
Comment acknowledged. 

PH-G11-1 
Comment acknowledged. 

PH-G11-2 
Comment acknowledged. 

PH-G11-3 
Comment acknowledged.  Also see Response to Comment I 028-1. 

PH-G11-4 
Thank you for the input.  These suggested alignment alternatives 
will be considered at the project-level environmental analysis. 

PH-G11-5 
Thank you for the input.  These suggested alignment changes will be 
studied during the project-level environmental analysis. 

PH-G12-1 
Comment acknowledged. 

PH-G12-2 
Comment acknowledged. Please also see Standard Response 3 and 
Chapter 8 regarding the identification of the Pacheco Pass as the 
Preferred Alternative.    

PH-G12-3 
Comment acknowledged.  The planned HST system will be fully 
grade-separated, eliminating highway at-grade crossings for the HST 
system. 

PH-G13-1 
Comment acknowledged.  Please also see Standard Response 4 
regarding growth. 

PH-G14-1 
Comment acknowledged. 

PH-G14-2 
Comment acknowledged. 
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PH-G15-1 
The Draft Program EIR/EIS had specific right-of-way guidelines, as 
outlined in Response to Comment S008-5.   

PH-G15-2 
The potential number of trains per day is discussed in Chapter 4. 

PH-G15-3 
Potential impacts on agricultural lands are discussed in Section 3.8. 

PH-G15-4 
Potential impacts on agricultural lands are discussed in Section 3.8.  
The Pacheco Pass alignment alternative would extend through Gilroy 
and to the south before turning east, south of SR 152.   

PH-G15-5 
The program-level document does not identify specific right-of-way 
requirements.  It is the Authority’s goal to have the alignment for the 
statewide system identified well before November 2008.  The 
project-level EIR/EIS will look more closely at the right-of-way 
requirements and the proposed alignment. 

PH-G16-1 
Comment acknowledged.  Please also see Standard Response 3 and 
Chapter 8 regarding the identification of the Pacheco Pass as the 
Preferred Alternative.   
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Comment Letter PH-G17 (John Litzinger, August 29, 2007) 

 

 



Bay Area to Central Valley HST Final Program EIR/EIS Response to Comments from Gilroy Public Hearings 

 

 
 

U.S. Department 
of Transportation 
Federal Railroad 
Administration 

Page G.25-30

 

Response to Letter PH-G17 (John Litzinger, August 29, 2007) 

PH-G17-1 
Comment acknowledged. 
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Comment Letter PH-G18 (Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority, No date) 
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Responses to Letter PH-G18 (Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority, No date) 

 
PH-G18-1 
See Response to Comment PH-G2-1 

PH-G18-2 
See Response to Comment PH-G2-2. 

PH-G18-3 
See Response to Comment PH-G2-3 

PH-G18-4 
See Response to Comment PH-G2-4 

PH-G18-5 
See Response to Comment PH-G2-5. 
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Comment Letter PH-G19 (Dennis Donohue, City of Salinas, August 29, 2007) 
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Comment Letter PH-G19 − Continued 
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Comment Letter PH-G19 − Continued 
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Comment Letter PH-G19 − Continued 
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Comment Letter PH-G19 − Continued 
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Comment Letter PH-G19 − Continued 
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Comment Letter PH-G19 − Continued 

 



Bay Area to Central Valley HST Final Program EIR/EIS Response to Comments from Gilroy Public Hearings 

 

 
 

U.S. Department 
of Transportation 
Federal Railroad 
Administration 

Page G.25-40

 

Comment Letter PH-G19 − Continued 
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Comment Letter PH-G19 − Continued 
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Responses to Letter PH-G19 (Dennis Donohue, City of Salinas, August 29, 2007) 

PH-G19-1 
Please see Standard Response 3 and Chapter 8 regarding the 
identification of Pacheco Pass as the Preferred Alternative.  

PH-G19-2 
Comment acknowledged. 

PH-G19-3 
Please see Standard Response 3 and Chapter 8 regarding the 
identification of Pacheco Pass as the Preferred Alternative.  
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Comment Letter PH-G20 (Joseph P. Thompson, August 29, 2007) 

 
 



Bay Area to Central Valley HST Final Program EIR/EIS Response to Comments from Gilroy Public Hearings 

 

 
 

U.S. Department 
of Transportation 
Federal Railroad 
Administration 

Page G.25-44

 

Comment Letter PH-G20 − Continued 
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Comment Letter PH-G20 − Continued 
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Comment Letter PH-G20 − Continued 
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Comment Letter PH-G20 − Continued 
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Comment Letter PH-G20 − Continued 
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Comment Letter PH-G20 − Continued 
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Comment Letter PH-G20 − Continued 
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Comment Letter PH-G20 − Continued 
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Comment Letter PH-G20 − Continued 
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Comment Letter PH-G20 − Continued 

 



Bay Area to Central Valley HST Final Program EIR/EIS Response to Comments from Gilroy Public Hearings 

 

 
 

U.S. Department 
of Transportation 
Federal Railroad 
Administration 

Page G.25-54

 

Comment Letter PH-G20 − Continued 
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Comment Letter PH-G20 − Continued 
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Comment Letter PH-G20 − Continued 
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Comment Letter PH-G20 − Continued 
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Comment Letter PH-G20 − Continued 
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Comment Letter PH-G20 − Continued 
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Comment Letter PH-G20 − Continued 
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Comment Letter PH-G20 − Continued 
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Comment Letter PH-G20 − Continued 
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Comment Letter PH-G20 − Continued 
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Comment Letter PH-G20 − Continued 
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Comment Letter PH-G20 − Continued 
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Responses to Letter PH-G20 (Joseph P. Thompson, August 29, 2007) 

PH-G20-1 
The Authority acknowledges the receipt of the comments and 
attachments.  They are included as part of this Final Program 
EIR/EIS. 

PH-G20-2 
See Response to Comment PH-G4-1. 

PH-G20-3 
Comment acknowledged. 
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Comment Letter PH-G21 (Anonymous, No date) 
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Response to Letter PH-G21 (Anonymous, No date) 

PH-G21-1 
The inconsistency between Section 3.9 and the alignment drawings 
in Appendix 2-D has been corrected in the Final Program EIR/EIS. 
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Responses to Livermore Public Hearing Transcripts 

PH-L1-1  
The Authority and FRA acknowledge the comments from the Tri-
Valley Policy Advisory Committee. 

PH-L1-2  
The Pacheco Pass is identified in this Program EIR/EIS as the 
Preferred Alternative, in part due to the comments provided.  Please 
see Standard Response 3 and Chapter 8 regarding the identification 
of the Pacheco Pass as the Preferred Alternative and Chapter 8 of 
this Final Program EIR/EIS. 

PH-L1-3  
Connectivity with the regional rail system is an important 
consideration for the HST stations. 

The Authority is currently working with regional stakeholders to 
review priorities and possible funding options for improvements to 
commuter rail services in the Altamont Corridor.  Please see 
Standard Response 3 regarding the identification of the Pacheco 
Pass as the Preferred Alternative and Chapter 8 of this Final Program 
EIR/EIS. 

PH-L1-4  
The Authority and FRA acknowledge the comments from the Tri-
Valley Policy Advisory Committee. 

PH-L1-5  
The Authority and FRA appreciate the offer to ask questions of 
Livermore Mayor Lockhart. 

PH-L1-6  
The Authority and FRA acknowledge the composition of the 
representatives on the Tri-Valley Policy Advisory Committee. 

PH-L1-7  
The Authority and FRA acknowledge the tenure of the Tri-Valley 
Policy Advisory Committee. 

PH-L2-1  
In response to public requests, the Authority and FRA added two 
additional public hearings in Stockton and Sacramento on the Draft 
Program EIR/EIS.   

PH-L2-2  
The Authority and FRA acknowledge the comments from the 
Regional Policy Council for the San Joaquin Valley. 

PH-L2-3  
The Authority and FRA acknowledge the Regional Policy Council for 
the San Joaquin Valley’s support for the Altamont Pass Alternative.   

As evidenced by the public comments on the Draft Program EIR/EIS, 
strong support and opposition was expressed for both the Altamont 
and Pacheco Pass alternatives.  Pacheco Pass is identified in this 
Final Program EIR/EIS as the Preferred Alternative.  The underlying 
reasons for this identification are presented in Standard Response 3 
regarding the identification of the Pacheco Pass as the Preferred 
Alternative and Chapter 8 of this Final Program EIR/EIS. 

In terms of the HST project purpose and need, service to the fast-
growing San Joaquin Valley is viewed as a critical part of the 
statewide system.  The HST system approved at the conclusion of 
the statewide program EIR/EIS includes corridors and stations for 
HST service through the entire Central Valley from southern 
California to Sacramento.  This has not changed.  The subject at 
hand is the service connecting the Central Valley to the Bay Area, 
but the Authority Board has clearly stated its intent to serve the 
entire Central Valley. 
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Consistent with the current statewide bond measure for 2008, the 
Authority Board has selected as its first phase the line from Anaheim 
to the Bay Area, and has stated its intent to subsequently add 
service to both Sacramento and San Diego.  The first phase of the 
Board-adopted phasing plan includes development of a test track 
from Bakersfield to Merced, regardless of whether the Altamont or 
Pacheco Alignment is selected.  Thus, for the initial phase, the 
Central Valley is served between Bakersfield and Merced for either 
alternative. 

The staff recommendation recognizes the desire to serve the full 
Central Valley.  While the Pacheco Pass is identified as the Preferred 
Alternative in this Final Program EIR/EIS—the primary north/south 
alignment between southern and northern California—the Authority, 
working with regional stakeholders regarding additional commuter 
rail improvements in the Altamont Corridor, is pursuing high-speed 
rail bond funds for such improvements. 

The exact nature of these improvements has not been defined, but it 
is clear that improvements to train services in the Altamont Corridor 
would provide additional mobility and accessibility to Central Valley 
residents and would likely involve improvements in the Central 
Valley.  The Authority and regional partners, including the Central 
Valley, need to define the priorities for these improvements. 

It is envisioned that this approach would involve incremental 
improvements in the Central Valley and Altamont Corridor during the 
initial phase of the adopted phasing plan, and these improvements 
could come before the development of the Pacheco Pass portion of 
the HST alignment. 

Please see Response to Comment L019-3 regarding the Authority’s 
intent to provide service to the San Joaquin Valley.  The Authority 
and FRA understand that there are important trade-offs among the 
geographic areas by the various alternatives.  For instance, the 
Pacheco Pass alternative would serve the growing Monterey County 
and Monterey Bay area, and the northern San Joaquin Valley area— 
north of Merced—would still be served by the planned extension of 
the HST system to Sacramento.   

Please also note that, for the Altamont Pass alternative serving San 
Jose and San Francisco, some of the trains would travel south to San 
Jose and some would cross the Bay into San Francisco, thus 
reducing the train frequencies to each of these urban areas. 

PH-L2-4  
The Authority and FRA are well aware of the importance of the 
Central Valley to the ridership and success of the proposed HST 
system.  Please see Response to Comment PH-L2-3. 

PH-L2-5  
Please see Response to Comment PH-L2-3. 

PH-L2-6  
The Authority and FRA acknowledge the comments from the 
Regional Policy Council for the San Joaquin Valley. 

PH-L3-1  
Potential impacts on the Don Edwards Wildlife Refuge Preserve were 
among the reasons for identification of the Pacheco Pass alternative 
as the Preferred Alternative in this Final Program EIR/EIS.  Please 
see Standard Response 3 and Chapter 8 regarding the identification 
of the Pacheco Pass as the Preferred Alternative. 

PH-L3-2  
The Pacheco Pass Preferred Alternative identified in this Final 
Program EIR/EIS provides direct (one-line) service to San Jose and 
San Francisco, as noted in this comment.  This was among the 
reasons for its identification as a Preferred Alternative.  Please see 
Standard Response 3 regarding the identification of the Pacheco 
Pass as the Preferred Alternative. 

PH-L3-3  
The ability to use the existing Caltrain Corridor is among the reasons 
for identification of the Pacheco Pass as the Preferred Alternative in 
this Final Program EIR/EIS, which is consistent with Caltrain’s 
strategic planning for the year 2025. 
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PH-L3-4  
The Pacheco Pass alternative identified in this Final Program EIR/EIS 
includes electrification and grade separation of the Caltrain Corridor, 
consistent with Caltrain’s strategic plan. 

PH-L3-5  
The Preferred Pacheco Pass Alternative is supported by the 
Peninsular Corridor Joint Power Board (Caltrain), which views the 
HST service as a major improvement to overall rail service in the 
Caltrain Corridor with the development of a fully grade-separated, 
electrified, four-tack system.  The HST system is viewed as an 
adjunct to the Caltrain service—a fully supportive and 
complementary service – by taking train riders from the more local 
stations to the HST stations.  This rail feeder service approach has 
been shown to be highly effective for other HST systems in Europe 
and Japan.    

PH-L3-6  
Comment acknowledged.  

PH-L3-7  
Comment acknowledged. 

PH-L4-1  
The Authority and FRA acknowledge the comments from Mr. 
Lawson. 

PH-L4-2  
Pacheco Pass has been identified as the Preferred Alternative in this 
Final Program EIR/EIS.  Please see Standard Response 3 and 
Chapter 8 regarding the identification of the Pacheco Pass as the 
Preferred Alternative.  Please also see Responses to Comment Letter 
L015 from the Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority. 

PH-L4-3  
Pacheco Pass has been identified as the Preferred Alternative in this 
Final Program EIR/EIS for among the reasons provided by this 
commenter.  Please see Standard Response 3 and Chapter 8 
regarding the identification of the Pacheco Pass as the Preferred 
Alternative.   

PH-L4-4  
Comment acknowledged. 

PH-L4-5  
Please see Response to Comments PH-L3-3 and PH-L3-6. 

PH-L4-6  
Potential impacts on the Don Edwards Wildlife Refuge Preserve were 
among the reasons for identification of the Pacheco Pass Alternative 
as the Preferred Alternative in this Final Program EIR/EIS.  Please 
see Standard Response 3 regarding the identification of the Pacheco 
Pass as the Preferred Alternative. 

PH-L4-7  
Please see Standard Response 3 and Chapter 8 regarding the 
identification of the Pacheco Pass as the Preferred Alternative. 

PH-L4-8  
Please see Standard Response 3 and Chapter 8 regarding the 
identification of the Pacheco Pass as the Preferred Alternative. 

