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Response to Comments of Mr. and Mrs. Robert Cossins, March 16, 2004 (Letter I016) 

I016-01   
Please see standard response 2.18.1. 

I016-02   
Please see standard response 6.3.1. 
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Comment Letter I017 
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Response to Comments of Andrea Birdsall, March 22, 2004 (Letter I017) 

I017-01 
Please see standard response 6.12.1. 
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Comment Letter I018 

 



California High-Speed Train Final Program EIR/EIS Response to Comments 

 

 
CALIFORNIA HIGH SPEED RAIL AUTHORITY 

 
 

U.S. Department 
of Transportation 
Federal Railroad 
Administration 

Page  6-54

 

Response to Comments of Carole Farina, March 22, 2004 (Letter I018) 

I018-01 
Please see standard response 2.18.1. 
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Comment Letter I019 
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Response to Comments of Carolyn A. Straub and Stephen L. McHenry, March 22, 2004 (Letter I019) 

I019-01 
Please see standard response 2.18.1. 

I019-02 
Please see standard response 6.3.1. 

I019-03 
Please see standard response 2.18.1. 

I019-04 
Please see standard response 2.18.1. 

I019-05 
Please see standard response 6.3.1. 
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Response to Comments of David Heberling, March 23, 2004 (Letter I020) 

I020-01 
Please see standard response 6.12.1. 
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Comment Letter I021 
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Response to Comments of Patti Heberling, March 23, 2004 (Letter I021) 

I021-01 
Please see standard response 6.12.1. 
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Comment Letter I022 

 



California High-Speed Train Final Program EIR/EIS Response to Comments 

 

 
CALIFORNIA HIGH SPEED RAIL AUTHORITY 

 
 

U.S. Department 
of Transportation 
Federal Railroad 
Administration 

Page  6-62

 

Response to Comments of Richard Seeley, March 23, 2004 (Letter I022) 

I022-01 
Please see standard response 6.23.1 and standard response 6.3.1. 

I022-02 
Please see standard response 2.10.3. 
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Comment Letter I023 
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Response to Comments of Richard Barton, March 25, 2004 (Letter I023) 

I023-01 

Please see standard response 6.12.1.
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Comment Letter I024 
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Response to Comments of Erica Bigler, March 26, 2004 (Letter I024) 

I024-01 
Please see standard response 6.3.1.  The Authority will not pursue 
alignment options through Henry Coe State Park. 
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Comment Letter I025 

 



California High-Speed Train Final Program EIR/EIS Response to Comments 

 

 
CALIFORNIA HIGH SPEED RAIL AUTHORITY 

 
 

U.S. Department 
of Transportation 
Federal Railroad 
Administration 

Page  6-68

 

Response to Comments of John Maybury, March 29, 2004 (Letter I025) 

I025-01 
Please see standard response 2.18.1. 
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Comment Letter I026 
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Response to Comments of Erin Egret, April 1, 2004 (Letter I026) 

I026-1 
Acknowledged. 
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Comment Letter I027 
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Response to Comments of Robert and Lisa Grubb, March 31, 2004 (Letter I027) 

I027-1 
Please see standard response 6.12.1. 
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Comment Letter I028 
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Response to Comments of Rick W. Johnson, April 7, 2004 (Letter I028) 

I028-1 
Please see standard response 2.18.1. 
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Comment Letter I029 
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Response to Comments of Camilla Molinari, April 14, 2004 (Letter I029) 

I029-1 
Please see standard response 6.3.1. 
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Response to Comments of Gail and Doug Cheeseman, April 14, 2004 (Letter I030) 

I030-1 
Please see standard response 6.3.1. 
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Comment Letter I031 
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Response to Comments of Robert S. Means, April 15, 2004 (Letter I031) 

I031-1 
Please see standard response 2.18.1. 
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Comment Letter I032 
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Response to Comments of Henry D. Pezzetti, April 15, 2004 (Letter I032) 

I032-1 
Please see standard response 6.12.1. 
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Response to Comments of Jim and Quincey Roxburgh, April 15, 2004 (Letter I033) 

I033-1 
Please see standard response 6.12.1. 

