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L001-1

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-CUL-01.

The evaluation of Bakersfield High School conducted for this project, as provided the

Historic Property Survey Report (HPSR) provides a detailed history of the Bakersfield

High School campus, including campus use by Bakersfield College and the Bakersfield

Adult School (Authority and FRA 2011c). The California State Historic Preservation

Officer (SHPO) concurred with the evaluation of Bakersfield High School in February

2012, as presented in the technical documents for the Draft EIR/EIS (SHPO

2012). Details of the findings are available in the Historic Architectural Survey Report

(HASR) and the HPSR (Authority and FRA 2011b, 2011c).  The SHPO concurred that

Harvey Auditorium is individually eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic

Places (NRHP) and that none of the other buildings or structures on the Bakersfield

High School campus qualify for inclusion in the NRHP, either individually or as a

cohesive grouping, as required for historic districts. Harvey Auditorium is also eligible for

listing in the California Register of Historical Resources (CRHR) and is considered a

historical resource for the purposes of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). 

None of the other buildings of the high school campus are considered historical

resources under CEQA.

L001-2

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-CUL-01.

Comment noted.  The Historic Property Survey Report (HPSR) (Authority and FRA

2011c) includes an evaluation of the Bakersfield High School campus as a potential

district. The evaluation concluded that the campus as a whole does not meet the criteria

for listing in the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) or the California Register of

Historical Resources (CRHR) because  it does not meet the criteria for significance

within the broader context of state or county education, does not meet the criteria for

significance within the context of secondary education within the city, and has

undergone decades of changes that resulted in a substantial loss of integrity as a

district.  Not only was the campus changed by the addition and demolition of structures

over the years, but it also suffered a great deal of damage in the earthquakes of

1952. The subsequent construction and later modification of those buildings further

changed the campus. The post-earthquake construction did not attain historic

L001-2

significance on its own within the context of earthquake recovery efforts.

Harvey Auditorium was found eligible for listing in the NRHP and CRHR as an important

example of the work of local master architect, Charles Biggar, under Criteria C (NRHP)

and 3 (CRHR). These conclusions are substantiated by the analysis and supporting

documentation presented in the evaluation and reported in the HPSR (Authority and

FRA 2011c). Primary and secondary sources were used to document the history of the

school and the development of the campus, including material from the Bakersfield High

School Archive, historic aerial photography, historic architectural plans, and extensive

local and architectural press coverage, among many other sources. The citations and

full reference list were provided in the evaluation form. The California State Historic

Preservation Officer (SHPO) concurred with the findings of eligibility and non-eligibility in

February 2012, as presented in the technical documents for the Draft EIR/EIS (SHPO

2012). Details of the findings are available in the Historic Architectural Survey Report

(HASR) and the HPSR (Authority and FRA 2011b, 2011c). The SHPO concurred that

Harvey Auditorium is individually eligible for the National Register of Historic Places

(NRHP). The auditorium is considered a historical resource for the purposes of the

California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).  The SHPO also concurred that none of

the other buildings or structures on the Bakersfield High School campus qualified for

inclusion in the NRHP, either individually or as a cohesive grouping, as required for

historic districts. The resources that did not meet the eligibility criteria for listing in the

NRHP or CRHR are not considered historical resources under CEQA.
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L002-1

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-AVR-04.

L002-2

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-TR-02 and FB-Response-TR-01.

L002-3

The Authority is working with the City of Fresno to integrate Veteran's Boulevard

improvements with the HST improvements.

L002-4

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-SO-03, FB-

Response-SO-05.

For information on the HST operation-related property and sales tax revenue effects,

see the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS, Volume I, Section 3.12, Impact SO #3,

Impact SO #4, and Impact SO #13. In this document the intensity of the effect is

described as negligible for all alternatives because the economic impact is measurable

but would not be perceptible to community residents.

The Authority has been and is working in conjunction with the City of Fresno and County

of Fresno to develop resources to assist affected businesses and to mitigate any

potential impacts on city and county staff and resources for the increased permitting

needs of those businesses. The Authority has committed to maintaining a “permit

bureau” to help businesses overcome the regulatory disruptions caused by the project.

L002-5

After further engineering and discussions with Fresno, the trench option was found to be

considerably more costly without providing the intended benefits. Trenching the HST

alone would not provide desired benefit to Fresno. Although trenching both HST and

UPRR would be possible, it would be even more costly, and critical spur lines would be

overly constrained and impractical. Additionally, this option would require a longer

construction period, which would not meet the Federal American Recovery and

Reinvestment Act funding requirements. Through cooperative discussions, the Authority

L002-5

and Fresno reached agreement on an at-grade profile with some areas of the profile

lowered where possible.

L002-6

The location referenced in your letter, Roeding Park and Chaffee Zoo, lies within the

project footprint for the Merced to Fresno Section of the HST project, which adjoins the

Fresno to Bakersfield Section in the city of Fresno. The Final EIR/EIS for the Merced to

Fresno Section was issued in April 2012; the construction and project impacts on

Roeding Park and the Chaffee Zoo are discussed in Section 3.15.5.3, Parks and

Recreation.
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L003-1

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-TR-01.

L003-2

While this comment appears to be in reference to the Merced to Fresno EIR/EIS, which

received a Record of Decision by the FRA in September 2012, concerns about the

potential for hazardous materials and wastes in proximity to schools are addressed in

Section 3.10 of the Fresno to Bakersfield Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS, and

specific mitigation is listed in HMW#4.

L003-3

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-05.

The number of potential residential and business displacements in Fresno is provided in

the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS, Volume I, Section 3.12, Impact SO #10 and

Impact SO #11. For information on the impacts on school districts, see Volume II,

Appendix, Section 3.12-B. As described in the residential displacement analysis, a

suitable amount of vacant replacement housing is available in the vicinity of all

anticipated displacements, and students would likely have the opportunity to remain in

their current school districts; therefore, any effect on school district funding would be

small.
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L004-12

L004-13

L004-14

L004-15

L004-16

L004-17

L004-18

L004-18

L004-19

L004-20

L004-21

L004-22

L004-23

L004-24

L004-25

L004-26

L004-27

L004-28

Submission L004 (Ronald Brummett, Kern Council of Governments, October 14, 2011) - Continued

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Fresno to Bakersfield Section Vol. IV Response to Comments from Local Agencies Post Comment Period

Page 32-11



L004-29

L004-30

L004-31

L004-32
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L004-1

The text of the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS has been revised in response to your

comment about Table 2-10 in Chapter 2, Alternatives.