PH-L5-1  
The Authority and FRA acknowledge the comments from Mr. Dutton. 

PH-L5-2  
The Authority and FRA acknowledge the comments from Mr. Dutton. 



Bay Area to Central Valley HST Final Program EIR/EIS Response to Comments from Livermore Public Hearings 

 

 
 

U.S. Department 
of Transportation 
Federal Railroad 
Administration 

Page L.25-22

 

PH-L5-3  
The Authority and FRA appreciate Mr. Dutton’s support for the HST 
system. 

PH-L5-4  
Chapter 1 discusses the purpose of and need for an HST system in 
California, consistent with this comment. 

PH-L5-5  
Pacheco Pass is identified in this Final Program EIR/EIS as the 
Preferred Alternative for among the reasons stated by this 
commenter.  Please see Standard Response 3 and Chapter 8 
regarding the identification of the Pacheco Pass as the Preferred 
Alternative. 

PH-L5-6  
Pacheco Pass is identified in this Final Program EIR/EIS as the 
Preferred Alternative for among the reasons stated by this 
commenter.  Please see Standard Response 3 and Chapter 8 
regarding the identification of the Pacheco Pass as the Preferred 
Alternative. 

PH-L5-7  
Pacheco Pass is identified in this Final Program EIR/EIS as the 
Preferred Alternative for among the reasons stated by this 
commenter.  Please see Standard Response 3 and Chapter 8 
regarding the identification of the Pacheco Pass as the Preferred 
Alternative. 

PH-L6-1  
Pacheco Pass is identified in this Final Program EIR/EIS as the 
Preferred Alternative for among the reasons stated by this 
commenter.  Please see Standard Response 3 and Chapter 8 
regarding the identification of the Pacheco Pass as the Preferred 
Alternative.  Comments regarding regional rail services are 
acknowledged. 

PH-L7-1  
The Authority and FRA acknowledge the comments from Bena 
Chang representing the Silicon Valley Leadership Group.  Pacheco 
Pass is identified in this Final Program EIR/EIS as the Preferred 
Alternative for among the reasons stated by this commenter.  Please 
see Standard Response 3 and Chapter 8 regarding the identification 
of the Pacheco Pass as the Preferred Alternative.   

PH-L7-2  
The Authority is working with regional partners on the review of 
additional improvements in the Altamont Corridor and is pursuing 
high-speed rail bond funds for such improvements. 

The exact nature of these improvements has not been defined, but it 
is clear that improvements to train services in the Altamont Corridor 
would provide additional mobility and accessibility to Central Valley 
residents and would likely involve improvements in the Central 
Valley.  The Authority and regional partners, including the Central 
Valley, need to define the priorities for these improvements. 

It is envisioned that this approach would involve incremental 
improvements in the Central Valley and Altamont Corridor during the 
initial phase of the adopted phasing plan, and these improvements 
could come before the development of the Pacheco Pass portion of 
the HST alignment. 

PH-L7-3  
Pacheco Pass is identified in this Final Program EIR/EIS as the 
Preferred Alternative.  Please see Standard Response 3 and 
Chapter 8 regarding the identification of the Pacheco Pass as the 
Preferred Alternative. 

PH-L8-1  
The Authority and FRA acknowledge the comments from Ms. Moss 
representing the Silicon Valley Business Group and the Silicon Valley 
Leadership Group.   
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PH-L8-2  
Chapter 1 discusses the purpose of and need for an HST system in 
California, consistent with this comment. 

PH-L8-3  
Pacheco Pass is identified in this Final Program EIR/EIS as the 
Preferred Alternative for among the reasons stated by this 
commenter.  Please see Standard Response 3 and Chapter 8. 

PH-L8-4  
Please see Standard Response 3 and Chapter 8 regarding the 
identification of the Pacheco Pass as the Preferred Alternative.  

PH-L9-1  
Chapter 1 discusses the purpose of and need for a HST system in 
California, consistent with this comment. 

PH-L9-2  
The Authority and FRA appreciate Mayor Green’s support for the HST 
system. 

PH-L9-3  
Pacheco Pass is identified in this Final Program EIR/EIS as the 
Preferred Alternative.  Please see Standard Response 3 and 
Chapter 8. 

PH-L10-1  
Pacheco Pass is identified in this Final Program EIR/EIS as the 
Preferred Alternative.  Please see Standard Response 3 and 
Chapter 8. 

PH-L10-2  
Please see Response to Comment Letter L034-1 from the California 
Partnership for the San Joaquin Valley. 

PH-L10-3  
Chapter 1 discusses the purpose of and need for an HST system in 
California, including the need for a reliable HST alternative. 

PH-L11-1  
Pacheco Pass is identified in this Program EIR/EIS as the Preferred 
Alternative for among the reasons identified by this commenter.  
Please see Standard Response 3 and Chapter 8.  Please also see 
Response to Comment PH-L7-2. 

PH-L12-1  
A bridge at the Dumbarton crossing would need to be high enough 
for the navigational channel.  Please see Response to Comment 
O007-22 regarding retrofitting the existing Dumbarton Bridge. 
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Comment Letter PH-L13 (Bonnie Nelson, Tri-Valley Policy Advisory Committee, August 27, 2007) 
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Response to Letter PH-L13 (Bonnie Nelson, Tri-Valley Policy Advisory Committee, August 27, 2007) 

PH-L13-1 
Please see Standard Response 3 regarding the identification of the 
Pacheco Pass as the Preferred Alternative and Response to Comment 
PH-L7-2. 
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Responses to the Merced Public Hearing, August 27, 2007 

PH-M1-1 
Comment acknowledged.   

PH-M1-2 
Comment acknowledged.  Refer to Section 3.3 regarding air quality. 

PH-M1-3 
Comment acknowledged.  Please see Standard Response 3 and 
Chapter 8 regarding identification of the Pacheco Pass as the 
Preferred Alternative. 

PH-M1-4 
Please see Chapter 8 of this Final Program EIR/EIS regarding Castle 
AFB as the preferred site for the maintenance facility. 

PH-M1-5 
Comment acknowledged.   

PH-M2-1 
Comment acknowledged.  Refer   

PH-M2-2 
Comment acknowledged.  Refer to Section 3.3 regarding air quality.   

PH-M2-3 
Comment acknowledged.   

PH-M2-4 
Please see Chapter 8 of this Final Program EIR/EIS regarding the 
preferred site for the Merced station location. 

PH-M2-5 
Please see Chapter 8 of this Final Program EIR/EIS regarding Castle 
Air Force Base (AFB) as the preferred site for the maintenance 
facility. 

PH-M2-6 
Comment acknowledged.   

PH-M3-1 
Comment acknowledged.   

PH-M3-2 
Comment acknowledged.  Refer to Section 3.3 regarding air quality.   

PH-M3-3 
Please see Chapter 8 of this Final Program EIR/EIS regarding Castle 
AFB as the preferred site for the maintenance facility. 

PH-M3-4 
Comment acknowledged.   

PH-M4-1 
Comment acknowledged.   

PH-M4-2 
Comment acknowledged.   

PH-M4-3 
Comment acknowledged.   

PH-M4-4 
Comment acknowledged.  Please see Standard Response 3 regarding 
identification of the Pacheco Pass as the Preferred Alternative.   
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PH-M4-5 
Amtrak would be a complementary service to the proposed HST 
system, which would service different markets.   

PH-M4-6 
Comment acknowledged.  The Authority will examine a variety of 
staging plans to implement the statewide system in the most cost-
effective manner.  See also Response to Comment PH-SF22-1. 

PH-M4-7 
Comment acknowledged.  The bond measure will be on the 
November 2008 ballot. 

PH-M4-8 
Comment acknowledged. Federal participation in the HST system 
funding is viewed as a critical part of the funding plan for the 
proposed HST system. 

PH-M4-9 
Comment acknowledged.  

PH-M4-10 
Please see Chapter 6 regarding HST station area development.    

PH-M4-11 
Comment acknowledged.   

PH-M4-12 
Comment acknowledged.   

PH-M5-1 
Comment acknowledged.  Please see Standard Response 3 and 
Chapter 8 regarding identification of the Pacheco Pass as the 
Preferred Alternative.  The Authority will examine a variety of staging 
plans to implement the statewide system in the most cost effective 
manner.  See also Response to Comment PH-SF22-1. 

PH-M5-2 
Additional public hearings were held in Stockton on September 18, 
2007 and Sacramento on September 26, 2007. 

PH-M5-3 
Please see Standard Response 3 and Chapter 8 regarding 
identification of the Pacheco Pass as the Preferred Alternative.  The 
Authority will examine a variety of staging plans to implement the 
statewide system in the most cost effective manner.  See also 
Response to Comment PH-SF22-1.  Public hearings throughout the 
state for this Program EIR/EIS would not be appropriate for the 
decision at hand.  Public hearings were held throughout the state for 
the statewide program EIR/EIS.  Future public hearings for Tier 2 
project-level environmental documents will be held in various cities 
throughout the state as those documents are prepared. 

PH-M6-1 
Comment acknowledged. 

PH-M6-2 
Please see Standard Response 3 and Chapter 8 regarding 
identification of the Pacheco Pass as the Preferred Alternative.   

PH-M6-3 
Comment acknowledged. 

PH-M6-4 
Please see Standard Response 3 and Chapter 8 regarding 
identification of the Pacheco Pass as the Preferred Alternative.   
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PH-M7-1 
Comment acknowledged.  Please see Standard Response 3 regarding 
identification of the Pacheco Pass as the Preferred Alternative.  Also 
refer to Chapter 8 of this Final Program EIR/EIS regarding the 
preferred alignment and station location options. 

PH-M8-1 
Please see Chapter 8 of this Final Program EIR/EIS regarding Castle 
AFB as the preferred site for the maintenance facility. 

PH-M9-1 
Comment acknowledged.   

PH-M9-2 
Comment acknowledged.  The bond measure will be on the 
November 2008 ballot. 

PH-M9-3 
Comment acknowledged.   

PH-M10-1 
Please see Section 3.3 regarding air quality. 

PH-M10-2 
Please see Section 3.3 regarding air quality.  Also refer to the 
statewide program EIR/EIS and Chapter 2 of this Program EIR/EIS 
regarding phasing of implementation. 

PH-M11-1 
Comment acknowledged.   

PH-M11-2 
Comment acknowledged.   

PH-M12-1 
Please see Section 3.3 regarding air quality.  The Authority will 
examine a variety of staging plans to implement the statewide 
system in the most cost effective manner.  See also Response to 
Comment PH-SF22-1. Please also see Standard Response 3 
regarding identification of the Pacheco Pass as the Preferred 
Alternative.   

PH-M13-1 
Please see Standard Response 3 and Chapter 8 regarding 
identification of the Pacheco Pass as the Preferred Alternative.   

PH-M13-2 
Most HST station location options have been identified around 
existing transportation hubs to better facilitate connections to local 
transit and airports.  Please also see Standard Response 3 and 
Chapter 8 regarding identification of the Pacheco Pass as the 
Preferred Alternative.  As discussed in the statewide program 
EIR/EIS, existing Amtrak intercity rail service would provide 
connectivity to the proposed HST system, since Amtrak has stations 
at more numerous cities than the proposed HST system would have, 
but the proposed HST station sites would either be at or connect 
with or would likely become station sites for Amtrak’s San Joaquin 
service. 

PH-M14-1 
Please refer to Chapter 8 of this Final Program EIR/EIS regarding the 
preferred alignment and station location options and Castle AFB as 
the preferred site for the maintenance facility. 

PH-M14-2 
Please see Section 3.3 regarding air quality.   

PH-M14-3 
Please see Section 3.3 regarding air quality and climate 
change/greenhouse gasses.   
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PH-M15-1 
Comment acknowledged. 

PH-M15-2 
Please see Section 3.3 regarding air quality.   

PH-M15-3 
Please see Standard Response 3 and Chapter 8 regarding the 
preferred alignment and station location options. 

PH-M15-4 
Please see Standard Response 3 and Chapter 8 regarding 
identification of the Pacheco Pass as the Preferred Alternative.    

PH-M15-5 
Please see Chapter 8 of this Final Program EIR/EIS regarding Castle 
AFB as the preferred site for the maintenance facility.  Determining 
locations for construction staging will take place as part of future 
Tier 2 environmental documentation.  

PH-M16-1 
Please see Standard Response 3 and Chapter 8 regarding 
identification of the Pacheco Pass as the Preferred Alternative.  
Please also refer to Section 3.3 regarding air quality and climate 
change/greenhouse gasses.   

PH-M17-1 
Please see Standard Response 3 and Chapter 8 regarding 
identification of the Pacheco Pass as the Preferred Alternative.  
Please also refer to Response to Comment L029-5 regarding the 
Grasslands Ecological Area (GEA). 

PH-M17-2 

Please see Standard Response 3 regarding identification of the 
Pacheco Pass as the Preferred Alternative.  Please also refer to 
Response to Comment L029-5 regarding the GEA. 

PH-M17-3 

Please see Standard Response 3 and Chapter 8 regarding 
identification of the Pacheco Pass as the Preferred Alternative. 

PH-M18-1 
Comment acknowledged. 

PH-M18-2 
Please see Standard Response 1 regarding the programmatic 
decision for the Bay Area to Central Valley project. 

PH-M18-3 
Please see Standard Response 3 and Chapter 8 regarding 
identification of the Pacheco Pass as the Preferred Alternative.  
Please also refer to Response to Comment L029-5 regarding the 
GEA. 

PH-M19-1 
Comment acknowledged.  Additional public hearings were held in 
Stockton on September 18, 2007, and Sacramento on September 26, 
2007. 

PH-M20-1 
Please see Standard Response 3 and Chapter 8 regarding 
identification of the Pacheco Pass as the Preferred Alternative.  The 
Authority will examine a variety of staging plans to implement the 
statewide system in the most cost effective manner.  See also 
Response to Comment PH-SF22-1. 

PH-M21-1 
Please see Standard Response 3 regarding identification of the 
Pacheco Pass as the Preferred Alternative.   

PH-M22-1 
Comment acknowledged.   
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PH-M22-2 
Please see Standard Response 3 and Chapter 8 regarding 
identification of the Pacheco Pass as the Preferred Alternative.  The 
Authority will examine a variety of staging plans to implement the 
statewide system in the most cost effective manner.  See also 
Response to Comment PH-SF22-1.   