 



California High-Speed Train Final Program EIR/EIS Response to Comments 

 

 
CALIFORNIA HIGH SPEED RAIL AUTHORITY 

 
 

U.S. Department 
of Transportation 
Federal Railroad 
Administration 

Page  6-85

 

Comment Letter I034 
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Response to Comments of Michael B. Sonnen, April 15, 2004 (Letter I034) 

I034-1 
The Modal Alternative includes a combination of potentially feasible 
highway and aviation system improvements; quantifiable capacity 
enhancements, primarily additional through lanes, passenger 
terminal gates, runways, and associated improvements.  The Modal 
Alternative is a good representation of the potentially feasible 
infrastructure which could accommodate the same level of future 
intercity travel demand in the same geographic markets as the HST 
Alternative, and thus provides a useful comparison to the proposed 
HST alternative.    In addition to providing a comparison of potential 
impacts of various alternatives, the Draft EIR/EIS identifies a 
preferred system alternative and the Final EIR/EIS will identify 
preferred alignment and station alternatives for the HST system, 
consistent with the provisions of CEQA and NEPA. 

Section 3.5 of the Draft Program EIR/EIS provided an overview of 
the potential operation and construction impacts associated with 
both overall energy use and electrical energy use for the existing 
conditions and the No Project, Modal, and HST Alternatives, and 
indicates a potential reduction in overall energy use related to the 
proposed HST system, as compared to the other alternatives.  Please 
see standard response 3.5.3 in regards to the discussion of energy 
use in the Draft Program EIR/EIS.  

I034-2 
The HST system would not serve the same markets and would not 
compete with local and regional commuter services such as BART 
and Metrolink.  The the total trip times of HST would be very 
competitive with other modes of transportation (air, automobile) as 
described in Section 3.2 Travel Conditions of the Program EIR/EIS.  
Please see standard response 2.8.1 regarding HST security. 

The Modal Alternative focuses on air and highway travel 
improvements, since they are the current predominant modes for 
intercity trips.  A Modal Alternative that would accommodate the 
representative intercity demand solely within the aviation mode of 
intercity transportation was considered and rejected as 
unreasonable.  The analysis showed that improvements to the 
aviation system alone would not be practical and feasible to 
accommodate all of the representative intercity travel demand, since 
air travel would not be competitive for trips less than 150 miles (240 
km).  (Draft Program EIR/EIS, page 2-16)  Please see standard 
responses 2.1.1 and 2.1.2 in regards to the ridership and revenue 
assumptions for HST. 

I034-3 
Support for the estimated interstate travel demand increase 
anticipated in the Draft Program EIR/EIS is provided in Chapter 1 
Purpose and Need and Chapter 2 Alternatives.  These estimates are 
based on the best available data and accepted methodology for such 
projections.  Please see standard responses 2.1.1 and 2.1.2 
regarding the HST ridership and revenue assumptions. 
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Response to Comments of Jim Arthur, April 19, 2004 (Letter I035) 

I035-1 
Please see standard response 6.3.1. 

I035-2 
Please see standard response 2.18.1. 

I035-3 
Please see standard response 6.3.1. 
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Comment Letter I036 
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Comment Letter I036 Continued 
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Response to Comments of Louis Oneal, April 22, 2004 (Letter I036) 

I036-1 
Acknowledged.  Please see standard response 6.3.1.   

Individual property impacts are not identified at the program-level of 
environmental analysis and the broad public outreach conducted was 
appropriate for preparation and review of the Draft Program 
EIR/EIS.  Notice to property owners that may be directly affected 
would occur during project-level environmental reviews.  
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Response to Comments of David Erskine, April 24, 2004 (Letter I037) 

I037-1 
Please see standard response 6.3.1. 
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Comment Letter I038 
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Response to Comments of Robert Herring, April 15, 2004 (Letter I038) 

I038-1 
Please see standard response 6.12.1. 
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Comment Letter I039 



California High-Speed Train Final Program EIR/EIS Response to Comments 

 

 
CALIFORNIA HIGH SPEED RAIL AUTHORITY 

 
 

U.S. Department 
of Transportation 
Federal Railroad 
Administration 

Page  6-97

 

Response to Comments of Edith B. Locke, April 23, 2004 (Letter I039) 

I039-1 
Please see standard response 6.25.1 and standard response 6.23.1. 
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Comment Letter I040 Continued 
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Comment Letter I040 Continued 
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Comment Letter I040 Continued 
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Response to Comments of Michael E. McGinley, April 29, 2004 (Letter I040) 

I040-1 
The HST equipment (train cars) would be pressure sealed to 
maintain passenger comfort regardless of aerodynamic changes 
along the line.  The description of the HST Alternative in the Final 
Program EIR/EIS has been updated to include this provision. 