L004-2

The relevant figures have been revised in the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS to

correct the spelling of Famoso Woody Road in Kern County.

L004-3

In response to your comment, the text of the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS has

been revised in Chapter 2, Alternatives, Section 2.4.1.

L004-4

In response to your comment, the text of the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS has

been revised in Chapter 2, Alternatives, Section 2.4.1.

L004-5

Please refer to Appendix 2-A of the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS, which lists road

crossings for the Fresno to Bakersfield alternatives revised as a result of continuing

project design.

L004-6

The Kern Council of Governments-Shafter East HMF Site would serve the Wasco-

Shafter Bypass Alternative and not the BNSF Alternative. The Kern Council of

Governments-Shafter West HMF Site would serve all of the alternatives except the

Wasco-Shafter Bypass Alternative. Text in Chapter 2, Table 2-15 is correct.

L004-7

The reference to “Benef buses” was an error; the section has been revised in the

Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS.

L004-8

The HST will not preclude future or impede existing intracity and intercity bus routes.

The Authority and FRA have also provided planning grants for cities that could have an

L004-8

HST station to assist them in planning for the integration of transit service with the high-

speed rail and to update land use plans in the areas surrounding the stations.

L004-9

In the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS, the text has been revised to state that Golden

Empire Transit is an independent entity from the City of Bakersfield.

L004-10

In the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS, the reference has been revised to "Golden

Empire Transit District 2012."

L004-11

The HST will not preclude the future development of the Kern County Bicycle Plan.

L004-12

In the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS, the analysis of Conventional Passenger Rail

added language addressing increased ridership on the San Joaquin Amtrak Route.

L004-13

The naming convention of "Orange Belt Trailways" has been corrected in the Final

EIR/EIS.

L004-14

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-01, FB-Response-TR-01.

L004-15

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-01.

Mitigation measures for Existing and Existing Plus Project conditions impacts within the

Bakersfield Station alternatives are discussed in Section 3.2.7 of the Revised

DEIR/Supplemental DEIS and are summarized in Tables 3.2-50 and 51.
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L004-16

Providing local bus feeder service is not in the project's scope; however, the Authority

will work with the City of Bakersfield and Kern County to integrate regional/intercity bus

system service into the Bakersfield Station.

L004-17

The discussion of Bakersfield area freight impacts has been revised in the Revised

DIER/Supplemental DEIS.

L004-18

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-TR-01.

Please refer to design features #8 and #11 in Section 3.2.6 of the Revised

DEIR/Supplemental DEIS.

L004-19

Text has been revised in Section 3.3.5 of the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS.

L004-20

The Fresno to Bakersfield Section of the HST project is not subject to the transportation

conformity rule.  However, if the project requires future actions that meet the definition of

a project element subject to transportation conformity, additional determinations and

associated analysis will be completed as may be required.

L004-21

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-AQ-05.

Mitigation measures were refined in the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS as a result of

continuing project design, comments received on the Draft EIR/EIS, and additional

consultation with public agencies. Accordingly, appropriate mitigation will be included in

the Final EIR/EIS and will also be included in FRA’s Record of Decision, which will

require the Authority to comply with all mitigation measures as the project advances

through final design and construction.

L004-22

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-AQ-05.

Mitigation measures were refined in the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS as a result of

continuing project design, comments received on the Draft EIR/EIS, and additional

consultation with public agencies. Accordingly, appropriate mitigation will be included in

the Final EIR/EIS and will also be included in FRA’s Record of Decision, which will

require the Authority to comply with all mitigation measures as the project advances

through final design and construction.

L004-23

The HMF site for the Fresno to Bakersfield Section of the HST will not be selected as

part of an action by the Authority board. A decision on the HMF location will be made

following certification of the San Jose to Merced Section Final EIR/EIS. Potential

impacts on sensitive receivers will be a consideration in the future selection of the HMF

site. A key consideration will be the distance from the HMF site to sensitive receivers.

Potential effects of the HMF on children's health are discussed in Appendix 3.12-C,

Children's Health and Safety Risk Assessment.

As discussed in Section 2.2.9.2, the future HMF will occupy approximately 154 acres.

The property boundaries of each of the alternative HMF sites are larger than the

acreage needed for the actual facility due to the unique site characteristics and

constraints of each location. Because the actual site of the HMF within the identified

larger parcels has not been determined, an analysis of impacts on sensitive receivers

would be premature at this time. Once the HMF site has been selected, a Health Risk

Assessment (HRA) would be conducted to address potential health impacts on the

surrounding community. Mitigation Measure AQ-6 requires either the implementation of

means to reduce emissions from the HMF, including the use of non-diesel machinery

that will reduce toxic air contaminant emissions, or requires the establishment of a buffer

area between emitters and sensitive receivers. Implementation of Mitigation Measure

AQ-7 will reduce the impacts of stationary emission sources.

L004-24

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-15.
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L004-24

The Authority has not identified a preferred HMF site at this time. This decision will be

made as part of the San Jose to Merced Section EIR/EIS document because selection

of the HMF is highly dependent on the selection of the wye.

Once the HMF site is selected, additional comparative study, design, and review may be

necessary. If the Wasco-Shafter HMF sites are selected, additional mitigation measures

might be selected at that time.

L004-25

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-AQ-05.

Mitigation measures were refined in the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS as a result of

continuing project design, comments received on the Draft EIR/EIS, and additional

consultation with public agencies. Accordingly, appropriate mitigation will be included in

the Final EIR/EIS and will also be included in FRA’s Record of Decision, which will

require the Authority to comply with all mitigation measures as the project advances

through final design and construction.

L004-26

The term NOA (naturally occurring asbestos) has been defined in Section 3.3.4.6 of the

Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS.

L004-27

The term "Mobile Source Air Toxics" is followed by the acronym MSAT in Section

3.3.2.1 of the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS.

L004-28

The floodplain at the Shafter HMF sites is a small local depression, smaller than the

HMF facility,  that is not associated with a water body with concentrated flow. The

floodplain boundary is located within the proposed HMF sites. In Figure 3.8-2 in the

Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS, the graphic that indicates the HMF location is

overlaying the small floodplain.

L004-29

The Final EIS/EIR has been revised to indicate that the Shafter East HMF is within the

city limits and within the city's municipal water service area and the Shafter West HMF is

outside of the city's municipal water service area but within the planning area.

L004-30

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-AG-02.

See Volume I, Section 3.14, Impact AG#5, for more information on effects on

agricultural land from parcel severance.

L004-31

Section 3.13, Station Planning, Land Use, and Development, of the Final EIR/EIS has

been revised to reflect that the Shafter East HMF site is located on land that is zoned

entirely industrial.

