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Response to Comments of Brian A. Schmidt, Committee for Green Foothills, August 31, 2004  
(Letter O053) 

O053-1 
See Standard Response 2.18.1. 
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Response to Comments of Michael Beck, San Diego Director, Endangered Habitats League, August 30, 2004  
(Letter O054) 

O054-1 
Section 2.6 of the Final Program EIR/EIS describes the overall HST 
system alternative.  Chapter 6A describes the preferred system of 
HST alignment and station options. 

O054-2 
Please see standard response 3.15.2 regarding level of detail 
regarding biological impacts.  The Co-lead agencies have and will 
continue to look for ways to first avoid adverse environmental 
impacts.  The identification and selection by the Co-lead agencies of 
the HST rather than the Modal Alternative would avoid significant 
impacts, as identified in the PEIR/S.  A number of HST alignments 
(e.g., through Henry Coe State Park and the Orestimba State 
Wilderness) have also been dropped from further consideration by 
the Authority, in large part due to anticipated adverse impacts from 
these alignments (e.g., HST alignments in the LOSSAN Corridor).  
Additional avoidance of impacts will be pursued in the more-detailed, 
Tier 2 evaluations of selected HST alignments and corridors (please 
see standard response 3.15.13).  For example, detailed HST 
alignments would be refined at the project level within the overall 
corridor alignment option identified in the through the program 
environmental process (please see standard response 3.15.6).  As 
discussed throughout this Final PEIR/S and to be consistent with 
both NEPA and CEQA, the Co-lead agencies must prepare complete 
NEPA and CEQA documentation for future Project level, Tier 2 
environmental reviews rather than just “limited reviews.”  Please see 
standard response 3.15.10 regarding use of MSCPs and MHCPs in 
the PEIR/S analyses. 

O054-3 
It is assumed that the HST alignment option would be developed in 
concert with other improvements within the I-15 corridor.  In most 
cases the corridor, as planned, would allow for the inclusion of the 
HST alignment.  As part of the PEIR/S process, only conceptual 
designs could be developed for all the alignment options.  The 
detailed analysis called for in this comment would be completed as 
part of the project-level, Tier 2 studies.  Please see Standard 
Response 3.15.13 regarding the two-step environmental process.  
Please also see standard response 10.1.7 in regards to project 
phasing. 
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Response to Comments of Anthony Holguin, President, Downtown Visalians and Alliance, August 30, 2004  
(Letter O055) 

O055-1 
Acknowledged.  Please see Standard Responses 6.15.4 and 6.21.1. 
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