PH-M23-1 
Please see Standard Response 3 and Chapter 8 regarding 
identification of the Pacheco Pass as the Preferred Alternative.   

PH-M24-1 
Comment acknowledged.   

PH-M24-2 
The Authority will examine a variety of staging plans to implement 
the statewide system in the most cost effective manner.  See also 
Response to Comment PH-SF22-1.  

PH-M24-3 
The Authority will examine a variety of staging plans to implement 
the statewide system in the most cost effective manner.  See also 
Response to Comment PH-SF22-1.  Please also refer to Section 3.3 
regarding air quality. 

PH-M24-4 
Comment acknowledged.   

PH-M25-1 
Comment acknowledged.  Please also refer to Chapter 6 of this Final 
Program EIR/EIS regarding HST station area development.   

PH-M26-1 
Please see Standard Response 3 and Chapter 8 regarding 
identification of the Pacheco Pass as the Preferred Alternative.  
Please also refer to Section 3.3 and Chapter 5 regarding air quality 

and growth.  The bond measure will be on the November 2008 
ballot. 

PH-M27-1 
Please refer to Chapter 5 regarding growth.   

PH-M28-1 
Please see Standard Response 3 and Chapter 8 regarding 
identification of the Pacheco Pass as the Preferred Alternative.  
Please also refer to Response to Comment L029-5 regarding impacts 
on refuges along the Pacheco Pass, and refer to Standard Response 
4 regarding growth. 

PH-M29-1 
Please see Standard Response 3 and Chapter 8 regarding 
identification of the Pacheco Pass as the Preferred Alternative.  The 
Authority will examine a variety of staging plans to implement the 
statewide system in the most cost effective manner.  See also 
Response to Comment PH-SF22-1.   
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Comment Letter PH-M30 (Lee R. Boese, D.D.S., Merced County High Speed Rail Committee, August 30, 2007) 
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Responses to Letter PH-M30 (Lee R. Boese, D.D.S., Merced County High Speed Rail Committee, August 30, 2007) 

PH-M30-1 
Please see Standard Response 3 and Chapter 8 regarding preferred 
alignment and station locations.  Also see Chapter 8 regarding Castle 
AFB as the preferred site for the maintenance facility.  Determining 
locations for construction staging will take place as part of future 
Tier 2 environmental documentation. 

PH-M30-2 
Please see Section 3.3 regarding air quality and greenhouse gases.  
Determining locations for construction staging will take place as part 
of future Tier 2 environmental documentation. 

PH-M30-3 
Please see Section 3.3 regarding air quality and greenhouse gases.   

PH-M30-4 
If the HST project is to move forward in California, the Authority 
believes that the private sector will contribute to its financing.  The 
Authority supports private-sector participation in the implementation 
and operations of HST in California to the greatest degree possible.  
In its June 2000 Business Plan, the Authority states, “the public’s 
investment should be limited to that which is necessary to ensure 
the construction of the basic system” and “private-sector funding to 
construct major elements of the system would be both practicable 
and advisable” (Introduction Letter to Governor and Legislature).  
The Authority’s considerable research into global experience in the 
development of high-speed ground transportation does not support 
the notion that the proposed HST could be completely privately 
financed, and it would be unrealistic to promote such an approach in 
California.   
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Comment Letter PH-M31 (Sung Mo “Steve” Kang, University of California, Merced, August 30, 2007) 
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Responses to Letter PH-M31 (Sung Mo “Steve” Kang, University of California, Merced, August 30, 2007) 

PH-M31-1 
Comment acknowledged.     

PH-M31-2 
Please see Section 3.3 regarding air quality and greenhouse gases.   

PH-M31-3 
Please see Standard Response 3 regarding identification of the 
Pacheco Pass as the Preferred Alternative.  Please also see Chapter 8 
of this Final Program EIR/EIS regarding preferred alignment and 
station locations.   
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Comment Letter PH-M32 (Dennis Cardoza, Congressman, August 30, 2007) 
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Responses to Letter PH-M32 (Dennis Cardoza, Congressman, August 30, 2007) 

PH-M32-1 
Comment acknowledged.  Please also see Sections 3.1, 3.2, and 3.3 
regarding traffic congestion, travel reliability, and air quality.   

PH-M32-2 
Please see Section 3.3 regarding air quality and greenhouse gases.   

PH-M32-3 
Please see Standard Response 3 regarding identification of the 
Pacheco Pass as the Preferred Alternative.  The Authority will 
examine a variety of staging plans to implement the statewide 
system in the most cost-effective manner.  See also Response to 
Comment PH-SF22-1.   

PH-M32-4 
Please see Chapter 8 of this Final Program EIR/EIS regarding Castle 
AFB as the preferred site for the maintenance facility.   

PH-M32-5 
If the HST project is to move forward in California, the Authority 
believes that the private sector will contribute to its financing.  The 
Authority supports private-sector participation in the implementation 
and operations of HST in California to the greatest degree possible.  
In its June 2000 Business Plan, the Authority states, “the public’s 
investment should be limited to that which is necessary to ensure 
the construction of the basic system” and “private-sector funding to 
construct major elements of the system would be both practicable 
and advisable” (Introduction Letter to Governor and Legislature).  
The Authority’s considerable research into global experience in the 
development of high-speed ground transportation does not support 
the notion that the proposed HST could be completely privately 
financed, and it would be unrealistic to promote such an approach in 
California.   
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Comment Letter PH-M33  (Kenneth N. DeVoe, Mayor, City of Atwater, No date) 
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Responses to Letter PH-M33 (Kenneth N. DeVoe, Mayor, City of Atwater, No date) 

PH-M33-1 
The statement that “the State Route 99 Corridor options using the 
Altamont Pass have the highest ridership and revenue potential” is 
an overly broad opinion that is, in most cases, factually incorrect.  
Ridership and revenue forecast results for the Altamont and Pacheco 
base alternatives demonstrate that Pacheco actually has higher 
ridership and revenue potential than Altamont.  Furthermore, Table 
S.8-1 illustrates that Pacheco often has a higher ridership and 
revenue potential than Altamont when comparing alternatives that 
have similar combinations of termini.  However, Table S.8-1 also 
shows that Altamont does have the alternative with the overall 
highest ridership and revenue potential at 95.9 million annual trips:  
“Altamont Pass - Oakland & San Francisco via Transbay tube.”  The 
highest ridership potential for Pacheco, at 95.2 million annual trips, 
is “Pacheco Pass - San Jose, San Francisco & Oakland via Transbay 
Tube. 

It is unclear what metric the commenter is using to conclude that 
“Altamont Pass provide[s] the best service for intermediate travel 
markets.”  The Authority and FRA agree with the commenter that 
HST is most competitive in intermediate to long-distance California 
markets, where it offers: 

• Much faster travel times than the lower cost and more 
convenient auto mode, particularly for people traveling in 
groups. 

• Much faster travel times and higher frequencies than the lower 
cost conventional rail mode. 

• Equivalent door-to-door travel times and frequencies as the 
more expensive air mode.   

Neither Altamont nor Pacheco has a competitive edge over the other 
in attracting ridership and revenue in all intermediate travel markets.  
This competitive edge is a function of the relative time, cost, and 
frequency of HST service between individual station-pairs, and this 

relative advantage between Altamont and Pacheco varies for each 
station pair and network alternative. 

PH-M33-2 
Please see Chapter 8 of this Final Program EIR/EIS and Response to 
Comment PH-S1-3. 

PH-M33-3 
Detailed analysis of the ridership and revenue effects of phased 
implementation of statewide HST service has not been undertaken.  
It is not possible at this time to make definitive statements regarding 
the ridership effect of extending direct HST service to San Diego and 
Sacramento termini since it is possible that some travelers to/from 
those markets may use other stations in the absence of direct HST 
service to those termini.   

The Altamont and Pacheco network alternatives have identical 
alignment and station options between Stockton and Sacramento, so 
neither Altamont nor Pacheco provides an advantage in terms of 
providing HST connectivity to Sacramento. 

The 2007 population in the six-county Sacramento Area Council of 
Governments (SACOG) region is estimated at 2,227,1081, not 
3 million.  SACOG’s adopted 2035 population forecast for the six-
county region is 3,276,2442, not the 6 million claimed by the 
commenter. 

 

 

                                                 
1http://sacog.org/demographics/pophsg/DOF-
E5%20population%20and%20housing%20estimates%202000-
2006.xls 

2http://www.sacog.org/demographics/projections/files/2035_proj
ections_010507.xls 
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PH-M33-4 
Please see Standard Response 3 regarding identification of the 
Pacheco Pass as the Preferred Alternative.  Please also see Chapter 8 
of this Final Program EIR/EIS regarding preferred alignment and 
station locations.   

PH-M33-5 
Please see Standard Response 3 regarding identification of the 
Pacheco Pass as the Preferred Alternative.  Please also see Chapter 8 
of this Final Program EIR/EIS regarding preferred alignment and 
station locations.  The Authority will examine a variety of staging 
plans to implement the statewide system in the most cost-effective 
manner.  See also Response to Comment PH-SF22-1.   
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Comment Letter PH-M34 (Carl Pollard, Merced City Council, August 30, 2007) 
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Responses to Letter PH-M34 (Carl Pollard, Merced City Council, August 30, 2007) 

PH-M34-1 
Please see Standard Response 3 and Chapter 8 regarding preferred 
alignment and station locations.  Also see Chapter 8 regarding Castle 
AFB as the preferred site for the maintenance facility.  Determining 
locations for construction staging will take place as part of future 
Tier 2 environmental documentation. 

PH-M34-2 
Please see Standard Response 3 regarding identification of the 
Pacheco Pass as the Preferred Alternative.  Please also see Chapter 8 
regarding preferred alignment and station locations.  The Authority 
will examine a variety of staging plans to implement the statewide 
system in the most cost-effective manner.  See also Response to 
Comment PH-SF22-1.   

The proposed HST system would provide connectivity with other 
transportation modes, including transit and commuter rail, Amtrak, 
and aviation.  The HST system has been planned, where possible, to 
follow existing transportation corridors to avoid or minimize potential 
environmental impacts.  See also Chapter 6 of this Final Program 
EIR/EIS regarding station area development.   

Please also see Chapter 8 regarding Castle AFB as the preferred site 
for the maintenance facility.  Determining locations for construction 
staging will take place as part of future Tier 2 environmental 
documentation. 
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Comment Letter PH-M35 (Janet Bibby, Chair, Mariposa County Board of Supervisors, July 13, 2007) 
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Responses to Letter PH-M35 (Janet Bibby, Chair, Mariposa County Board of Supervisors, July 13, 2007) 

PH-M35-1 
Please see Standard Response 3 regarding identification of the 
Pacheco Pass as the Preferred Alternative.  Please also see Chapter 8 
of this Final Program EIR/EIS regarding preferred alignment and 
station locations.  The Authority will examine a variety of staging 
plans to implement the statewide system in the most cost-effective 
manner.  See also Response to Comment PH-SF22-1.   

PH-M35-2 
Additional public hearings were held in Stockton on September 18, 
2007, and Sacramento on September 26, 2007. 

PH-M35-3 
Public hearings throughout the state for this Program EIR/EIS would 
not be appropriate for the decision at hand.  Public hearings were 
held throughout the state for the statewide program EIR/EIS.  
Future public hearings for Tier 2 project-level environmental 
documents will be held in various cities throughout the state as 
those documents are prepared.   

Please see Standard Response 3 regarding identification of the 
Pacheco Pass as the Preferred Alternative.  Please also see Chapter 8 
of this Final Program EIR/EIS regarding preferred alignment and 
station locations.   
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Comment Letter PH-M36 (Dennis Cardoza, Congressman, August 30, 2007) 
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Response to Letter PH-M36 (Dennis Cardoza, Congressman, August 30, 2007) 

PH-M36-1 
See Response to Comment PH-M3. 
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Comment Letter PH-M37 (Amtrak, July 2006) 
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Response to Letter PH-M37 (Amtrak, July 2006) 

PH-M37-1 
Comment acknowledged. 
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Responses to Oakland Public Hearing Transcripts 

PH-O1-1 
Please see Standard Response 3 and Chapter 8 regarding 
identification of the Pacheco Pass as the Preferred Alternative. 

 PH-O1-2 
Please see Standard Response 3 and Chapter 8 regarding 
identification of the Pacheco Pass as the Preferred Alternative.   

 PH-O2-1 
Please see Standard Response 3 and Chapter 8 regarding 
identification of the Pacheco Pass as the Preferred Alternative. 

 PH-O2-2 
Please see Standard Response 3 and Chapter 8 regarding 
identification of the Pacheco Pass as the Preferred Alternative.  Also 
see Chapter 4, “Costs and Operations.” 

 PH-O2-3 
The Pacheco Pass network alternatives would potentially result in 
higher impacts on the 100-year floodplain and on agricultural lands 
compared to the Altamont Pass network alternatives.  See Standard 
Response 3 and Chapter 8 regarding identification of the Pacheco 
Pass as the Preferred Alternative. 

 PH-O2-4 
Comment acknowledged.  Refer to Response to Comment O007-22 
regarding the Dumbarton crossing. 

 PH-O3-1 
Comment acknowledged.  Please see Standard Response 3 and 
Chapter 8 regarding identification of the Pacheco Pass as the 
Preferred Alternative. 

 PH-O3-2 
Please see Standard Response 3 regarding identification of the 
Pacheco Pass as the Preferred Alternative. 

 PH-O3-3 
Please see Standard Response 3 and Chapter 8 regarding 
identification of the Pacheco Pass as the Preferred Alternative. 

 PH-O3-4 
See Section 3.3 regarding the differences in air quality between the 
Altamont Pass and Pacheco Pass alternatives.  Please also see 
Standard Response 3 and Chapter 8 regarding identification of the 
Pacheco Pass as the Preferred Alternative. 

 PH-O3-5 
Please see Standard Response 3 and Chapter 8 regarding 
identification of the Pacheco Pass as the Preferred Alternative. 

 PH-O4-1 
Please see Standard Response 3 and Chapter 8 regarding 
identification of the Pacheco Pass as the Preferred Alternative. 

 PH-O4-2 
Please see Standard Response 3 and Chapter 8 regarding 
identification of the Pacheco Pass as the Preferred Alternative. 