L004-32

The discussion of the regional transportation plan for Kern County was updated in the

Final EIR/EIS with reference to the Kern Council of Governments' 2011 Regional

Transportation Plan (KCOG 2010).

L004-33

Kern County's annual average growth rate is presented in the document for both the

population growth rate and the housing unit growth rate. The data come from different

sources and different years.

L004-34

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-15.

As stated in Chapter 2, Alternatives, of the EIR/EIS for the Fresno to Bakersfield

Section, the heavy maintenance facility (HMF) site will cover approximately 154 acres.

As shown in Table 3.14-7 of the EIR/EIS, the alternative HMF sites in the Fresno to

Bakersfield Section range in size from about 420 to 590 acres. Table 3.14-7 also shows
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L004-34

the amount of Important Farmland in each of those alternative HMF study sites. The

HMF would be located somewhere within the study sites, but the exact location is not

known at this time. As indicated in Table 3.14-7, the amount of Important Farmland

contained within the alternative HMF study sites ranges from 67% of the

Fresno Works–Fresno HMF Site to essentially 100% of the Kern Council of

Governments–Shafter HMF Site. Therefore, it is likely that locating the HMF at any of

these sites would impact about 154 acres of Important Farmland. Maps showing the

locations of the HMF study sites are provided throughout the EIR/EIS, including Section

3.14, Agricultural Lands, and in Appendix 3.1-A, Parcels within HST Footprint.

L004-35

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-15.

As stated in Chapter 2, Alternatives, of the EIR/EIS for the Fresno to Bakersfield

Section, the heavy maintenance facility (HMF) site will cover approximately 154 acres.

As shown in Table 3.14-7 of the EIR/EIS, the alternative HMF sites in the Fresno to

Bakersfield Section range in size from about 420 to 590 acres. Table 3.14-7 also shows

the amount of Important Farmland in each of those alternative HMF study sites. The

HMF would be located somewhere within the study sites, but the exact location is not

known at this time. As indicated in Table 3.14-7, the amount of Important Farmland

contained within the alternative HMF study sites ranges from 67% of the Fresno

Works–Fresno HMF Site to essentially 100% of the Kern Council of

Governments–Shafter HMF Site. Therefore, it is likely that locating the HMF at any of

these sites would impact about 154 acres of Important Farmland. Maps showing the

locations of the HMF site alternatives are provided throughout the EIR/EIS, including

Section 3.14, Agricultural Lands, and Appendix 3.1-A, Parcels within HST Footprint.

L004-36

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-15.

The HMF site will be about 150 acres in size; however, the exact location has not yet

been determined, and therefore all acres designated as a potential HMF were analyzed

in order to present a complete agricultural land assessment.

L004-37

The project description does not include any ancillary manufacturing facilities; therefore,

they are not included in the project analysis. The Authority will note the request for

consideration of this suggestion.

L004-38

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-15.

L004-39

Section 3.13, Station Planning, Land Use, and Development, of the Draft EIR/EIS states

that there are four houses within the 480 acres of available land that constitute the

proposed Shafter West HMF site. At this time it has not yet been determined which 154

acres within the 480 acres would be used for the HMF site.

L004-40

At this time it has not yet been determined which 154 acres within the 480 acres would

be used for the HMF site.

L004-41

At this time it has not yet been determined which 154 acres within the 480 acres would

be used for the HMF site.

L004-42

The Summary of the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS has been revised to remove this

discussion. A screening-level health risk assessment was conducted for the school that

is 0.25 mile from the Kern Council of Governments–Wasco HMF Site. This analysis

indicated that there could be impacts to that school. However, a more detailed analysis

that would follow additional design of the HMF may find that there would be no

significant health risks to the school.

L004-43

The Authority and FRA have refined the definition of "other" in the 3.13-3 Impacts Table

in the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS as a result of continuing project design,
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L004-43

comments received on the Draft EIR/EIS, and additional consultation with public

agencies. The refined definitions are used in Section 3.13, Station Planning, Land Use,

and Development.
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L005-1

L005-2

L005-3
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L005-13

L005-14
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L005-16

L005-17
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L005-20
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L005-23
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L005-1

The Authority believes that the map book provided as Appendix 3.1-A of the EIR/EIS

and maps provided at the public workshops have provided the public with the type of

information that they could use to identify whether an alternative would directly impact

their property.

L005-2

The methodology and detailed emission air quality estimates are available in the Air

Quality Technical Report (Authority and FRA 2012e), as part of the Revised

DEIR/Supplemental DEIS. The Air Quality Technical Report is available on the

California High-Speed Train Authority's website.

L005-3

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-24.

The boarding volumes cited are the largest reasonable forecast to allow for conservative

evaluation of potential impacts in the environmental review.  The scenario assumes the

full 800-mile high-speed rail system is built, including service to San Diego and

Sacramento as well as to the Los Angeles Basin and the Bay Area. It also assumes the

lower HST fare scenario referred to as “50% of air fare,” and that the full system would

be in place in 2035. The details of these assumptions and the background of the

forecasts can be found at the Authority's website. As a perspective on the magnitude of

the forecast, HST boardings at Bakersfield represent about 6% of all trips from Kern

County to other parts of the state forecast to be made in 2030 (Source: PB calculation

from 2009-2010 Deliverables CS Run 01Y... for Full System 2030). 

The Revised 2012 Business Plan (Authority 2012a) presents a medium-case forecast

with phased construction and opening of service that shows about 650 passengers

boarding per day at Bakersfield in 2022 (the first year of the Initial Operation Segment),

growing to 3,600 boardings per day in 2035 for the Blended Phase 1 service.  For detail

on these forecasts, see the Revised 2012 Business Plan and supporting documents at

the Authority's website.

Further discussion of the different forecasts for the project can be found in Standard

Response FB-Response-GENERAL-24.

L005-4

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-TR-01.

All roads that cross the alignment were evaluated for average daily traffic, and roads

that serve high volumes of traffic or are otherwise important routes were considered for

overcrossings. Roads proposed to be closed are those estimated to have volumes fewer

than 500 vehicles per day, with crossings available on alternative detour routes that

would add 1 mile or less in out-of-direction travel to a trip. These crossings, requiring

considerable investment in structures at each location, are intended to offset or minimize

the disruption of traffic overall. Impacts from each individual road closure would be an

inconvenience but would not restrict continued access, and impacts were therefore

determined to be less than significant based on the continued availability of access. 

All road crossings, whether proposed to remain open or closed, are listed in Chapter 2,

Appendix A, Road Crossings.

