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Response to Comments of Tony Scudellari, President, Glassel Park Improvement Association, August 26, 2004  
(Letter O030) 

O030-1 
Public outreach efforts, consistent with CEQA and NEPA were made 
for this programmatic document.  A description of the outreach 
efforts including a listing of the public meetings held as part of this 
program environmental process can be found in Chapters 8 (Public 
and Agency Involvement) and 9 (Organization, Agency and Business 
Outreach).  The Glassell Park Improvement Association will be added 
to the distribution list for future information and announcements 
regarding the project. All notices and information will be sent to: 

Tony Scudellari, President 
Glassell Park Improvement Association  
P.O. Box 65881 [verify – it was illegible on the comment letter] 
Los Angeles, California 90065 
 

The noticing of the availability of the Draft Program EIR/EIS was 
consistent with state and federal law.  Please refer to Chapters 8 and 
9 for a description of the noticing of the document. 

The Cornfield and Taylor Yard Properties are included and addressed 
in the Final Program EIR/EIS and would be subject to a detailed 4(f) 
analysis during project level environmental review.   The subsequent 
project level analysis will identify further avoidance and minimization 
measures, as well as identification of specific mitigation, if impacts 
cannot be avoided.  The Authority has identified the MTA/Metrolink 
alignment, which avoids Cornfield property, as the preferred 
alignment.  Between Burbank and Los Angeles Union Station, the 
MTA/Metrolink alignment refers to a relatively wide corridor within 
which alignment variations will be studied at the project level.  This 
alignment was selected, in part, because it would have fewer 
potential effects on both the Cornfield Property and the Taylor Yards. 

Please see standard response 6.24.2. 
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Response to Comments of Glenn D. Morris, Executive Director, Visalia Economic Development Corporation,  
August 18, 2004 (Letter O031) 

O031-1 
Acknowledged.  Please see standard response 6.15.4 and 6.21.1.  
Please also see standard response 2.35.1 in regards to maintenance 
facilities.  The HST system would be a completely grade separated 
system.  All alignment options investigated have been designed to 
be completely grade separated.  
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Response to Comments of Georgia Stigall, President, California Native Plant Society, August 23, 2004  
(Letter O032) 

 
O032-1 
Please see standard response 6.3.1 regarding the HST segment 
between the Bay Area and the Central Valley (Mt. Hamilton Range).  
The Authority and the FRA disagree with your conclusions regarding 
the adequacy of the program environmental documentation and the 
need to recirculate the Draft Program EIR/EIS. 

O032-2 
Data from the California Natural Diversity Data Base regarding plant 
species of concern was consulted and is reported in the Technical 
Evaluations for Biological Resources, which were conducted for each 
region to support the Draft PEIR/S.  These studies are available for 
review on the California High Speed Rail Authority website 
(http://www.cahighspeedrail.ca.gov/eir/regional_ 
studies/default.asp).  For example, the Bay Area to Merced Biological 
Resources Evaluation contains Table 8, which lists all of the special 
status plant species present along the project alignments and the 
acreage of habitat present along each alternative.  The appendix 
indicates that there is no geospatial data available from the 
California Native Plant Society or species-specific publications.  The 
Recovery Plan for Serpentine Soil Species of the San Francisco Bay 
Area has been reviewed, and although the document does contain 
maps of species occurrences, the level of detail of the mapping is 
general and is not in a GIS format.  Additional analysis of available 
information will be performed in the program-level studies of the 
northern mountain crossing (Bay Area to Central Valley Corridor) and 
analyses of site-specific impacts will be preformed as part of the 
anticipated project -level, tier 2 evaluations, and the data cited in the 
comment will be useful for these future environmental reviews. 

 

 
O032-3 
Please see standard response 3.15.2 regarding the level of detail 
used for this program-level EIR/Tier 1 EIS.  Standard response 
3.15.2 also discusses the anticipated future reviews of HST 
alignments between the Central Valley and the Bay Area.  The 
Authority has determined not to pursue further consideration of 
alignments passing through and under Henry Coe State Park and the 
Orestimaba State Wilderness.  Information referenced in this 
comment, e.g., the Nature Conservancy’s Mount Hamilton Project, 
will be further evaluated as part of future analysis.  The Co-lead 
agencies have met with the Nature Conservancy to continue 
discussions regarding its preservation efforts in the Diablo Range.  
The methodology used to analyze special status plants data is 
described in the Technical Evaluations for Biological Resources, 
which were conducted for each region and supported the Draft 
PEIR/S.  These studies are available for review on the California High 
Speed Rail Authority website (http://www.cahighspeedrail. 
ca.gov/eir/regional_studies/default.asp).  Please see standard 
response 3.15.10 regarding review of potential conflicts with the 
provisions of habitat conservation plans (HCP), natural community 
conservation plans (NCCP), or other approved local, regional, or 
state habitat conservation plans.  Please note that this PEIR/S has 
been prepared to support the identification of a system alternative 
(no project, modal, or HST), and the selection of HST corridor 
alignments for further study.  The Co-lead agencies acknowledge 
that the PEIR/S data does not detail site-specific impacts of HST 
alignment options, but consider the information provided is sufficient 
to make program level decisions.  The Co-lead agencies intend to 
rely upon the PEIR/S to eliminate certain alignment options from 
further study, including alignments that appeared to present more 
severe impacts to sensitive biological environments.  The types of 
analyses requested in this comment and data provided in it could be 
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used as part of more detailed future studies.  Please see standard 
response 3.15.13. 

O032-4 
Please note that the Co-lead agencies propose to continue and to 
supplement their evaluation of HST alignment options between the 
Central Valley and the San Francisco Bay Area before identifying a 
preferred alignment.  Please see standard response 3.15.2.  Further 
investigation has been recommended to identify a preferred 
alignment option within a broad corridor, which excludes alignment 
options through Henry Coe State Park and the Orestimaba State 
Wilderness.  The study should consider alignment options between 
(and including) the Pacheco Pass Corridor (SR-152) to the south and 
the Altamont Pass Corridor (I-580) to the north.  Please also see 
standard response 6.3.1.  This comment provides a large amount of 
data on native plants located within the Merced to Bay Area 
alignments evaluated in the PEIR/S.  This data will be used during 
the future review of alignments between the Central Valley and Bay 
Area. 

O032-5 
Please see response to Comment O032-4.  Information provided in 
this comment letter will be used in future analyses.  Please note that 
the Authority will not pursue alignment options passing through 
Henry Coe State Park and the Orestimaba State Wilderness. 

O032-6 
Please see response to Comment O032-4 and 5. 

O032-7 
Please see response to Comment O032-4 and 5. 
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