PH-O4-3 
Please see Standard Response 3 and Chapter 8 regarding 
identification of the Pacheco Pass as the Preferred Alternative. 

PH-O4-4 
Please see Response to Comments L015-8 and I003-3. 



Bay Area to Central Valley HST Final Program EIR/EIS Response to Comments from Oakland Public Hearings 

 

 
 

U.S. Department 
of Transportation 
Federal Railroad 
Administration 

Page O.25-29

 

PH-O5-1 
Please see Standard Response 3 and Chapter 8 regarding 
identification of the Pacheco Pass as the Preferred Alternative.  See 
Section 3.3 regarding the differences in air quality between the 
Altamont Pass and Pacheco Pass alternatives.   

PH-O5-2 
Comment acknowledged. 

PH-O6-1 
Comment acknowledged.  Please see Standard Response 3 and 
Chapter 8 regarding identification of the Pacheco Pass as the 
Preferred Alternative. 

PH-O7-1 
Please see Standard Response 3 and Chapter 8 regarding 
identification of the Pacheco Pass as the Preferred Alternative.  
Please also refer to Response to Comment O007-22 regarding the 
Dumbarton crossing.   

PH-O8-1 
Please see Standard Response 3 and Chapter 8 regarding 
identification of the Pacheco Pass as the Preferred Alternative.   

PH-O9-1 
Comment acknowledged.   

PH-O9-2 
Please see Response to Comments I030-7, I030-10, and I030-11 
regarding stations.  The station costs include the Diridon station and 
also the four-track approach section, which gets costly over a long 
distance.  The four track approach for Diridon is shorter than the 
other stations because of speed restricting curves before and after 
the station.     

PH-O9-3 
It is true an HST user is more likely to encounter an available/empty 
seat if boarding the train at the starting terminal.  However, an 
operating plan that splits service to different cities will end up with 
reduced service to each terminal since overall HST frequency would 
be divided by how many destinations the trains were serving.  
Different operating plans were tested for the Altamont alternative 
since the Altamont service would be split to potentially serve 
Oakland, San Francisco, and/or San Jose.  This split service reduces 
service frequency, and hence ridership potential to any individual 
terminal.   

The operating plans were designed to maximize ridership on the 
system rather than providing empty trains for riders at any given 
point.  Nonetheless, it is acknowledged that seat availability on-
board the train will be an important factor in ensuring that HST 
service achieves its maximum ridership and revenue potential.  
Currently projected HST demand does not exceed the capacity of the 
trains in the operating plans that have been studied to date.   

Please see Response to Comments I030-19 and I030-20 regarding 
operations.   

PH-O9-4 
Please refer to Response to Comment O007-22 regarding the 
Dumbarton crossing.   

PH-O9-5 
Please refer to Chapter 8 and also see Standard Response 3 
regarding identification of the Pacheco Pass as the Preferred 
Alternative.   

PH-O10-1 
Please refer to Response to Comment O007-22 regarding the 
Dumbarton crossing.  
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PH-O10-2 
Please refer to Response to Comment O007-22 regarding the 
Dumbarton crossing.  

PH-O10-3 
The operating plan was developed as a function of demand for the 
system.  Individual routes between cities were identified to meet 
demand for these markets within practical constraints of the system 
operations.  For example, trains into San Jose will be affected by the 
demand to and from San Jose to San Francisco, Sacramento, Los 
Angeles, the San Joaquin Valley, and to other areas in the state.  On 
the Pacheco Pass alignment, trains to San Jose also go to San 
Francisco (in the base alternative) and will therefore be affected not 
only by demand into and out of San Jose, but also by demand into 
and out of San Francisco.  These proposed operating plans were 
developed for the purposes of evaluating alternatives.  Current 
demand for the HST system does not exceed the capacity of the 
trains in the proposed operating plans.   

PH-O10-4 
Please see Standard Response 3 and Chapter 8 regarding 
identification of the Pacheco Pass as the Preferred Alternative.   

PH-O10-5 
Although the commenter mentions Chapter 3, it appears that they 
are actually referring to the travel time data presented in Table 2.3-
1.  These travel times do represent one important aspect—but by no 
means the only one—of forecasting ridership and revenue potential.  
Please see Response to Comment L035-2 for a discussion of the 
factors that influence HST ridership and revenue potential for 
Altamont and Pacheco. 

PH-O10-6 
Please see Standard Response 3 and Chapter 8 regarding 
identification of the Pacheco Pass as the Preferred Alternative.   

PH-O10-7 
Please see Standard Response 3 and Chapter 8 regarding 
identification of the Pacheco Pass as the Preferred Alternative.   

PH-O11-1 
Please see Standard Response 3 and Chapter 8 regarding 
identification of the Pacheco Pass as the Preferred Alternative.   

PH-O12-1 
Please see Standard Response 3 and Chapter 8 regarding 
identification of the Pacheco Pass as the Preferred Alternative.  
Please also refer to Response to Comment O007-22 regarding the 
Dumbarton crossing.   

PH-O13-1 
Please see Standard Response 3 and Chapter 8 regarding 
identification of the Pacheco Pass as the Preferred Alternative.  
Please also refer to Response to Comment O007-22 regarding the 
Dumbarton crossing.  Also see Section 3.15 regarding biological 
impacts. 

PH-O13-2 
Please refer to Response to Comment O007-22 regarding the 
Dumbarton crossing.  

PH-O14-1 
Comment acknowledged.   

PH-O14-2 
Comment acknowledged.   

PH-O14-3 
The Pacheco Pass network alternatives avoid Henry Coe State Park.  
The Authority and FRA will continue to work with local, state, and 
federal agencies to avoid, minimize, and mitigate impacts on parks 
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and recreational areas as part of future Tier 2 project-level 
environmental analysis.   

PH-O14-4 
Comment acknowledged.   

PH-O14-5 
Comment acknowledged.   

PH-O14-6 
Comment acknowledged.  The bond measure will be on the 
November 2008 ballot. 

PH-O14-7 
Comment acknowledged.  This Final Program EIR/EIS includes an 
analysis of global warming. 

PH-O14-8 
Comment acknowledged. The Authority will continue to work with 
the MTC as well as local and regional transit operators. 

PH-O15-1 
Please see Standard Response 3 and Chapter 8 regarding 
identification of the Pacheco Pass as the Preferred Alternative. Most 
HST station location options have been identified around existing 
transportation hubs to better facilitate connections to local transit 
and airports.  

PH-O16-1 
Please see Standard Response 3 and Chapter 8 regarding 
identification of the Pacheco Pass as the Preferred Alternative.  

PH-O16-2 
Comment Acknowledged.  Please also see Standard Response 3 and 
Chapter 8 regarding identification of the Pacheco Pass as the 
Preferred Alternative.  

PH-O17-1 
Please see Standard Response 3 and Chapter 8 regarding 
identification of the Pacheco Pass as the Preferred Alternative. The 
alignment through West Oakland and the West Oakland/7th Street 
Station was analyzed to be underground.   

PH-O18-1 
Please see Standard Response 3 and Chapter 8 regarding 
identification of the Pacheco Pass as the Preferred Alternative. Most 
HST station location options have been identified around existing 
transportation hubs to better facilitate connections to local transit 
and airports.  Please also see Chapter 6 of the Final Program 
EIR/EIS. 
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Response to Letter PH-O19 (Michael Kiesling, August 28, 2007) 

PH-O19-1 
See Response to Comments PH-O9-1 through PH-O9-5.   



 



Public Hearings Comments 
Sacramento  



 



Bay Area to Central Valley HST Final Program EIR/EIS Response to Comments from the Sacramento Public Hearings 

 

 
 

U.S. Department 
of Transportation 
Federal Railroad 
Administration 

Page S.25-1

 

Sacramento Public Hearing Transcripts 

 



Bay Area to Central Valley HST Final Program EIR/EIS Response to Comments from the Sacramento Public Hearings 

 

 
 

U.S. Department 
of Transportation 
Federal Railroad 
Administration 

Page S.25-2

 

Sacramento Public Hearing Transcripts - Continued 

 



Bay Area to Central Valley HST Final Program EIR/EIS Response to Comments from the Sacramento Public Hearings 

 

 
 

U.S. Department 
of Transportation 
Federal Railroad 
Administration 

Page S.25-3

 

Sacramento Public Hearing Transcripts - Continued 

 



Bay Area to Central Valley HST Final Program EIR/EIS Response to Comments from the Sacramento Public Hearings 

 

 
 

U.S. Department 
of Transportation 
Federal Railroad 
Administration 

Page S.25-4

 

Sacramento Public Hearing Transcripts - Continued 

 



Bay Area to Central Valley HST Final Program EIR/EIS Response to Comments from the Sacramento Public Hearings 

 

 
 

U.S. Department 
of Transportation 
Federal Railroad 
Administration 

Page S.25-5

 

Sacramento Public Hearing Transcripts - Continued 

 



Bay Area to Central Valley HST Final Program EIR/EIS Response to Comments from the Sacramento Public Hearings 

 

 
 

U.S. Department 
of Transportation 
Federal Railroad 
Administration 

Page S.25-6

 

Sacramento Public Hearing Transcripts - Continued 

 



Bay Area to Central Valley HST Final Program EIR/EIS Response to Comments from the Sacramento Public Hearings 

 

 
 

U.S. Department 
of Transportation 
Federal Railroad 
Administration 

Page S.25-7

 

Sacramento Public Hearing Transcripts - Continued 

 



Bay Area to Central Valley HST Final Program EIR/EIS Response to Comments from the Sacramento Public Hearings 

 

 
 

U.S. Department 
of Transportation 
Federal Railroad 
Administration 

Page S.25-8

 

Sacramento Public Hearing Transcripts - Continued 

 



Bay Area to Central Valley HST Final Program EIR/EIS Response to Comments from the Sacramento Public Hearings 

 

 
 

U.S. Department 
of Transportation 
Federal Railroad 
Administration 

Page S.25-9

 

Sacramento Public Hearing Transcripts - Continued 

 



Bay Area to Central Valley HST Final Program EIR/EIS Response to Comments from the Sacramento Public Hearings 

 

 
 

U.S. Department 
of Transportation 
Federal Railroad 
Administration 

Page S.25-10

 

Sacramento Public Hearing Transcripts - Continued 

 



Bay Area to Central Valley HST Final Program EIR/EIS Response to Comments from the Sacramento Public Hearings 

 

 
 

U.S. Department 
of Transportation 
Federal Railroad 
Administration 

Page S.25-11

 

Sacramento Public Hearing Transcripts - Continued 

 



Bay Area to Central Valley HST Final Program EIR/EIS Response to Comments from the Sacramento Public Hearings 

 

 
 

U.S. Department 
of Transportation 
Federal Railroad 
Administration 

Page S.25-12

 

Sacramento Public Hearing Transcripts - Continued 

 



Bay Area to Central Valley HST Final Program EIR/EIS Response to Comments from the Sacramento Public Hearings 

 

 
 

U.S. Department 
of Transportation 
Federal Railroad 
Administration 

Page S.25-13

 

Sacramento Public Hearing Transcripts - Continued 

 



Bay Area to Central Valley HST Final Program EIR/EIS Response to Comments from the Sacramento Public Hearings 

 

 
 

U.S. Department 
of Transportation 
Federal Railroad 
Administration 

Page S.25-14

 

Sacramento Public Hearing Transcripts - Continued 

 



Bay Area to Central Valley HST Final Program EIR/EIS Response to Comments from the Sacramento Public Hearings 

 

 
 

U.S. Department 
of Transportation 
Federal Railroad 
Administration 

Page S.25-15

 

Sacramento Public Hearing Transcripts - Continued 

 



Bay Area to Central Valley HST Final Program EIR/EIS Response to Comments from the Sacramento Public Hearings 

 

 
 

U.S. Department 
of Transportation 
Federal Railroad 
Administration 

Page S.25-16

 

Sacramento Public Hearing Transcripts - Continued 

 



Bay Area to Central Valley HST Final Program EIR/EIS Response to Comments from the Sacramento Public Hearings 

 

 
 

U.S. Department 
of Transportation 
Federal Railroad 
Administration 

Page S.25-17

 

Sacramento Public Hearing Transcripts - Continued 

 



Bay Area to Central Valley HST Final Program EIR/EIS Response to Comments from the Sacramento Public Hearings 

 

 
 

U.S. Department 
of Transportation 
Federal Railroad 
Administration 

Page S.25-18

 

Sacramento Public Hearing Transcripts - Continued 

 



Bay Area to Central Valley HST Final Program EIR/EIS Response to Comments from the Sacramento Public Hearings 

 

 
 

U.S. Department 
of Transportation 
Federal Railroad 
Administration 

Page S.25-19

 

Sacramento Public Hearing Transcripts - Continued 

 



Bay Area to Central Valley HST Final Program EIR/EIS Response to Comments from the Sacramento Public Hearings 

 

 
 

U.S. Department 
of Transportation 
Federal Railroad 
Administration 

Page S.25-20

 

Sacramento Public Hearing Transcripts - Continued 

 
 



Bay Area to Central Valley HST Final Program EIR/EIS Response to Comments from the Sacramento Public Hearings 

 

 
 

U.S. Department 
of Transportation 
Federal Railroad 
Administration 

Page S.25-21

 

Response to Sacramento Public Hearing (Sacramento, CA − September 26, 2007) 

PH-S1-1 
Comment acknowledged. 

PH-S1-2 
Comment acknowledged.  Direct HST service to Yosemite is not part 
of the proposed statewide HST system. Currently, bus service is 
provided from the Amtrak station to Yosemite.  

PH-S1-3 
As shown in Table 3.3-4, the project is predicted to reduce mobile 
source emissions burdens in the affected air basins and on an overall 
statewide level.  As such, the project is predicted to have a beneficial 
effect on air quality levels.  Though individual roadway links were 
not analyzed separately in this study, the project is predicted to 
reduce overall VMT and, thus, pollutant burdens in the areas 
analyzed.  It is expected that these predicted emission reductions 
would also be beneficial to air quality in Yosemite.   

The analysis has been expanded to include the regional emissions 
analysis for two major build alternatives the Pacheco Base and 
Altamont Base.   

PH-S1-4 
Please see Response to Comment PH-S1-2.   

PH-S2-1 
Comment acknowledged. 

PH-S2-2 
Comment acknowledged. 

PH-S3-1 
Comment acknowledged. 

PH-S3-2 

Please see Response to Comment PH-S1-1.  