L005-5

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-TR-01.

L005-6

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-TR-01.

L005-7

The validated 2006 and projected 2035 vehicle miles traveled (VMT) numbers for Kern

County are taken from the Final Conformity Analysis for the 2011 Federal Transportation

Improvement Program and 2011 Regional Transportation Plan, published by the Kern

Council of Governments (Kern COG) on July 15, 2010 (Kern COG 2010). The validated

2006 base year estimate is found on page 27 of the analysis; the projected 2035

estimate is found in Table 2-2. No VMT annual growth rate is included in Table 1-3 of

the EIR/EIS because none is available from the cited Kern COG report.
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L005-8

The California Department of Finance and Woods and Poole Economics, Inc. provided

the Kern County Year 2010 and 2035 Population and Employment estimates, as cited in

Table 2-4 of Chapter 2 of the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS.

L005-9

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-TR-01.

L005-10

The Bakersfield Station analysis was based on a study area of intersections and

roadway segments located within a sphere of influence that was determined in

consultation with City of Bakersfield staff. Within the study area as a whole, the a.m. and

p.m. commute times would be the peak travel times within the intersections and

roadway segments of the station study area.

L005-11

In the Final EIR/EIS, Table 3.2-10 shows that Int# 41 operates at level of service (LOS)

C, Int# 46 operates at LOS C, and Int# 47 operates at LOS F in the a.m., and Int# 41

operates at LOS F, Int# 46 operates at LOS E, and Int# 47 operates at LOS E in the

p.m.

L005-12

The Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS has been amended to refer to the Golden

Empire Transit District as an independent entity.

L005-13

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-TR-02.

All roads that cross the alignment were evaluated for average daily traffic, and roads

that serve high volumes of traffic or are otherwise important routes were considered for

overcrossings, whether they were in a "rural" area or not. Roads with volumes under

500 vehicles per day were considered for closure because the vehicles could use other

crossings on alternative detour routes that would add 1 mile or less in out-of-direction

L005-13

travel or less to a trip. This change would be an inconvenience but would not restrict

continued access.

L005-14

Any roadway repairs or improvements will be constructed in accordance to Caltrans or

Kern County requirements and policy (if applicable).

L005-15

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-02.

L005-16

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-02.

L005-17

The Authority and FRA revised the naming convention and area for the Kern County

General Plan (Kern County Planning Department 2009) and the Metropolitan Bakersfield

General Plan (City of Bakersfield and Kern County 2007) in the Revised

DEIR/Supplemental DEIS as a result of continuing project design, comments received

on the Draft EIR/EIS, and additional consultation with public agencies. The correct

terminology is used in Section 3.13, Station Planning, Land Use and Development, of

the Final EIR/EIS.

L005-18

The Authority and FRA have refined the definition and understanding of the San Joaquin

Valley Blueprint in the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS as a result of continuing

project design, comments received on the Draft EIR/EIS, and additional consultation

with public agencies. The correct terminology is used in Section 3.13, Station Planning,

Land Use, and Development, of the Final EIR/EIS.

L005-19

In accordance with the CEQA law, oral and written comments received at the public

hearing held on certification of the Final EIR/EIS will be taken into consideration in

making a decision on the project.
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L005-20

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-02, FB-Response-GENERAL-25.

L005-21

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-16.

L005-22

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-17.

This comment assumes a rule that a lead agency must define its project based on

available funding. CEQA includes no such rule, and courts cannot impose procedural or

substantive requirements beyond those explicitly stated in the statute or Guidelines

(Pub. Res. Code §21083.1). Such a rule would force lead agencies to redefine their

projects every time funding changes, a result in direct conflict with the "rule of reason"

that governs EIRs (Laurel Heights Improvement Assn. v. UC Regents (1988) 47 Ca1.3d

376, 406-407).

The conceptual HST cost estimates prepared for each of the study alternatives were

developed by utilizing recent bid data from large transportation projects in the western

United States and by developing specific, bottom-up unit pricing to reflect common high-

speed rail elements and construction methods with an adjustment for Central Valley

labor and material costs. All material quantities are estimated based on a 15% level of

design for the Fresno to Bakersfield Section. This level of design has generally defined

at-grade or elevated profiles, structure types, placement of retaining walls, and earth fill.

HST stations are still conceptual, but roadway and utility relocations have been

identified, and power substations have been sized and located.

The costs include the total effort and materials to construct the Fresno to Bakersfield

Section, including modifications to roadways required to accommodate HST grade-

separated guideways. It should be noted that the capital cost estimate reflects only HST-

related infrastructure improvements and does not include costs associated with the No

Project Alternative.

Right-of-way costs were estimated based on the 15% design and are provided in the

L005-22

Fresno to Bakersfield Section Preliminary Right-of-Way Requirements Report (Authority

2012b). However, as the design of the project evolves, the right-of-way limits will be

reassessed to reflect refined property acquisition needs. As a result, property acquisition

costs are estimated in broad categories (i.e., urban, suburban, and rural, and by density

level) rather than relying on a parcel-by-parcel assessment at this phase of project

development. Right-of-way costs include the estimated cost to acquire properties

needed for the future HST right-of-way, but do not include costs associated with

temporary easements for construction that are assumed to be part of allocated

contingencies added to right-of-way acquisition costs.

The California voters elected to pass Proposition 1A to fund the California HST System.

L005-23

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-27.

Since issuing the Draft EIR/EIS, the Authority has held 16 public meetings throughout

the southern San Joaquin Valley to assist the public in identifying specific locations of

project facilities relative to property boundaries. The Draft EIR/EIS and Revised

DEIR/Supplemental DEIS also contains a map book showing permanent and temporary

project impacts relative to parcel boundaries. That information is also available on the

Authority website and has been provided on a CD to anyone who has requested it. This

information has provided the public ample opportunity to identify properties that could be

affected by project alternatives.
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L006-1

Kern County Water Agency is listed as a service provider in both Table 3.6-3 and Table

3.8-3 of the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS. Refer to Section 3.6 and Section 3.8 of

the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS for additional information.

L006-2

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-HWR-01, FB-Response-PU&E-03.

The Authority is actively assimilating information on existing and planned utilities. The

design presented in the Draft EIR/EIS is preliminary (15% to 30% complete). The

Authority will coordinate with water districts to refine this information, identifying and

evaluating all known facilities within the footprint during future design phases.  The

Authority intends to consider water supply infrastructure in the design and placement of

HST facilities.  In Section 3.6, Public Utilities and Energy, of the Revised

DEIR/Supplemental DEIS, Table 3.6-3 lists Kern County Water Agency as one of the

service providers (also see Section 3.8, Hydrology and Water Resources, Table 3.8-3).