I040-2 and -3 
Acknowledged.  The co-lead agencies also concur that the HST 
system provides redundancy for transportation, provides flexibility 
because electricity from the grid is produced by a variety of sources, 
both petroleum fueled and non-petroleum fueled, and reduces 
reliance on petroleum.  The following text has been added to the 
Summary of the Program EIR/EIS: 

“HST also provides system redundancy in cases of extreme events 
such as adverse weather or petroleum shortages (HST trains are 
powered by electricity which can be generated from non-petroleum 
or petroleum-fueled sources; automobiles and airplanes currently 
require petroleum).” 

I040-4 
The Draft Program EIR/EIS does not assume “a complete HST 
system would be constructed and placed in operation as one 
complete project,” but analyzes the potential impacts of the 
proposed system. The system could be constructed and placed in 
operation incrementally.  The phasing of the HST system, however, 
is beyond the scope of this Program EIR/EIS.   Please also see 
standard response 10.1.7. 

I040-5 and -12 
Please see standard response 6.23.1.  Please also see standard 
response 2.36.1.  

The conceptual operating plan for the HST system is described in 
Section 2.6.2 Conceptual Service Plan of the Draft Program EIR/EIS.  
This plan is described in more detail in the Authority’s June 2000 
Business Plan, and the ridership and revenue and corridor evaluation 
technical reports that support the Business Plan.  Ridership and 
revenue for the Palmdale (Antelope Valley) to Los Angeles market 
are not included in the intercity ridership forecasts since these are 
trips within the Los Angeles region.  A study of potential long-
distance commuters using the HST service was also done as part of 
the ridership and revenue investigations by the Authority.  It was 
assumed that service for long-distance commuters would largely be 
provided on the local and suburban express trains serving the 
intercity market.  These forecasts were included in the Draft 
Program EIR/EIS analysis and referenced in the Draft Program 
EIR/EIS (see page 2-7). 

I040-6 
Double-tracking of the alignment through San Clemente (either at 
grade or in a short or long trench and cover tunnel) was considered 
but rejected from further consideration.  Simple at-grade double-
tracking was considered early in the development of alternatives, but 
rejected since introducing extensive sections of double-track in this 
area of high pedestrian traffic would greatly increase safety risks—
without providing a significant expansion of the ability for 
pedestrians to safely cross over or under the tracks.  Therefore, an 
at-grade alignment along the beach segment was modified to 
provide for easier pedestrian access through a cut-and-cover trench 
in the Pier Bowl area, the area of highest pedestrian activity (along 
with new pedestrian underpasses to the south).  An additional cut-
and-cover trench concept was investigated along the entire 
beachfront segment.  These two potential options for non-electric 
conventional service improvements along the LOSSAN rail corridor 
were considered and rejected (Conventional Improvements 
Screening Report, May 16, 2003).  It was determined that “design 
options along the beach at San Clemente would have severe 
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construction impacts and would have high impacts on natural 
resources and major geological and soils constraints.” (Draft 
Program EIR/EIS, page 2-94). 

I040-7 
Acknowledged. 

I040-8 
In general, when the HST system is using existing rail 
alignment/right-of-way and is at grade/existing grade, slightly 
elevated/depressed, or in a trench; it has been assumed that all the 
tracks (including existing services not on the HST tracks) would have 
to be grade separated from all streets and this has been included in 
the cost estimates.  In the case where the HST system is on an 
aerial structure and is adjacent to or in existing rail rights-of-way it 
has not been assumed that the other tracks would be grade 
separated.  In these cases, the existing services could separately be 
elevated on an aerial structure or depressed in a trench subsequent 
to the implementation of the HST service.  This improvement would 
not be required as part of the implementation of the HST service and 
has not been included as part of the HST cost estimate.  However, 
exceptions to this general approach include the HST alignment 
segment from Sylmar to Los Angeles and Los Angeles.  For the 
majority of this corridor, it was assumed that all passenger services 
would be grade separated.  See Response AL061-15. 

Linear parks could be created as a potential mitigation measure 
through the use of of attractive landscaping.  Should the HST 
program move forward, subsequent project-specific environmental 
documentation would consider appropriate site-specific mitigation 
and landscaping. 