PH-S3-3 
Please see Response to Comment PH-S1-2. 

PH-S3-4 
Please see Response to Comment PH-S1-2. 

PH-S3-5 
Please see Response to Comment PH-S1-3.   

PH-S3-6 
 Please see Response to Comment O007-51.   

PH-S3-7 
Please see Response to Comment PH-S1-4. 

PH-S3-8 
Please see Response to Comment PH-S1-4. 

PH-S4-1 
Please see Standard Response 3 and Chapter 8 regarding the 
identification of Pacheco Pass as the Preferred Alternative. 

PH-S5-1 
Comment acknowledged. 

PH-S5-2 
Comment acknowledged 

PH-S5-3 
Please see Response to Comment L029-5 regarding the GEA. 
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PH-S5-4 
See Response to Comments L029-5, L029-20, and L029-21 regarding 
the GEA.  Refer to Section 3.17 regarding cumulative impacts. 

PH-S5-5 
The comments during the Notice of Preparation were reviewed as 
part of this Program EIR/EIS.  The information provided was used in 
the Authority’s consideration of the Preferred Alternative. 

PH-S5-6 
The GEA is acknowledged as an area of controversy in Section S.4 of 
the Summary in this Final EIR/EIS document. 

PH-S5-7 
 See Response to Comments L029-5 and L029-66 regarding the GEA 
and migration corridors.  Please also see Standard Response 5 
regarding mitigation strategies. 

PH-S5-8 
See Standard Response 4 regarding growth. 

PH-S5-9 
See Standard Responses 1 and 2. 

PH-S5-10 
See Standard Response 3 and Chapter 8 regarding the identification 
of Pacheco Pass as the Preferred Alternative. 

PH-S6-1 
Comment acknowledged.  Also please see Standard Responses 1 and 
3. 

PH-S6-2 
Comment acknowledged. Please also see Standard Response 3 and 
Chapter 8 regarding  the identification of Pacheco Pass as the 
Preferred Alternative.  

PH-S7-1 
Please see Standard Response 3 and Chapter 8 regarding  the 
identification of Pacheco Pass as the Preferred Alternative. 

PH-S7-2 
Please see Standard Response 3 and Chapter 8 in regarding  the 
identification of Pacheco Pass as the Preferred Alternative. 

PH-S7-3 
There is substantial intraregional trip making in the corridor between 
Santa Clara County and San Francisco. Pacheco’s ability to draw 
more “recreational and other” trips is due primarily to the directness 
of service that Pacheco provides in the entire Santa Clara County to 
San Francisco corridor rather than the inclusion of a Gilroy station.  
The HST would substitute for some Caltrain and auto travel in this 
corridor across all trip purposes.  HST is at a relative disadvantage to 
Caltrain for commute and business travelers since, during peak 
commute hours, Caltrain runs at similar frequencies to HST with 
lower fares and many more stations.  However, HST is at a 
competitive advantage to Caltrain for recreation and other trips since 
most of these trips occur during off-peak hours; in the off-peak, 
HST’s travel time and frequency advantage outweigh Caltrain's lower 
cost.  Hence, HST would be able to capture recreation and other 
riders at a higher rate than business and commute riders in the 
corridor between Santa Clara County and San Francisco. 

From a ridership and revenue standpoint, one of the main 
differences between the Altamont and Pacheco scenarios involves 
the splitting of train service between San Jose and San Francisco in 
the Altamont scenario.  This split eliminates a direct HST connection 
between San Jose and San Francisco and significantly reduces the 
frequency of train service to either destination.  The effects of an 
Altamont operational split are not obvious for business and commute 
travelers since, during peak commute hours, HST would provide high 
frequency service to both San Jose and San Francisco, and the 
alternative transit options (BART to San Francisco and ACE to San 
Jose) provide substantially slower travel times.  The effects are much 
more obvious for recreation and other travelers since: 
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• Overall HST frequencies would be lower during off-peak hours 
when most recreation and other trips occur.  With the 
operational split, frequencies would be further reduced to San 
Jose and San Francisco, putting HST at a strong disadvantage to 
the auto for recreation and other trips. 

• In spite of its slower travel time, BART is a relatively more 
attractive transit option for recreation and other travelers 
between the East Bay and San Francisco due to its lower cost 
and much higher off-peak frequency. 

• The loss of direct service between Santa Clara County and San 
Francisco means that HST is capturing very few recreation/other 
trips in this corridor. 

Hence, HST is able to capture business and commute riders at a 
much higher rate than recreation and other riders for trips to and 
from the East Bay. 

PH-S7-4 
Comment acknowledged. The Draft Program EIR/EIS evaluated two 
alignment alternatives through Fremont: one using existing narrow 
rail right-of-way and the other using utility easement and tunnel.  

PH-S7-5 
Please see Standard Response 3 in regards to the identification of 
the Pacheco Pass as the Preferred Alternative. 

PH-S8-1 
See Response to Comments L029-5, L029-20, and L029-21 regarding 
the GEA. 
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Response to Letter PH-S9 (Walter Strakosch, 2007) 

PH-S9-1 

The most common reasons for significant increases in project costs 
are the addition of more expensive project elements, expansion of 
the project, and cost inflation due to delays.   

PH-S9-2 
Comment acknowledged.  The Authority will examine a variety of 
staging plans to implement the statewide system in the most cost-
effective manner.  Please also see Response to Comment PH-SF22-1. 

PH-S9-3 
For all network alternatives, the Authority and FRA used a common 
end point in the northern San Joaquin Valley to allow for a uniform 
and objective comparison. Costs, costs per mile, and lengths for 

each network alternative are provided in the Summary (Table S.9-1 
in the Draft Program EIR/EIS) and Chapter 7.  

PH-S9-4 
See Standard Response 3 regarding the identification of the Pacheco 
Pass as the Preferred Alternative. 
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Response to Letter PH-S10 (Jennifer Hosterman, Mayor; City of Pleasanton, September 24, 2007) 

PH-S10-1 
Comment acknowledged.  This corridor is not part of the Preferred 
Alternative.  Also see Standard Response 3 and Chapter 8 regarding 
the identification of the Pacheco Pass as the Preferred Alternative. 

PH-S10-2 
Comment acknowledged.  See Response to Comment PH-S2-1.  Also 
see Standard Response 3 and Chapter 8 regarding the identification 
of the Pacheco Pass as the Preferred Alternative. 

PH-S10-3 
It is acknowledged that the medium or high noise and vibration 
levels through the town of Pleasanton would not meet the city’s 
standards.  One way to mitigate these potential noise impacts is 
through the construction of noise barriers.  Noise barriers are often a 
practical way to reduce noise impacts from a proposed HST system.  
In most cases, the application of appropriately dimensioned noise 
barriers next to the tracks could reduce potential noise impacts from 
FRA’s severe noise impact category to moderate, and to the no 
impact category in some locations. 

PH-S10-4 
Please see Standard Responses 1, 2, and 3. 

PH-S10-5 
Comment acknowledged.  
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Comment Letter PH-S11 (Dairl Helmer, September 26, 2007) 
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Response to Letter PH-S11 (Dairl Helmer, September 26, 2007) 

PH-S11-1 
Please see Standard Response 3 and Chapter 8 regarding the 
identification of Pacheco Pass as the Preferred Alternative. 
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Response to San Francisco Public Hearing (San Francisco − August 23, 2007) 

PH-SF1-1 
The California High-Speed Rail Authority (Authority) and the Federal 
Railroad Administration (FRA) appreciate the welcome to the City of 
San Francisco and the use of its facilities.  The purpose of and need 
for the HST system are provided in Chapter 1. 

PH-SF1-2 
The Preferred Alternative identified in this Final Program 
Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Impact Statement 
(Final Program EIR/EIS) is the Pacheco Pass with a terminus in San 
Francisco at the Transbay Transit Center, consistent with this 
comment.  Please see Standard Response 3 and Chapter 8.  The 
Authority and FRA are aware of the San Francisco voters’ and 
City/County’s support for funding of the Transbay Transit Center. 

PH-SF1-3 
The purpose of and need for the HST system are provided in 
Chapter 1.  Population and employment growth, airport expansion 
constraints, and reduction in air emissions are among the reasons.  
The Authority’s land use policies are provided in Chapter 6. 

PH-SF2-1 
The Preferred Alternative identified in this Final Program EIR/EIS is 
the Pacheco Pass with a terminus in San Francisco at the Transbay 
Transit Center, consistent with this comment.  Please see Standard 
Response 3 and Chapter 8.  The Authority and FRA are aware of the 
funding for the Transbay Transit Center provided in San Francisco’s 
Measure K and in Regional Measure 2.  The Authority and FRA 
appreciate the efforts of the Transbay Joint Powers Authority 
(TJPA)to make the proposed Caltrain Extension compatible with the 
proposed HST system. 

PH-SF2-2 
The Preferred Alternative identified in this Final Program EIR/EIS is 
the Pacheco Pass with a terminus in San Francisco at the Transbay 
Transit Center.  Please see Standard Response 3 and Chapter 8.  
The reasons provided for the Transbay Transit Center terminus were 
among the reasons for it being identified as the terminus for the 
Preferred Alternative. 

PH-SF3-1 
Please see Response to Comments L014-1 and L014-2.  The 
Authority and FRA note that train riders will be able to board Caltrain 
at a local station and transfer to the HST system at San Francisco, 
Millbrae, Redwood City or Palo Alto, or San Jose. 

PH-SF4-1 
The Preferred Alternative identified in this Final Program EIR/EIS is 
the Pacheco Pass with shared use along the Caltrain Corridor and a 
station along the peninsula either in Palo Alto or Redwood City.  The 
Authority and FRA appreciate the efforts to make the Caltrain system 
compatible with the HST system. 

The purpose of and need for the HST system are provided in 
Chapter 1, including constraints to airport expansion in the state.   

PH-SF5-1 
Californians of all income levels currently make intercity trips 
throughout the state using the airlines or highway system.  The HST 
system would provide a more environmentally friendly option for all 
travelers making those trips and would reduce the need to expand 
our highway and airport system at a much higher cost that the HST 
system. 

PH-SF5-2 
The Authority and FRA have found that the costs for providing the 
HST system are well below the cost of and would result in fewer 



Bay Area to Central Valley HST Final Program EIR/EIS Response to Comments from the San Francisco Public Hearings 

 

 
 

U.S. Department 
of Transportation 
Federal Railroad 
Administration 

Page SF.25-37

 

environmental impacts than the provision of equivalent intercity 
travel capacity by expanding our airports or highways.  The Authority 
and FRA also recognize that there are major constraints to 
expanding the State’s airports or highways.  Please see Response to 
Comment I003-3.  The Authority is charged with the responsibility of 
cost control and takes this responsibility seriously.   

PH-SF5-3 
Please see Response to Comment PH-SF5-2.  The HST system is 
highly energy efficient, and the Authority and FRA have found that 
the HST system will be cost competitive, particularly given the cost 
of fuel today for both the automobile and the airlines.  The current 
ridership forecasts for the HST assumed a cost per gallon of gasoline 
of $2.87, which is below the gasoline prices being experienced in 
California today.  The HST ridership forecasts may therefore be 
conservative.  Additionally, in some cases today, the cost of fuel for 
the airlines has become the number one cost component of air 
travel, exceeding labor costs.  Please note that the HST systems in 
Europe and Asia have proven this mode of travel to be cost-
effective, producing revenues that exceed operating costs.  The 
Authority and FRA contend that the HST system will provide a cost-
effective, environmentally friendly alternative to air and auto travel, 
as the ridership forecasts indicate. 

PH-SF5-4 
Demand for intercity travel is not limited to the wealthy, and the HST 
system will provide a cost-competitive, environmentally friendly 
alternative mode for anyone in the state wishing to make such a trip 
for whatever purpose.  The HST system would connect major urban 
areas across the state, providing a travel option for all income levels 
and ethnic groups in those urban areas.  The Authority and FRA note 
that the purpose of the HST system is to provide a new mode of 
travel at less cost and with fewer environmental impacts than 
expansion of airports and highways, while providing greater capacity 
and mobility. The State of California will continue to face questions 
as to the amount and type of transportation infrastructure spending 
to support.  Please see Response to Comment I003-3.    

PH-SF6-1 
The Authority and FRA agree that ridership in the San Joaquin Valley 
will play an important role in the success of the proposed HST 
system.  Please see Standard Response 3 and Chapter 8 regarding 
the identification of Pacheco Pass as the Preferred Alternative, and 
the proposed HST service in the valley. 

Please also note that, consistent with the current statewide bond 
measure for 2008, the Authority Board has selected as its first phase 
the line from Anaheim to the Bay Area and has stated its intent to 
subsequently add service to both Sacramento and San Diego.  The 
first phase of the Board-adopted phasing plan includes development 
of a test track from Bakersfield to Merced, regardless of whether the 
Altamont or Pacheco alignment is selected.  Thus, for the initial 
phase, the Central Valley is served between Bakersfield and Merced 
for either alternative.   

Moreover, the Authority is currently working with regional 
stakeholders to review priorities and possible funding options for 
improvements to commuter rail services in the Altamont Corridor.   

PH-SF7-1 
The Authority and FRA appreciate the offer to work on the design of 
HST facilities. 

PH-SF7-2 
The Authority and FRA note that the HST system will produce jobs 
and is intended to improve the state’s mobility and economy.  Please 
see Chapter 6 regarding the Authority’s land use policies around 
stations.  Overall, the authority is highly supportive of multi-modal 
facilities with associated transit-oriented development in the station 
area, which has been accomplished for many of the European HST 
stations. 

PH-SF7-3 
The proposed HST stations have been located in the urban areas, 
mostly within cultural centers of cities.  The HST stations are being 
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planned to connect to other modes of transit.  Refer to Chapter 6 
regarding station area planning. 

PH-SF8-1 
Pacheco Pass is identified in the Final Program EIR/EIS as the 
Preferred Alternative.  Please see Standard Response 3 and Chapter 
8.  Please also see Response to Comment Letter O006 (from 
TRANSDEF) and Letter O007 (representing TRANSDEF). 

PH-SF8-2 
Please see Response to Comment W076-4.  Please also see Standard 
Response 3 and Chapter 8 regarding provision of commuter rail 
services along the Altamont Corridor. 