L006-3

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-HWR-01, FB-Response-PU&E-03.

The Authority is actively assimilating information on existing and planned utilities. The

design presented in the Draft EIR/EIS is preliminary (15% to 30% complete). The

Authority will coordinate with water districts to refine this information, identifying and

evaluating all known facilities within the footprint during future design phases.  The

Authority intends to consider the design and placement of the canal crossings and

pumping plants in the placement of HST facilities.  The resolution of conflicts with

utilities would be conducted in such a way that loss of water supplies would not occur. 

L006-4

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-01, FB-Response-HWR-01.

The entire HST project has been analyzed in preceding environmental review

documents. As noted in FB-Response-GENERAL-01, the Revised DEIR/Supplemental

DEIS Summary describes the tiered environmental review process used by the Authority

L006-4

and the FRA, indicating that the 2005 program EIR/EIS (Authority and FRA 2005)

provided a first-tier analysis of the general effects of implementing the system across

two-thirds of the state, while the 2008 program EIR/EIS (Authority and FRA 2008)  and

the 2010 Revised Program EIR/EIS  (Authority and FRA 2010a) focus on connecting the

Central Valley portion of the system to the San Francisco Bay area portion of the system

(see EIR/EIS, Summary, Section S.2). Chapter 2 of the Revised DEIR/Supplemental

DEIS discusses the background of the HST project and notes that the previously

prepared Tier 1 documents provided a programmatic analysis of the proposed system

and the environmental impacts of HST implementation. This project Revised

DEIR/Supplemental DEIS has been prepared in the context of the previous, broader

analysis, but provides more detailed analysis about the potential impacts, both beneficial

and adverse, in the Fresno to Bakersfield Section.

Both CEQA and NEPA provide agencies with some discretion to fashion an

environmental process as appropriate for the actions or projects they are considering.

Program or first-tier EIRs/EISs are deliberately focused on the “big picture” impacts of

proposed actions and the broad policy choices related to such actions. To avoid

repetition and to help focus the document on issues ripe for decision, a lead agency may

tier its environmental documents so that later program or second-tier EIRs/EISs

incorporate and build upon the analysis and decisions made at the program level. A first-

tier EIR/EIS may therefore be limited to the analytical information needed to make a

general decision, with detailed analysis of potential impacts of a more specific decision

to follow when a second-tier EIR/EIS is prepared.
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L007-1

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-02, FB-Response-GENERAL-10.

L007-2

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-04.

Also see Volume I, Section 3.12, Impact SO#16, for economic impacts on agriculture.

L007-3

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-26.

The Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS was circulated for 90 days. Much of the

information contained in the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS was the same as in the

Draft EIR/EIS. Where additional information was added or text changed, it was

highlighted to assist the reviewer by reducing the time required to find this new text or

text changes.

L007-4

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-26.

As stated in the Preface to the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS, the Authority decided

to reintroduce alignment alternatives west of Hanford, based on substantive comments

received during the public and agency review of the Draft EIR/EIS. In response to

concerns raised by stakeholders in metropolitan Bakersfield, the Authority and FRA also

decided to evaluate another alternative in Bakersfield (Bakersfield Hybrid Alternative)

that would minimize impacts on residential and community facilities. The Authority and

FRA determined that the introduction of these new alternatives and refinements being

considered for existing Fresno to Bakersfield route alternatives required publication of

this Revised DEIR and Supplemental DEIS in compliance with the California

Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA).

L007-5

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-07.

L007-6

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-02.

L007-7

The Authority has met with Kings County officials on many occasions throughout the

environmental review process for the project and is always willing to work with the

County to deliver a viable project. The Authority has met and exceeded its responsibility

under CEQA and NEPA to inform the County and seek its input on the

project. Coordination is not equivalent to essentially delegating to the County veto power

over the project. The Authority is responsible under law for carrying forward the

HST project and making the decisions necessary to implement the project. The Authority

cannot delegate that responsibility to the County.
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L008-1

L008-2

L008-3

L008-4
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L008-1

The Authority and FRA recognize the concerns of Kings County representatives and

community members, and we wish to maintain an open dialogue about the project. The

Authority welcomes the opportunity to meet with landowners and stakeholders. Project-

level information has been shared at public meetings; made available at the Kings

County project office; and provided through mailings, e-mail communication, outreach

materials, and on the Internet.

L008-2

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-LU-03.

Because the HST project is a state project, consistency with local plans and policies is

not required by law. Nonetheless, in order to comply with the principles set out in

Proposition 1A, the HST project has been designed to minimize conflicts and to be

compatible with future and planned use to the extent possible.

L008-3

The Authority and FRA recognize the concerns of Kings County representatives and

community members, and we wish to maintain an open dialogue about the project. The

Authority welcomes the opportunity to meet with landowners and stakeholders. Project-

level information has been shared at public meetings; made available at the Kings

County project office; and provided through mailings, e-mail communication, outreach

materials, and on the Internet.

L008-4

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-01.

The HST project is an undertaking of the Authority and FRA in their capacities as state

and federal agencies. As such, it is not required to be consistent with local plans.

However, the HST project’s consistency with local plans is described by alternative in

the Draft EIR/EIS and the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS in order to provide a

context for the project.

L008-5

Proposition 1A Division 3 of the Streets and Highways Code, Section 9, Chapter 20,

Section 2074.09 states, “The high-speed train system to be constructed pursuant to this

chapter shall be designed to achieve the following characteristics: (a) electric trains that

are capable of sustained maximum revenue operating speeds of no less than 200 miles

per hour….” Section 1.2.2 of the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS, “Purpose of the

Fresno Bakersfield HST Project,” states that the purpose of the project is to provide

electric high-speed train service. This statement is consistent with Section 2074.09(a).

Use of the rail infrastructure by conventional trains is part of a phased implementation

system that leads to the operation of electric high-speed trains. The reasons for the

phased implementation system for achieving Section 2704 (Proposition 1A) is

thoroughly described in Section 1.6, “Revised 2012 Business Plan,” beginning on page

1-30 and ending on page 1-33 of the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS.

L008-6

Neither the HST System nor the Fresno to Bakersfield Section are being proposed for

the purpose of installing a train line for Amtrak. The high-speed train (HST) will operate

separately from Amtrak. At the same time, as discussed in Chapter 2 of the Revised

2012 Business Plan (Authority 2012a), when the HST track is completed in 2017, it

would be available for interim use by Amtrak trains until HST operations begin.