I040-9 
Such sound walls are considered in the Program EIR/EIS (see section 
3.4).  The Program EIR/EIS discusses a representative design for 
potential soundwalls; specific designs for individual locations would 
be considered in future project-level analyses. 

I040-10 
Please see standard response 6.3.1. 

I040-11 
Please see standard response 6.13.1, 6.14.1, and 6.15.4. 

I040-12 
Please see response I040-5 above. 

I040-13 
Please see standard response 6.27.1. 

I040-14 
Acknowledged.  The Authority has identified Los Angeles Union 
Station with a run-through configuration as the preferred alignment 
and HST station location for serving Los Angeles. 

I040-15 
Comparing the two alignments between Los Angeles and Pomona, 
the UPRR Riverside/Colton option provides for a much better 
connection to LAUS and to Northern California (since it connects to 
LAUS from the south), and it has been identified as the preferred 
alignment between Los Angeles and the Inland Empire.   

The UPRR Colton line enters LAUS from the north, requiring a 
direction reversal using LAUS as a stub-end station for trains 
traveling from the Inland Empire to northern California, increasing 
travel times between these markets by at least 10 min if LAUS is 
used as the HST station site for Los Angeles.  Between LAUS and 
March ARB, the options would have similar potential for 
environmental impacts.  The Riverside/Colton option would have the 
least potential costs, about $1.2 billion less than the Colton Line 
option.    

For the segment between Ontario and March ARB, the UPRR Colton 
Line (used by both the UPRR Riverside/Colton and UPRR Colton 
alignment options) provides considerably higher speeds/faster travel 
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times (6 min less between L.A. and San Diego) than the options to 
directly serve San Bernardino.  The direct link to San Bernardino is 
estimated to cost $700 million more (than either the Riverside/Colton 
option or the Colton option) and would not avoid or substantially 
reduce potential environmental impacts.    

The Authority has identified a multimodal HST station at Ontario 
Airport as the preferred station to serve San Bernardino County.   

The HST alignment option does not follow the Alameda Corridor East 
diversion to the existing overpass of Temple Avenue.  Instead, the 
HST alignment option remains along the UPRR Colton line and a new 
grade separation Temple Avenue is assumed for the impact analysis 
and capital cost estimate.  

I040-16 
Please see standard response 6.39.1.   

I040-17 
The Authority has identified the LOSSAN rail alignment as the 
preferred HST alignment between Los Angeles and Orange County. 
The LOSSAN alignment concept assumes four tracks and separation 
from freight between Los Angeles and Fullerton.  The electrified HST 
trains would need to share tracks (at reduced speeds) with non-
electric Metrolink commuter rail, Surfliner intercity service, and 
possibly freight (south of Fullerton).   

Shared-use improvements to the LOSSAN corridor would be 
considerably less costly (about $1.5 billion less) and would have 
considerably fewer environmental impacts than a new dedicated 
alignment along the UPRR Santa Ana line, but the travel times would 
be longer (27 min L.A. to Anaheim vs. 16 min L.A. to Anaheim for 
UPRR Santa Ana) and HST operations would be constrained 
(capacity constraints and scheduling constraints, which are 
estimated to limit operations to between 18-45 trains a day in each 
direction by sharing tracks on the LOSSAN alignment). 

Providing direct HST service to Orange County would also improve 
the safety, reliability, and performance of the regional commuter and 
Surfliner intercity service through the sharing of improved track 
infrastructure.  Moreover, environmental impacts would be 
minimized since this alignment utilizes the existing LOSSAN right-of-
way.  Noise impacts from existing rail operations may be reduced as 
a result of grade separations at existing grade crossings due to the 
elimination of horn noise and gate noise from existing rail services. 

The Authority promotes connectivity with rail transit systems such as 
the Green Line, but it is beyond the scope of this program EIR/EIS 
process and the powers of the Authority to plan for an extension of 
the Green Line to the potential Norwalk HST station.  The “optional 
trench” between Santa Ana and Orange will be investigated in more 
detail during project-specific studies should the HST proposal move 
forward. 

I040-18 
Please see standard response 6.41.1. 
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Comment Letter I041 
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Response to Comments of, Carmen C. Artese, April 27, 2004 (Letter I041) 

I041-1 
Acknowledged.
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Comment Letter I042 
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Response to Comments of, Vincent Correll, April 30, 2004 (Letter I042) 

I042-1 
Please see standard response 2.18.1. 

Please see standard response 6.23.1. 
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