PH-SF9-1 
Please see Chapter 6 regarding the Authority’s land use policies 
around stations.  Overall, the Authority is highly supportive of multi-
modal facilities with associated transit-oriented development in the 
station area.  The Authority and FRA do not agree that the HST 
would be inequitable.  Rather, the HST system is intended to offer a 
cost-efficient, environmentally friendly alternative to other modes of 
travel for intercity trips, which are taken by any income or ethnic 
group.  Please see Standard Response 4 regarding growth, and see 
Chapter 6 regarding station area development and smart growth 
policies.  Please see Response to Comment PH-SF5-4.  The Authority 
and FRA agree that expansion of transit options within urban areas 
is critical, but such expansion does not respond to the capacity 
issues associated with the ever-increasing demand for intercity 
travel, which is the primary purpose of the HST system. 

PH-SF10-1 
Pacheco Pass is identified in this Final Program EIR/EIS as the 
Preferred Alternative.  Please see Standard Response 3 and Chapter 
8 for the underlying reasons. 

PH-SF10-2 
Please see Standard Response 3 regarding the disadvantages of 
sending trains in two directions for an Altamont Alternative serving 
San Jose and San Francisco.  The Authority and FRA understand the 
importance of intermediate stops between major urban areas (e.g., 
the San Joaquin Valley) and the provision of options to intercity 
travel, which are limited today.  The Preferred Alternative identified 
in this Final Program EIR/EIS includes service to the city centers in 
the major urban areas and in the Central Valley. 

PH-SF10-3 
Please see Standard Response 3 and Chapter 8 regarding the 
identification of the Pacheco Pass as the Preferred Alternative. 

PH-SF11-1 
The Preferred Alternative identified in this Final Program EIR/EIS is 
the Pacheco Pass with a terminus in San Francisco at the Transbay 
Transit Center, consistent with this comment.  Please see Standard 
Response 3. 

PH-SF12-1 
The Authority and FRA appreciate Mr. Haas’s support for high-speed 
rail. 

PH-SF12-2 
Providing an option to the capacity-constrained air system is a stated 
purpose of the HST system.  Please see Chapter 1.  The Preferred 
Alternative identified in this Final Program EIR/EIS includes a San 
Francisco International Airport (SFO) station at Millbrae, which is 
viewed by the Authority and FRA as an important intermodal 
connection. 

The Authority and FRA understand the importance of intermediate 
stops between major urban areas (e.g., the San Joaquin Valley) and 
the provision of options to intercity travel, which are limited today.  
The Preferred Alternative identified in this Final Program EIR/EIS 
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includes service to the city centers in the major urban areas and in 
the Central Valley. 

PH-SF12-3 
The Preferred Alternative identified in this Final Program EIR/EIS 
includes the Transbay Transit Center as the northern Bay Area 
terminus for the HST system. 

PH-SF12-4 
The Preferred Alternative identified in this Final Program EIR/EIS 
also includes an SFO station at Millbrae, which is viewed by the 
Authority and FRA as an important intermodal connection for inter-
state, intra-state, and international travelers. 

PH-SF13-1  
Please see Response to Comment L029-92. 

PH-SF14-1 
Please see Response to Comment Letter I012. 

PH-SF15-1 
Pacheco Pass is identified in this Final Program EIR/EIS as the 
Preferred Alternative, in part due to the reasons provided by the 
commenter.  Please see Standard Response 3. 

PH-SF16-1 
Please see Response to Comment L034-1 from the California 
Partnership for the San Joaquin Valley. 

Federal participation in the HST system funding is viewed as a 
critical part of the funding plan for the proposed HST system.  

Please see Chapter 6 for the Authority’s policies regarding station 
area land use and transit oriented development. 

In response to public requests, the Authority and FRA added two 
additional public hearings in Stockton and Sacramento on the Draft 
Program EIR/EIS.   

PH-SF17-1 
The Authority and FRA appreciate the San Francisco Chamber of 
Commerce’s support for the HST system.  Please see Response to 
Comment PH-SF12-4 regarding the HST station at SFO.  The 
Preferred Alternative identified in this Final Program EIR/EIS would 
also provide service to the Mineta San Jose International Airport via 
the San Jose HST station.  Please see Response to Comment L019-8 
regarding the importance of intermodal connectivity at the HST 
stations.  Please see Response to Comment PH-SF4-1 regarding 
Redwood City. 

PH-SF18-1 
Comment noted.  Chapter 1 provides the purpose of and need for an 
HST system.  Please also see Response to Comment I003-3. 

PH-SF19-1 
The Authority and FRA appreciate Ms. Morrison’s support for the HST 
system. The Preferred Alternative identified in this Final Program 
EIR/EIS is the Pacheco Pass with a terminus in San Francisco at the 
Transbay Transit Center, consistent with this comment.  Please see 
Standard Response 3. 

PH-SF20-1 
The Authority and FRA appreciate Ms. Okuzumi’s and the Bay Rail 
Alliance’s support for the HST system in California.  Please also see 
Response to Comment Letter O007 (representing Bay Rail Alliance). 

PH-SF20-2 
Please also see Response to Comment O007-50.  Please also see 
Standard Response 3 and Chapter 8 regarding identification of the 
Pacheco Pass as the Preferred Alternative. 

Please see Response to Comment I029-2 for a discussion of the 
systemwide ridership and revenue effects of travel time differences 
in the Bay Area to Sacramento corridor. 

Please see Response to Comment PH-O9-3 for a discussion of the 
importance of seat availability for ridership and revenue potential. 
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Please see Response to Comment L035-2 for a discussion of relative 
access to population centers in the San Joaquin Valley provided by 
Altamont and Pacheco alternatives. 

The San Jose airport was considered as a stop on the Pacheco Pass 
alternative, but it was part of an alignment that was eliminated from 
consideration due to other issues.  Background on the evaluation of 
alignment alternatives that were eliminated from consideration is 
provided in the technical Appendix 2-G.  

Please see Response to Comment L035-2 for a discussion of factors 
that underlie differences in ridership and revenue-generation 
potential between Altamont Pass and Pacheco Pass alternatives.  
The methodology and assumptions in the ridership and revenue 
model are reasonable and do not require further examination. 

Preference for the Altamont Pass network alternatives is noted. 

Please see Response to Comment O007-50 regarding train splitting.  
Please note that for the ridership projection for the Altamont 
Alternative serving San Francisco and San Jose, it was assumed that 
one-third of the HS trains would serve San Jose and two-thirds 
would serve San Francisco.  Please see Standard Response 3 and 
Chapter 8 regarding the identification of the Pacheco Pass as the 
Preferred Alternative in this Final Program EIR/EIS.  As noted in 
Appendix 2-G, a station at the Mineta San Jose International Airport 
was withdrawn from consideration by the Authority for the reasons 
stated. 

PH-SF21-1 
Consistent with Mayor Newsom’s comments, the purpose of and 
need for a HST system is described in Chapter 1.  The Authority and 
FRA appreciate Mayor Newsom’s support for the California HST 
system. 

PH-SF22-1 
The purpose of the HST system is defined in Chapter 1 of the Draft 
Program EIR/EIS as follows: The purpose of the Bay Area HST is to 
provide a reliable HST system that links the major Bay Area cities to 
the Central Valley, Sacramento, and Southern California, and that 

delivers predictable and consistent travel times.  Further objectives 
are to provide interfaces between the HST system and major 
commercial airports, mass transit, and the highway network and to 
relieve capacity constraints of the existing transportation system in a 
manner sensitive to and protective of the Bay Area to Central Valley 
region’s and California’s unique natural resources. 

Chapter 1 of the Draft Program EIR/EIS also outlines the objectives 
that the Authority has adopted, including, “maximize intermodal 
transportation opportunities by locating stations to connect with local 
transit, airports, and highways” and states that the Authority’s 
statutory mandate is to plan, build, and operate a HST system that is 
“coordinated with the state’s existing transportation network, 
particularly intercity rail and bus lines, commuter rail lines, urban rail 
transit lines, highways, and airports.” 

The 21 network alternatives were described in the Draft Program 
EIR/EIS to present information about overall effects of combinations 
of HST alignment alternatives and station location options to 
implement the HST system in the study region.  The 21 Network 
Alternatives fell among the three basic approaches for linking the 
Bay Area and Central Valley:  Altamont Pass (11 network 
alternatives), Pacheco Pass (six network alternatives), and Pacheco 
Pass with Altamont Pass (local service) (four network alternatives).  
The network alternatives presented vary in the degree they serve 
urban areas/centers and international airports.  All but one would 
provide direct HST services to (i.e., include a HST station in) one and 
up to three of the major urban centers in the Bay Area—San 
Francisco, San Jose, and Oakland.  Some of the network alternatives 
would provide service to one or more of the three Bay Area 
international airports at San Francisco, Oakland, and San Jose.  
Connectivity and enhancement of other transit systems (e.g., 
Altamont Commuter Express [ACE], Caltrain, Capitol Corridor, Bay 
Area Rapid Transit [BART], and Valley Transportation Authority) also 
varies greatly among the network alternatives.  

Overall, implementing the HST system would greatly increase the 
capacity for intercity and commuter travel and reduce existing 
automobile traffic in specific travel corridors.  Full grade-separation 
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along Bay Area rail corridors used by the HST would improve local 
traffic flow and reduce air pollution at existing rail crossings.  The 
more extensive the HST system implemented in the Bay Area, the 
greater the travel condition benefits, including increased connectivity 
to other transit systems, increased convenience, increased reliability, 
and improved travel times.  In particular, more direct connections to 
the region’s airports provide increased connectivity for air 
transportation system riders. 

Recognizing the benefits described above, as well as other 
attributes, the Cities of San Francisco, Oakland, and San Jose 
strongly support direct HST service to their respective downtowns.  
This support was expressed as comments on the Draft Program 
EIR/EIS and is consistent with comments/input provided by these 
cities over the 10 years since the Authority was created.  MTC, the 
regional government for the Bay Area, supports direct HST service to 
the downtowns of each of these three major Bay Area urban 
centers. 

A number of network alternatives clearly do not meet the purpose 
and need for the HST system.  The Altamont Pass network 
alternative that terminates in Union City fails since it does not 
provide direct HST service to San Francisco, Oakland, or San Jose 
(the major Bay Area cities), nor does it provide interface with the 
major commercial airports.  Also failing are a Pacheco Pass network 
alternative that terminates in San Jose and three Altamont Pass 
network alternatives that serve only one of the three major urban 
areas/centers.  These four alternatives directly provide HST service 
to, at most, only one major Bay Area city and one of the region’s 
major commercial airports. 

The City and County of San Francisco, San Francisco County 
Transportation Authority, Peninsula Corridor (Caltrain) Joint Powers 
Board (JPB), San Mateo County Transit District (SamTrans), San 
Mateo County Transportation Authority (TA), City of Gilroy, City of 
Redwood City, County of Monterey, and City of Morgan Hill support 
HST to San Francisco via San Jose and the San Francisco Peninsula 
(Caltrain Corridor)—the staff-recommended alternative.  The MTC 
recommends use of the Pacheco Pass via the San Francisco 

Peninsula “as the main HSR express line between Northern and 
Southern California,” but their recommendation also includes a new 
transbay tube to bring direct service to Oakland.  MTC recommends 
that the first step in implementing HST in northern California and the 
Bay Area is “investment in the Peninsula trackage with regional and 
high-speed rail funding can make this corridor high-speed rail 
ready,” noting that Caltrain intends to use lightweight electrified 
trains that would be compatible with HST equipment. 

The Authority has adopted a phasing strategy that sets forth priority 
segments for early-on construction and operation.  The strategy 
takes into consideration the cost, ridership, and revenue and is 
based on the following factors:  “(1) early utilization of some 
segments, (2) some degree of local and regional participation in the 
early construction and funding, and (3) serving many regions, (4) 
significant operating surplus to include a private partner in the 
construction and operation, (5) development of a high-speed 
segment of around 100 miles, for building, testing, and 
commissioning the high-speed trainsets, equipment and system, and 
(6) completion in less than 10 years from today.” 

The phasing strategy proposed the first phase to be Anaheim to Los 
Angeles to Merced to the San Francisco Bay area, which is consistent 
with the Authority’s stated objectives of connecting the major 
metropolitan areas, while serving the fastest growing region—the 
Central Valley.   

PH-SF22-2 
The Preferred Pacheco Pass Alternative is strongly supported by the 
Caltrain, which views the HST service as a major improvement to 
overall rail service in the Caltrain Corridor with the development of a 
fully grade-separated, electrified, four-track system.  The HST 
system is viewed as an adjunct to the Caltrain service—a fully 
supportive and complementary service.   

PH-SF23-1 
Comment acknowledged. 
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PH-SF24-1 
The Preferred Alternative identified in this Final Program EIR/EIS is 
the Pacheco Pass with a terminus in San Francisco at the Transbay 
Transit Center, consistent with this comment.  Please see Standard 
Response 3 and Chapter 8. 

PH-SF25-1 
The Authority and FRA understand its responsibility to approve the 
best possible HST system and use public and private funding 
expeditiously.  Pacheco Pass is identified in this Final Program 
EIR/EIS as the Preferred Alternative.  Please see Standard Response 
3.  Please also see Section 7.3-1, Bay Area to Central Valley Station 
Options. 

PH-SF26-1 
The Preferred Alterative included in this Final Program EIR/EIS 
includes downtown stations, consistent with this comment.   
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Comment Letter PH-SF27 (John Diamante, August 23, 2007) 
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Response to Letter PH-SF27 (John Diamante, August 23, 2007) 

PH-SF27-1 
Comment acknowledged. 
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Responses to the San Jose Public Hearing Transcripts, August 24, 2007 

PH-SJ1-1 
Comment acknowledged.  Please see Standard Response 3 and 
Chapter 8 regarding the identification of Pacheco Pass as the 
Preferred Alternative. 

PH-SJ2-1 
Comment acknowledged.  Please see Standard Response 3 and 
Chapter 8 regarding the identification of Pacheco Pass as the 
Preferred Alternative.  The Preferred Alternative would avoid impacts 
on Don Edwards National Wildlife Refuge. 

PH-SJ2-2 
Please see Response to Comment PH-SJ2-1. 

PH-SJ2-3 
Please see Response to Comment PH-SJ2-1. 

PH-SJ3-1 
Comment acknowledged.  Please see Standard Response 3 and 
Chapter 8 regarding the identification of Pacheco Pass as the 
Preferred Alternative. 