The decision over the continued operation of Amtrak service on the San Joaquin line is

outside the authority of the Authority or the Federal Railroad Administration. However,

as described in Chapter 3, Section 3.2, of the Draft EIR/EIS, and Chapter 6, Section

6.5.1.5 in the Transportation Analysis Technical Report (Authority and FRA, 2012) it is

assumed that the Amtrak San Joaquin rail service may be adjusted to function as a

feeder service to the HST System. Since the San Joaquin stops at more stations, it is

assumed it would continue service all the way to Bakersfield and, as a feeder service to

the Phase 1 HST system, the San Joaquin would become increasingly important in its

support of new riders.

The Authority and FRA are not proposing a "train to nowhere." The Central Valley

sections are simply the first two in a series of sections that will make up the full HST

system. The size of this project precludes building it all at once. Simply put, it must begin

somewhere.
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L008-6

The Revised Draft 2012 Business Plan lays out a feasible program for developing the

HST blended system in functional phases. Phased implementation of the system will

allow flexibility within the program should there be gaps in funding availability. For

example, the completion of the IOS offers a discrete milestone. Should further funding

not be available for the IOS, the "independent utility" provisions of the federal ARRA

grant agreement would allow the IOS to be used to operate an Amtrak San Joaquin

service while preserving the facility for further development in the future. This would

occur only as a contingency, and is not a part of the HST project.

The No-Project Alternative does not assume that the HST System will be built in the

future. Instead, it reflects projections of what is reasonably expected to occur in the

absence of an HST system.

The purpose and need for the HST System is detailed in Section 1.2 of the EIR/EIS. The

key statement of purpose is "to provide a reliable high-speed electric-powered train

system that links the major metropolitan areas of the state, and that delivers predictable

and consistent travel times." The purpose does not include "to build 800 miles of track

for $33 billion," as stated in the comment. The HST system's purpose and need is a

fundamental part of the design of the Fresno to Bakersfield Section.

The Revised 2012 Business Plan describes the HST System's place in California

transportation network and its estimated cost, including updated interest and contigency

costs. Chapter 2 of the Revised 2012 Business Plan describes a reasonable, phased

approach to long-term financing of the HST System. Funding is now available for the

Fresno to Bakersfield Section through a combination of state and federal money.

The HST System was approved by the Authority in 2005 pursuant to its statutory

authority under California Public Utilities Code § 185000. That decision was based on

the 2005 Program EIR/EIS for the system as a whole. The Fresno to Bakersfield Section

is a component of the larger system and the present EIR/EIS examines the potential

impacts of that section. The CHSRA will weigh the costs and benefits of the project

alternatives when selecting the Fresno to Bakersfield alternative alignment that is to be

constructed. This will include the environmental and economic costs of the project, as

L008-6

well as its environmental benefits (i.e., reduction in traffic, long-term air

quality improvement, and others).

L008-7

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-01, FB-Response-GENERAL-02,

FB-Response-GENERAL-16.
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Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-08, FB-Response-LU-03.

Project consistency with the 2035 Kings County General Plan policies (Kings County

Board of Supervisors 2010a) is discussed in Section 3.13.2.4, Consistency with Local

and Regional Plans; Section 3.13.5.3, High-Speed Train Alternatives; and Appendix

3.13-A, Land Use Plans, Goals, and Policies, Attachment 1. Because the HST project is

a state project, consistency with local plans and policies is not required by law.

Nonetheless, to comply with the principles set out in Proposition 1A, the HST System

has been designed to minimize conflicts and to be compatible with future and planned

uses to the extent possible. Accordingly, the analysis includes a review of the goals and

policies of the local land use plans and other plans. However, because the project is a

state and federal project, the project is not required to comply with local and regional

plans, and potential conflicts are not treated as environmental impacts.

L009-2

The environmental impact analysis compares the change from the existing conditions at

the time of the Notice of Preparation to the changes that would occur during project

construction, opening year, and in the future. The environmental impact analysis also

compares the No Project Alternative to the project alternatives.

L009-3

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-13.

L009-4

The Authority and FRA recognize the concerns of Kings County representatives and

community members, and we wish to maintain an open dialogue about the project. The

Authority welcomes the opportunity to meet with landowners and stakeholders. Project-

level information has been shared at public meetings; made available at the Kings

County project office; and provided through mailings, e-mail communication, outreach

materials, and on the Internet.

L009-5

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-05, FB-Response-SO-07.

L009-5

The current demographics and economic conditions of Kings County in relation to the

other three counties were considered in all analyses, and these conditions are

highlighted in the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS, Volume I, Section 3.12.4, and in

the Community Impact Assessment Technical Report, Section 4 and Appendix B. See

Volume 1, Section 3.12, Impact SO #6 and Impact SO #18, as well as Sections 4.3 and

5.3 in the Community Impact Assessment Technical Report, for information on the

Environmental Justice analysis and methodology.

L009-6

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-08, FB-Response-GENERAL-16,

FB-Response-LU-03.

Because the HST Project is a state project, consistency with local plans and policies is

not required by law. Nonetheless, in order to comply with the principles set out in

Proposition 1A, the HST Project has been designed to minimize conflicts and to be

compatible with future and planned use to the extent possible. Accordingly, the analysis

includes a review of the goals and policies of the local land use plans, as well as other

plans. However, because as a State and federal project, HST is not required to comply

with local and regional plans, potential conflicts are not treated as impacts.

As shown in Chapter 7 of the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS, the Authority has been

in contact with the County regarding this project many times during the CEQA/NEPA

process. All notices required under CEQA and NEPA have been sent to the County in a

timely manner.

The Authority and FRA recognize the concerns of Kings County representatives and

community members, and we wish to maintain an open dialogue about the project. The

Authority welcomes the opportunity to meet with landowners and stakeholders. In

addition, project-level information has been shared at public meetings, made available at

the Kings County project office, and provided through mailings, e-mail communication,

outreach materials, and on the internet.
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The text in Appendix 3.13-A is correct. The Kings/Tulare Regional Station–East

Alternative itself would be approximately 0.5 mile from the residential subdivision. The

new road that would connect SR 43 to the new station would be approximately 200 feet

from the subdivision.

L009-8

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-01, FB-Response-GENERAL-05,

FB-Response-GENERAL-21.

Individual properties and projects were analyzed per the CEQA guidelines. The level of

detail in the environmental analysis is to “correspond to the degree of specificity involved

in the underlying activity which is described in the EIR” (14 CCR 15146). Therefore, the

EIR/EIS is based on the level of engineering and planning necessary to identify potential

environmental impacts and to identify the appropriate mitigation measures.