PH-SJ4-1 
Comment acknowledged.  Please see Standard Response 3 and 
Chapter 8 regarding the identification of Pacheco Pass as the 
Preferred Alternative. 

PH-SJ5-1 
Comment acknowledged.  Please see Standard Response 3 and 
Chapter 8 regarding the identification of Pacheco Pass as the 
Preferred Alternative. 

PH-SJ5-2 
Comment acknowledged.  Please see Standard Response 3 and 
Chapter 8 regarding the identification of Pacheco Pass as the 
Preferred Alternative.  The ridership forecasts found high ridership 
potential for both the Pacheco Pass and Altamont Pass alternatives. 

PH-SJ5-3 
Comment acknowledged.  Please see Standard Response 3 and 
Chapter 8 regarding the identification of Pacheco Pass as the 
Preferred Alternative. 

PH-SJ6-1 
Comment acknowledged. 

PH-SJ6-2 
Comment acknowledged.  Please see Standard Response 3 and 
Chapter 8 regarding the identification of Pacheco Pass as the 
Preferred Alternative.  The Preferred Alternative would avoid impacts 
on Don Edwards National Wildlife Refuge. 

PH-SJ6-3 
Comment acknowledged. 

PH-SJ7-1 
Comment acknowledged.  Please see Standard Response 3 and 
Chapter 8 regarding the identification of Pacheco Pass as the 
Preferred Alternative. 

PH-SJ8-1 
Comment acknowledged.  Please see Standard Response 3 and 
Chapter 8 regarding the identification of Pacheco Pass as the 
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Preferred Alternative.  The Preferred Alternative includes a potential 
HST station at Gilroy. 

PH-SJ9-1 
Comment acknowledged.  Please see Standard Response 3 and 
Chapter 8 regarding the identification of Pacheco Pass as the 
Preferred Alternative. 

PH-SJ10-1 
Comment acknowledged. 

PH-SJ10-2 
This Final Program EIR/EIS references connection to Mineta San 
Jose Airport in the Summary Table S.8-1 and in Chapter 7 for 
network alternatives that have the San Jose Diridon station termini.  

PH-SJ10-3 
Comment acknowledged.  Please see Standard Response 3 and 
Chapter 8 regarding the identification of Pacheco Pass as the 
Preferred Alternative. 

PH-SJ10-4 
Table 4.2-1 shows that the Pacheco Alternative does not include a 
station at Stockton.  The Program EIR/EIS is not evaluating a 
“starter program.”  The Program EIR/EIS appropriately evaluates the 
costs for the proposed HST system within the study area for both 
the Pacheco Pass and Altamont Pass alternatives.  In both cases, 
these costs include the HST alignment through the Central Valley 
within the study area. 

PH-SJ10-5 
Comment acknowledged.  Please see Standard Response 3 and 
Chapter 8 regarding the identification of Pacheco Pass as the 
Preferred Alternative. 

PH-SJ10-6 
Comment acknowledged.  Please see Standard Response 3 and 
Chapter 8 regarding the identification of Pacheco Pass as the 
Preferred Alternative. 

PH-SJ11-1 
Comment acknowledged.  Please see Standard Response 3 and 
Chapter 8 regarding the identification of Pacheco Pass as the 
Preferred Alternative. 

PH-SJ12-1 
Comment acknowledged.  Please see Standard Response 3 and 
Chapter 8 regarding the identification of Pacheco Pass as the 
Preferred Alternative. 

PH-SJ13-1 
Comment acknowledged.  Please see Standard Response 3 and 
Chapter 8 regarding the identification of Pacheco Pass as the 
Preferred Alternative.  The Preferred Alternative includes a potential 
HST station at Gilroy. 

PH-SJ14-1 
Comment acknowledged.  Please see Standard Response 3 and 
Chapter 8 regarding the identification of Pacheco Pass as the 
Preferred Alternative. 

PH-SJ15-1 
Comment acknowledged.  Please see Standard Response 3 and 
Chapter 8 regarding the identification of Pacheco Pass as the 
Preferred Alternative.  The Preferred Alternative includes the 
potential HST termini station at San Francisco at the Transbay 
Transit Center. 

PH-SJ15-2 
Please see Response to Comment PH-SJ15-1. 
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PH-SJ16-1 
Comment acknowledged.  Please see Standard Response 3 and 
Chapter 8 regarding the identification of Pacheco Pass as the 
Preferred Alternative. 

PH-SJ17-1 
Comment acknowledged.  Please see Standard Response 3 and 
Chapter 8 regarding the identification of Pacheco Pass as the 
Preferred Alternative. 

PH-SJ17-2 
Comment acknowledged.  Please see the Summary and Chapter 8 of 
this Final Program EIR/EIS. The Authority is working with regional 
stakeholders on the review of and possible funding for Altamont 
Corridor rail improvements to serve the travel market between the 
northern San Joaquin Valley and the Bay Area. 

PH-SJ17-3 
Please see Response to Comments PH-SJ17-1 and PH-SJ17-2.  

PH-SJ17-4 
Please see Response to Comments PH-SJ17-1 and PH-SJ17-2. 

PH-SJ18-1 
Comment acknowledged. 

PH-SJ18-2 
Comment acknowledged. 

PH-SJ18-3 
Comment acknowledged. 

PH-SJ18-4 
Comment acknowledged. 

PH-SJ19-1 
Comment acknowledged.  Please see Standard Response 3 and 
Chapter 8 regarding the identification of Pacheco Pass as the 
Preferred Alternative. 

PH-SJ20-1 
Comment acknowledged.  Please see Standard Response 3 and 
Chapter 8 regarding the identification of Pacheco Pass as the 
Preferred Alternative. 

PH-SJ20-2 
Comment acknowledged. 

PH-SJ21-1 
Comment acknowledged.  Please see Standard Response 3 and 
Chapter 8 regarding the identification of Pacheco Pass as the 
Preferred Alternative. 

PH-SJ22-1 
Comment acknowledged.  Please see Standard Response 3 and 
Chapter 8 regarding the identification of Pacheco Pass as the 
Preferred Alternative.  The station design at San Jose (and other 
intermediate stations) allows for through-tracks.  Please refer to the 
certified statewide program EIR/EIS (November 2005) in regards to 
the consideration but rejection of the Interstate 5 (I-5) alignment 
throughout the Central Valley.  Please see the Summary and Chapter 
8 of this Final Program EIR/EIS. The Authority is pursuing a separate 
project in the Altamont Corridor to serve the travel market between 
the northern San Joaquin Valley and the Bay Area. 

PH-SJ23-1 
Comment acknowledged.  Please see Standard Response 3 and 
Chapter 8 regarding the identification of Pacheco Pass as the 
Preferred Alternative. 
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PH-SJ23-2 
The Authority and FRA disagree with this statement.  Please see 
Standard Response 3. 

PH-SJ24-1 
Comment acknowledged.  Please see Standard Response 3 and 
Chapter 8 regards the identification of the Pacheco Pass as the 
Preferred Alternative. 

PH-SJ25-1 
Comment acknowledged.  Please see Standard Response 3 and 
Chapter 8 regarding the identification of Pacheco Pass as the 
Preferred Alternative. 

PH-SJ25-2 
Comment acknowledged. 

PH-SJ26-1 
Comment acknowledged.  Please see Standard Response 3 and 
Chapter 8 regarding the identification of Pacheco Pass as the 
Preferred Alternative. 

PH-SJ27-1 
Comment acknowledged.  Please see Standard Response 3 and 
Chapter 8 regarding the identification of Pacheco Pass as the 
Preferred Alternative. 

PH-SJ28-1 
Comment acknowledged.  Please see Standard Response 3 and 
Chapter 8 regarding the identification of Pacheco Pass as the 
Preferred Alternative. 
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Comment Letter PH-SJ29 (John Carpenter, August 24, 2007) 
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Response to Letter PH-SJ29 (John Carpenter, August 24, 2007) 

PH-SJ29-1 
Please see Standard Response 3 in regards to the identification of 
the Pacheco Pass as the Preferred Alternative.  The Authority and 
FRA believe that is recommendation is consistent with the “MTC 
concept.” 

PH-SJ29-2 
Comment acknowledged.  Please see Standard Response 3 and 
Chapter 8 regarding the identification of the Pacheco Pass as the 
Preferred Alternative. 

PH-SJ29-3 
Comment acknowledged.  The purpose of the HST system is defined 
in Chapter 1 as follows:  

The purpose of the Bay Area HST is to provide a reliable high-
speed electrified train system that links the major Bay Area cities 
to the Central Valley, Sacramento, and Southern California, and 
that delivers predictable and consistent travel times.  Further 
objectives are to provide interfaces between the HST system and 
major commercial airports, mass transit, and the highway 
network and to relieve capacity constraints of the existing 
transportation system in a manner sensitive to and protective of 
the Bay Area to Central Valley region’s and California’s unique 
natural resources. 
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Comment Letter PH-SJ30 (Susan Bradley, August 24, 2007) 
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Response to Letter PH-SJ30 (Susan Bradley, August 24, 2007) 

PH-SJ30-1 
Please see Standard Response 3 and Chapter 8 regarding the 
identification of Pacheco Pass as the Preferred Alternative.
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Comment Letter PH-SJ31 (Robert Allen, August 24, 2007) 
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Response to Letter PH-SJ31 (Robert Allen, August 24, 2007) 

PH-SJ31-1 
Comment acknowledged.  Please see Standard Response 3 and 
Chapter 8 regarding the identification of Pacheco Pass as the 
Preferred Alternative.
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Comment Letter PH-SJ32 (Jerry Huang, No date) 
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Response to Letter PH-SJ32 (Jerry Huang, No date) 

PH-SJ32-1 
Comment acknowledged.  This comment is beyond the scope of this 
program-level EIR/EIS.
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Comment Letter PH-SJ33 (Ward Crory, August 24, 2007) 
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Response to Letter PH-SJ33 (Ward Crory, August 24, 2007) 

PH-SJ33-1 
Comment acknowledged.  Please see Standard Response 3 and 
Chapter 8 regarding the identification of Pacheco Pass as the 
Preferred Alternative.
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Comment Letter PH-SJ34 (Jim Stallman, August 24, 2007) 
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Response to Letter PH-SJ34 (Jim Stallman, August 24, 2007) 

PH-SJ34-1 
Comment acknowledged.  Please see Chapter 2.  A further extension 
of the Altamont Pass I-580 alternative was considered but rejected 
as part of this Program EIR/EIS process.
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Comment Letter PH-SJ35 (Thom Chivers, August 24, 2007) 
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Response to Letter PH-SJ35 (Thom Chivers, August 24, 2007) 

PH-SJ35-1 
Comment acknowledged.  The HST system would be fully fenced 
when at-grade to prevent intrusion of the right-of-way.  Please see 
Standard Response 3 and Chapter 8 regarding the identification of 
Pacheco Pass as the Preferred Alternative.  HST network alternatives 
that terminated in San Jose or Union City (and connected to local 
transit) were considered but rejected since these would not meet the 
purpose and need of the proposed HST system.  Please see 
Chapter 8 of this Final Program EIR/EIS. 
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Comment Letter PH-SJ36 (Jim Costa, Congressman, August 24,2007) 
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Response to Letter PH-SJ36 (Jim Costa, Congressman, August 24,2007) 

PH-SJ36-1 
Comment acknowledged. 

PH-SJ36-2 
Comment acknowledged. 

PH-SJ36-3 
The Authority and FRA appreciate Congressman Costa’s support of 
an HST system in California. 
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Comment Letter PH-SJ37 (Ken Yeager, County of Santa Clara, August 23, 2007) 
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Response to Letter PH-SJ37 (Ken Yeager, County of Santa Clara, August 23, 2007) 

PH-SJ37-1 
Comment acknowledged.  Please see Standard Response 3 and 
Chapter 8 regarding the identification of Pacheco Pass as the 
Preferred Alternative.
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Comment Letter PH-SJ38 (Transportation Agency for Monterey County, Debra Hale, August 24, 2007) 
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Response to Letter PH-SJ38 (Transportation Agency for Monterey County, Debra Hale, August 24, 2007) 

PH-SJ38-1 
Comment acknowledged.  Please see Standard Response 3 and 
Chapter 8 regarding the identification of Pacheco Pass as the 
Preferred Alternative. 
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Response to Stockton Public Hearing (Stockton, CA – September 18, 2007) 

PH-St1-1 
Please see Responses to Comment Letter L019.  Please see Standard 
Response 3 regarding identification of Pacheco Pass as the Preferred 
Alternative, as well as a discussion of the potential for a future but 
separate Altamont Pass project.  Please also see Chapter 8 of this 
Final Program EIR/EIS for further details on these topics.    

PH-St1-2 
The percentages mentioned by the commenter are for total daily 
trips on all travel modes (auto, air, conventional rail, and HST).  
Please see Response to Comment O007-51 for a discussion of raw 
market potential versus factors that influence HST’s market capture.  
Please see Response to Comment Letter L019.   

PH-St1-3 
Please see Response to Comment Letter L019.  Please also see 
Standard Response 3 regarding identification of Pacheco Pass as the 
Preferred Alternative.   

PH-St2-1 
Comment acknowledged.  Please see Response to Comment Letter 
L004.   

PH-St2-2 
Please see Response to Comment Letter L004.  Please see Standard 
Response 3 regarding identification of Pacheco Pass as the Preferred 
Alternative, as well as a discussion of the potential for a future but 
separate Altamont Pass project.  Please also see Chapter 8 of this 
Final Program EIR/EIS for further details on these topics.  

PH-St2-3 
Please see Response to Comment PH-St2-2.   

PH-St2-4 
Comment acknowledged.  Please see Response to Comment PH-St2-
2.   

PH-St2-5 
It is assumed that the commenter is referring to the combined 
Altamont and Pacheco Pass alternatives when using the term “hybrid 
alternative.”  Combining the base Altamont Pass and Pacheco Pass 
alternatives (see “Pacheco Pass with Altamont Pass (local service), 
San Francisco & San Jose Termini” in Table S.5-1) would produce 
96,150,000 in annual ridership, with 41,560,000 annual riders in 
northern California (43%) and the remaining 54,590,000 annual 
riders in southern California (57%).   

These ridership figures assume that there is no change in service on 
commuter rail systems like ACE, BART, or Caltrain beyond what is 
reflected in the financially constrained element of the currently 
adopted Regional Transportation Plan.  While the regional rail 
systems may experience some increases due to travelers accessing 
high-speed rail using these regional rail systems, there is a greater 
decrease in regional rail due to travelers diverting from regional rail 
to HST.   

For travel within the Bay Area in year 2030, the Pacheco Pass HST 
alternative is projected to divert about 4,000 trips per day from other 
transit services, while the Altamont Pass alternative is projected to 
divert about 4,900 trips per day.  The majority of this regional transit 
diversion is expected to occur from Caltrain (3,170 trips per day on 
Pacheco and 2,000 trips per day on Altamont) and BART (600 trips 
per day on Pacheco and 2,500 trips per day on Altamont).  This 
diversion to HST is small compared to the Bay Area’s projected 
future daily regional transit usage of about 2.7 million trips per day1. 

                                                 
1 Travel Forecasts for the San Francisco Bay Area, 1990 – 2030, Data 
Summary; Metropolitan Transportation Commission; January 2005 
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The hybrid alternative does have the highest high-speed rail 
ridership of all the alternatives evaluated to date.  It is reasonable to 
assume that this ridership difference would translate to lower vehicle 
miles traveled (VMT) on the regional highway system.   

Please see Response to Comment PH-St2-2.   

PH-St2-6 
Comment acknowledged.   

PH-St3-1 
Comment acknowledged.   

PH-St4-1 
Please see Standard Response 3 regarding identification of Pacheco 
Pass as the Preferred Alternative.  Please also see Chapter 8 of this 
Final Program EIR/EIS regarding preferred alignment and station 
locations.  Please also see Response to Comment Letters L015, L003, 
and S001. 

PH-St5-1 
Please see Standard Response 3 regarding identification of Pacheco 
Pass as the Preferred Alternative.  Please also see Chapter 8 of this 
Final Program EIR/EIS regarding preferred alignment and station 
locations.   

PH-St5-2 
Station location options in the Tulare, Visalia, and Hanford area are 
outside the scope of this project.   

PH-St6-1 
Comment acknowledged.   

PH-St6-2 
Please see Response to Comment Letter PH-M3.   

PH-St6-3 
Please see Response to Comment Letter PH-M3.   

PH-St6-4 
Please see Response to Comment Letter PH-M3. 

PH-St7-1 
Please see Standard Response 3 regarding identification of Pacheco 
Pass as the Preferred Alternative, as well as a discussion of the 
potential for a future but separate Altamont Pass project.  Please 
also see Chapter 8 of this Final Program EIR/EIS for further details 
on these topics.   

PH-St8-1 
Comment acknowledged.   

PH-St8-2 
Please see Standard Response 3 regarding identification of Pacheco 
Pass as the Preferred Alternative.  Please also see Chapter 8 of this 
Final Program EIR/EIS regarding preferred alignment and station 
locations.   

PH-St9-1 
Comment acknowledged.   

PH-St9-2 
As discussed in the statewide program EIR/EIS, existing Amtrak 
intercity rail service would effectively provide linkage to the proposed 
HST system, since Amtrak has stations at more numerous cities than 
the proposed HST system would have, but the proposed HST station 
sites would either be at or connect with or would likely become 
station sites for Amtrak’s San Joaquin service.   

PH-St9-3 
The bond measure will be on the November 2008 ballot. 
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PH-St9-4 
Federal participation in the HST system funding is viewed as a 
critical part of the funding plan for the proposed HST system.   

PH-St9-5 
See Response to Comment PH-St9-2 regarding existing passenger 
rail service. 

PH-St9-6 
Refer to Chapter 6 of this Final Program EIR/EIS regarding HST 
station area development.  Please see Standard Response 3 
regarding identification of Pacheco Pass as the Preferred Alternative.  
Please also see Chapter 8 of this Final Program EIR/EIS regarding 
preferred alignment and station locations.  The Authority will 
examine a variety of staging plans to implement the statewide 
system in the most cost-effective manner.  See also Response to 
Comment PH-SF22-1. 

PH-St9-7 
The Authority will examine a variety of staging plans to implement 
the statewide system in the most cost-effective manner.  See also 
Response to Comment PH-SF22-1. 

PH-St9-8 
Comment noted.  Please see Section 3.3 regarding air quality and 
greenhouse gases.   

PH-St10-1 
Comment acknowledged. 

PH-St10-2 
Please see Section 3.3 regarding air quality and greenhouse gases.   

PH-St10-3 
Comment acknowledged. 

 PH-St10-4 
The bond measure will be on the November 2008 ballot. 

PH-St10-5 
The marketing studies demonstrated that the San Joaquin Valley 
(SJV) is important to the systemwide HST ridership.  All San Joaquin 
Valley connections taken as a whole result in 21.4 million annual 
riders in the Pacheco Pass alternative and 20.4 million annual riders 
in the Altamont Pass base alternative, or 23% of total.  The San 
Francisco (SF) to SJV market is fifth highest in the Altamont Pass 
base alternative and sixth highest in the Pacheco Pass base 
alternative. This represents 7% of systemwide HST ridership.  The 
Los Angeles (LA) to SF market ranks third in the Pacheco Pass base 
alternative and fourth in the Altamont Pass base alternative.   

Annual High-Speed Rail Ridership by Travel Market 

 Altamont Pacheco 

 Rank Annual 
Boardings 

% of 
Total 

Rank Annual 
Boardings 

% of 
Total 

LA 
Intraregional 

1 18,133,000 21 2 18,133,000 19 

LA to SD 2 17,206,000 20 1 18,163,000 19 

Sac to SF 3 8,933,000 10 5 6,449,000 7 

LA to SF 4 6,397,000 7 3 8,099,000 9 

SF to SJV 5 5,747,000 7 6 6,207,000 7 

SD to SF 6 5,685,000 6 4 6,630,000 7 

SF 
Intraregional 

7 4,801,000 5 7 4,472,000 5 

LA to SJV 8 3,149,000 4 8 3,108,000 3 

LA to Sac 9 2,244,000 3 9 2,426,000 3 

Sac to SJV 10 2,032,000 2 10 2,282,000 2 
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The southern California market is also quite important for HST 
ridership; this market contributes approximately 40% of the total 
HST rail ridership, without counting the longer distance LA or San 
Diego to Sacramento or San Francisco markets.   

It is, however, important to remember that these segments do not 
operate in isolation of one another.  The SJV segments are the 
backbone of the system serving Sacramento, San Francisco, and Los 
Angeles.  So the contribution of the SJV portion of the system would 
likely include the ridership for these other segments. 

The Authority will examine a variety of staging plans to implement 
the statewide system in the most cost-effective manner.  See also 
Response to Comment PH-SF22-1. 

PH-St10-6 
The Authority will examine a variety of staging plans to implement 
the statewide system in the most cost-effective manner.  See also 
Response to Comment PH-SF22-1.  Please see Section 3.3 regarding 
air quality and greenhouse gases.   

PH-St10-7 
Federal participation in the HST system funding is viewed as a 
critical part of the funding plan for the proposed HST system 

PH-St11-1 
Comment noted.  Please see Section 3.3 regarding air quality and 
greenhouse gases.  Please see Standard Response 3 regarding 
identification of Pacheco Pass as the Preferred Alternative.  Please 
also see Chapter 8 of this Final Program EIR/EIS regarding preferred 
alignment and station locations.   

PH-St12-1 
Comment acknowledged.  Please see Response to Comment PH-St4-
1.   

PH-St12-2 
The bond measure will be on the November 2008 ballot. 

PH-St13-1 
Comment acknowledged. 

PH-St13-2 
Trucks are a factor in congestion, and relieving congestion on the 
major highways between northern and southern California is a major 
benefit of HST.  See Table 3.1-2 in Section 3.1, Traffic, Transit, 
Circulation, and Parking.  Comment acknowledged. 

PH-St13-3 
Please see Standard Response 3 regarding identification of Pacheco 
Pass as the Preferred Alternative.  Please also see Chapter 8 of this 
Final Program EIR/EIS regarding preferred alignment and station 
locations.   

PH-St13-4 
Please see Standard Response 3 regarding identification of Pacheco 
Pass as the Preferred Alternative, as well as a discussion of the 
potential for a future but separate Altamont Pass project.  Please 
also see Chapter 8 of this Final Program EIR/EIS for further details 
on these topics.   

PH-St14-1 
As discussed in the statewide program EIR/EIS, existing Amtrak 
intercity rail service would effectively provide linkage to the proposed 
HST system, since Amtrak has stations at more numerous cities than 
the proposed HST system would have, but the proposed HST station 
sites would either be at or connect with or would likely become 
station sites for Amtrak’s San Joaquin service.   

The Authority will examine a variety of staging plans to implement 
the statewide system in the most cost-effective manner.  See also 
Response to Comment PH-SF22-1.   

PH-St14-2 
As discussed in the statewide program EIR/EIS, existing Amtrak 
intercity rail service would effectively provide linkage to the proposed 
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HST system, since Amtrak has stations at more numerous cities than 
the proposed HST system would have, but the proposed HST station 
sites would either be at or connect with or would likely become 
station sites for Amtrak’s San Joaquin service.   

Please see Section 3.3 regarding air quality and greenhouse gases.   

The Authority will examine a variety of staging plans to implement 
the statewide system in the most cost-effective manner.  See also 
Response to Comment PH-SF22-1.   

PH-St15-1 
Please see Standard Response 3 regarding identification of Pacheco 
Pass as the Preferred Alternative, as well as a discussion of the 
potential for a future but separate Altamont Pass project.  Please 
also see Chapter 8 of this Final Program EIR/EIS for further details 
on these topics.  See Response to Comment O007-46. 

PH-St15-2 
The HST ridership and revenue figures cited in the Draft Program 
EIR/EIS (as well as all the Technical Reports) are exclusive to the 
HST system; the HST figures do not include Caltrain, ACE, or any 
other conventional passenger rail or transit service.  Please see 
Response to Comment L035-2 for an explanation of factors that 
influence HST ridership differences between Altamont and Pacheco. 

PH-St15-3  
Please see Standard Response 3 regarding identification of Pacheco 
Pass as the Preferred Alternative, as well as a discussion of the 
potential for a future but separate Altamont Pass project.  Please 
also see Chapter 8 of this Final Program EIR/EIS for further details 
on these topics.   

PH-St16-1 
Refer to Response to Comments PH-St4-1 and PH-St12-1. Please see 
Standard Response 3 regarding identification of Pacheco Pass as the 
Preferred Alternative.  Please also see Chapter 8 of this Final 

Program EIR/EIS regarding preferred alignment and station 
locations.   

PH-St17-1 
Please see Standard Response 3 regarding identification of Pacheco 
Pass as the Preferred Alternative.  Please also see Chapter 8 of this 
Final Program EIR/EIS regarding preferred alignment and station 
locations.   

PH-St17-2 
Most HST station location options have been identified around 
existing transportation hubs to better facilitate connections to local 
transit and airports.   

PH-St17-3 
The proposed HST system would include aerial, at-grade, and tunnel 
portions throughout the system.   

PH-St17-4 
Please see Standard Response 3 regarding identification of Pacheco 
Pass as the Preferred Alternative.  Please also see Chapter 8 of this 
Final Program EIR/EIS regarding preferred alignment and station 
locations.   

Refer to Section 2.3.2, A, Selected High-Speed Train System 
Alternative, regarding potential freight service.   

PH-St17-5 
Comment acknowledged. 

PH-St18-1 
Table 3.1-2 in Section 3.1, Traffic, Transit, Circulation, and Parking, 
shows that traffic decreases expected on I-580, I-5, and SR 99 from 
diversions to HST to be about the same for either the Altamont or 
Pacheco Pass alternatives. 

Please see Standard Response 3 regarding identification of Pacheco 
Pass as the Preferred Alternative.  Please also see Chapter 8 of this 
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Final Program EIR/EIS regarding preferred alignment and station 
locations.  Please also see Section 3.3 of this Final Program EIR/EIS 
regarding air quality and greenhouse gas emission comparisons 
between the Altamont Pass and Pacheco Pass network alternatives.   

PH-St19-1 
Comment acknowledged.  Refer to Section 2.3.2, A, Selected High-
Speed Train System Alternative, regarding potential freight service.  
The proposed HST system would provide a variety of services 
options, as described in Section 2.3.2, D, Conceptual Service Plan.   

PH-St19-2 
The Authority will examine a variety of staging plans to implement 
the statewide system in the most cost-effective manner.  See also 
Response to Comment PH-SF22-1.   

PH-St20-1 
Please see Standard Response 3 regarding identification of Pacheco 
Pass as the Preferred Alternative, as well as a discussion of the 
potential for a future but separate Altamont Pass project.  Please 
also see Chapter 8 of this Final Program EIR/EIS for further details 
on these topics.   

Most HST station location options have been identified around 
existing transportation hubs to better facilitate connections to local 
transit and airports.   

PH-St21-1 
Please see Standard Response 3 regarding identification of Pacheco 
Pass as the Preferred Alternative.  Please also see Chapter 8 of this 
Final Program EIR/EIS regarding preferred alignment and station 
locations.   

The Authority will examine a variety of staging plans to implement 
the statewide system in the most cost-effective manner.  See also 
Response to Comment PH-SF22-1.   

Please also see Chapter 6 regarding HST station area development 
and Chapter 5 regarding growth. 

PH-St22-1 
Please see Standard Response 3 regarding identification of Pacheco 
Pass as the Preferred Alternative.  Please also see Chapter 8 of this 
Final Program EIR/EIS regarding preferred alignment and station 
locations.   

PH-St23-1 
Please see Standard Response 3 regarding identification of Pacheco 
Pass as the Preferred Alternative.  Please also see Chapter 8 of this 
Final Program EIR/EIS regarding preferred alignment and station 
locations.   

PH-St24-1 
Please see Response to Comments PH-St1-1 through PH-St1-3.  
Please see Standard Response 3 regarding identification of Pacheco 
Pass as the Preferred Alternative.  Please also see Chapter 8 of this 
Final Program EIR/EIS regarding preferred alignment and station 
locations.   

PH-St25-1 
Please see Response to Comments PH-St1-1 through PH-St1-3.  
Please see Standard Response 3 regarding identification of Pacheco 
Pass as the Preferred Alternative.  Please also see Chapter 8 of this 
Final Program EIR/EIS regarding preferred alignment and station 
locations.   
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