L009-9

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-LU-03.

For a discussion of land use planning consistency, please see Section 3.13.2.4 of the

EIR/EIS. Because the HST Project is a state project, consistency with local plans and

policies is not required by law. Nonetheless, in order to comply with the principles set

out in Proposition 1A, the HST Project has been designed to minimize conflicts and to

be compatible with future and planned use to the extent possible. Accordingly, the

analysis includes a review of the goals and policies of the local land use plans, as well

as other plans.  However, because as a state and federal project, HST is not required to

comply with local and regional plans and potential conflicts are not treated as

environmental impacts. Also, refer to FB-Response-LU-03.

The Authority chose to study a station in the Hanford area in keeping with the

commitment made in the Statewide Program EIR/EIS to investigate alternatives that

serve a potential station in the Visalia-Tulare-Hanford area as outlined in the Visalia-

Tulare-Hanford Station Feasibility Study (Authority 2007).

As discussed in the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS, the Kings/Tulare Regional

L009-9

Station–East Alternative would convert about 22 acres of agricultural land in

unincorporated Kings County into a transportation use. The Authority would work with

the City of Hanford and Kings County to discourage growth in the vicinity of the station

by restricting onsite parking and encouraging transit to the station from downtown

Hanford, Visalia, and Tulare, and purchasing agricultural conservation easements from

willing sellers of adjacent agricultural lands. However, it is likely that the location of the

station at this site would attract at least transportation-oriented commercial

development. While current zoning allows for industrial uses of some of the land

adjoining the Kings/Tulare Regional Station–East Alternative, most of the area continues

to be zoned for agriculture and is in agricultural use. In addition, current plans and

policies of the City of Hanford call for development to the west of the city and not to the

east. This is partially due to the lack of sewer conveyance facilities on the eastern edge

of Hanford and the expense of extending this infrastructure out to the proposed station

site. The Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS notes that the Kings/Tulare Regional

Station–East would change the pattern and intensity of the use of the land, would be

incompatible with adjacent land uses, and is likely to result in some unplanned changes

in the use of existing adjacent land.

As discussed in Section 3.18.5.3, developing the Kings/Tulare Regional Station—East

Alternative could remove a barrier to growth through the extension of infrastructure to

the station. This would allow for more development to occur around the station and

along the path of the infrastructure expansion. Developing around the stations may be

desirable to business and residences by creating a direct transportation link to areas

with more business and employment opportunities. That is, people could travel from

Hanford to meetings or jobs in Bakersfield or Fresno more easily and quickly. Even

given the Urban Reserve and agricultural land use designations surrounding the

Kings/Tulare Regional Station–East Alternative area, the potential for the Authority to

purchase agricultural conservation easements around the station (easements must be

purchased from willing sellers), and the Authority’s vision for the Kings/Tulare Regional

Station–East Alternative to act as a transit hub, the potential for indirect effects on land

use in the area surrounding the Kings/Tulare Regional Station–East Alternative is high.

Due to this high potential, the Authority could work with local government, the California

Department of Conservation and non-governmental agencies to purchase agricultural

conservation easements around the station to keep the land in agricultural production to

Response to Submission L009 (Tony Barba, Kings County Board of Supervisors, November 7, 2011) - Continued

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Fresno to Bakersfield Section Vol. IV Response to Comments from Local Agencies Post Comment Period

Page 32-83



L009-9

discourage direct or indirect growth around this station. However, the Revised

DEIR/Supplemental DEIS does acknowledge the potential for undesired growth to

occur.

Section 3.13.5.3 discusses that the Kings/Tulare Regional Station–West Alternative

would convert approximately 44 acres of agricultural, residential, and industrial land

uses to a transportation use. Like the Kings/Tulare Regional Station–East Alternative,

the Authority would work with the City of Hanford and Kings County to discourage

growth in the vicinity of the Kings/Tulare Regional Station–West. However, it is likely that

at least transportation-oriented commercial development would take place in the vicinity

of the station, which would be incompatible with current land uses. Although the City of

Hanford is directing growth on its western edge, future commercial development is

envisioned closer to SR 198 than the Kings/Tulare Regional Station–West. Plans and

policies for land use in the vicinity of the station site continue to be largely focused on

agricultural uses. The Kings/Tulare Regional Station–West would change the pattern

and intensity of the use of the land and would be incompatible with adjacent land uses.

The presence of the station is likely to result in some unplanned changes in the use of

existing adjacent land.

As discussed in Section 3.18.5.3, the Kings/Tulare Regional Station–West Alternative

consists of unincorporated land adjacent to the City of Hanford’s western Planning Area

Boundary, and within the Armona Community Planning Area of Kings County. The

station site would be located in an area categorized in the 2035 Kings County General

Plan (Kings County Board of Supervisors 2010a) as Urban Fringe, in an area

designated as a Primary sphere of influence. The “Urban Fringe” Land Use Category is

intended to represent residential, commercial, and industrial land uses immediately

adjacent to Hanford. The station site land use designation within Kings County is Limited

Agriculture, as is all adjacent land to the west, north, and east. Developing a station

could remove a barrier to growth through the extension of infrastructure to the stations.

This would allow for more development to occur around the stations and along the path

of the infrastructure expansion. Developing around the stations may be desirable to

business and residences by creating a direct transportation link to areas with more

business and employment opportunities. Therefore, the Revised DEIR/Supplemental

DEIS acknowledges that the potential for indirect effects on land use in the area

L009-9

surrounding the Kings/Tulare Regional Station–West Alternative is high.

L009-10

The HST project is being undertaken by a state agency (the Authority) and a federal

agency (the FRA). The HST project is not subject to the general plan policies or zoning

regulations adopted by local governments. The Authority and FRA have consulted with

public agencies during the process of planning and designing the HST project, including

during preparation of the Preliminary and Supplemental AA Reports. In addition, the

project must conform to the policies and objectives of the statutes and regulations under

which the Authority and FRA operate. For example, the Authority must balance the

objectives stated in Proposition 1A in pursuing development of an HST system for

California.

As stated in FRA Docket No. EP-1, Procedures for Considering Environmental Impacts,

the EIS should assess the impacts of each alternative on local land use controls and

comprehensive regional planning as well as on development within the affected

environment, including, where applicable, other proposed Federal actions in the area.

Where inconsistencies or conflicts exist, this section should describe the extent of

reconciliation and the reason for proceeding notwithstanding the absence of full

reconciliation. Land use impacts, including policy inconsistency and land use conflicts,

are discussed in Section 3.13.2.4 and 3.13.5.3.

L009-11

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-02.

The Program EIR/EIS eliminated alternatives, including corridors, at a program-level

using a broad set of criteria. The eliminated corridors included a San Francisco to Los

Angeles only corridor, which would not meet the objective of linking the major

metropolitan areas of the state; coastal corridors following Highway 101 and Highway 1,

which would result in greater impacts to sensitive natural and cultural resources, higher

costs and slower travel due to challenging topography and waters; and an I-5 corridor,

which failed to meet the basic project objectives of maximizing intermodal opportunities,

maximizing connectivity and accessibility, and providing transit connections and multi-

modal stations, and additionally would result in increased incompatibility with land use
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planning. Therefore, land use incompatibility was only one of the criteria used to

eliminate the I-5 corridor.

The Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS evaluates a defined project, designed to a 15%

level and therefore includes a more in-depth analysis than the Program EIR/EIS. The

development of project alternatives selected for evaluation in the Revised

DEIR/Supplemental DEIS utilized specific decision criteria under Section 404(b)(1) of

the Clean Water Act and which included Consistency with Project Purpose; Logistics

and Technology; Impacts on Aquatic Resources; Environmental Effects (including

national wildlife refuges, parklands, cultural resources, agricultural resources, and

displacements of residences and commercial and industrial facilities); Agency,

Stakeholder, and Public Positions; and Benefits of Alternative. Therefore, some

alternatives advanced for analysis in the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS may

Regarding using the SR-99 corridor, as discussed in FB Response-02: Alternatives, due

to HST engineering and operational needs the HST alignment in the Central Valley

cannot feasibly be built solely within the existing transportation corridors. Existing

corridors are not sufficiently straight nor are their curve radii long enough to support

high-speed operation along their full lengths. Safety considerations also dictate the need

to separate the HST from roads and conventional rail (see Section 2.4.2.A, Alignment

Requirements). As a result, the potential to construct the HST down the center of SR 99,

as suggested by some comments, does not exist. Further, to make greater use of

existing corridors, additional right-of-way would be needed to provide sufficient width

and curve radii for high-speed operations. This would necessitate acquisition and

removal of substantially greater numbers of homes and businesses to expand and

straighten these corridors, with greatly increased impacts on existing communities as

the alignments pass through urban areas.

In compliance with the objective of using existing corridors where feasible, in making

decisions regarding HST alignments and station locations, the HST Authority and the

FRA have gone to great lengths to maximize the feasible use of existing transportation

corridors and to minimize impacts on both agricultural lands and communities.

Accordingly, the HST Authority and FRA have eliminated potential “new corridor”

alignment alternatives to the west and east of SR 99 from further consideration and

L009-11

have identified downtown station locations for study in Fresno and Bakersfield. These

downtown locations would help to minimize impacts on agriculture while promoting

urban infill development.

The Authority and FRA have consulted with public agencies during the process of

planning and designing the HST project, including during preparation of the Preliminary

and Supplemental AA Reports. In addition, the project must conform to the policies and

objectives of the statutes and regulations under which the Authority and FRA operate.

For example, the Authority must balance the objectives stated in Proposition 1A in

pursuing development of an HST system for California.

An analysis of the impacts to agricultural land; direct, indirect, and cumulative, is

included in Sections 3.14 and 3.19.

L009-12

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-04 and FB-Response-AG-07.

See the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS, Volume I, Section 3.14, Impact AG #4, for

information on the permanent conversion of agricultural land, and see Mitigation

Measure AG-1 in Volume I, Section 3.14, for measures to preserve the total amount of

prime farmland. See Volume II, Appendix 3.14-A, for the results and findings of land

evaluation and site assessment pursuant to the Farmland Protection Policy Act, which

includes evaluation score sheets prepared by the State Resources Inventory

Coordinator of the Natural Resources Conservation Service and site assessment scores

prepared by project staff.

L009-13

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-01, FB-Response-GENERAL-13,

FB-Response-GENERAL-17.

The Fresno to Bakersfield Section would also have utility as a test track for the eventual

expansion of the HST System. High-speed testing is crucial to the safe and efficient

operation of the system. The relatively straight alignment would allow for the testing of

track, signaling systems, and trainsets at operational speeds.
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Fresno and Bakersfield are the two largest cities in the San Joaquin Valley, with January

1, 2011, populations estimated by the California Department of Finance to be 500,121

and 351,443 people, respectively. These two cities are both surrounded by large

metropolitan areas and are economic hubs within the region. Given their potential

ridership and regional economic importance, they make logical termini for a section of

the HST System.

To ensure the operational independence of the Fresno to Bakersfield Section, the

FRA/Authority American Recovery and Reinvestment Act (ARRA) funding agreement

establishes an "Interim Use Reserve" fund to address the contingency that before

construction is completed the FRA (in coordination with the Authority) determines that

there could be a "significant delay" in securing the funding necessary to complete the

investments needed to begin revenue operations for the HST System. This fund would

be used only in that situation and would finance the additional capital improvements

necessary to allow for the section to be placed into service for intercity, non-HST

passenger rail purposes. To remain true to the requirements of Proposition 1A (2008),

the funding agreement specifies that only federal money could be used for this purpose

and that no state bond funds would be used. Further, the Authority would neither

construct nor operate any such connection.
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Fresno - Bakersfield (May 2011 – July 2012) - RECORD #1701 DETAIL
Status : Action Pending
Record Date : 6/21/2012
Response Requested :
Affiliation Type : Local Agency
Interest As : Local Agency
Submission Date : 6/21/2012
Submission Method : Website
First Name : Steve
Last Name : Kroeke
Professional Title : Public Works Director
Business/Organization : Public Works
Address :
Apt./Suite No. :
City : Corcoran
State : CA
Zip Code : 93212
Telephone : 559-992-2151 ext. 262
Email : steve.kroeker@cityofcorcoran.com
Cell Phone :
Stakeholder
Comments/Issues :

Good Morning, in looking at the hybred alignment through Corcoran we
would like to see some more work put into the Orange Ave.
overcrossing. Would it be possible to extend 5 1/2 Ave. South across
and over in such a way so as to "T" into Orange Ave. by either looping in
from the North or the South? Maybe you could create a large "S" with a
four way intersection at Letts Ave. that would include a traffic light, I don't
know what you can do but coming South on 43 then turning Right on
Orange Ave. then having to make a several turns to get back to Otis
Ave. doesn't seem to be a very good solution to our situation should this
option be chosen. If you have time maybe you can give me a call.

EIR/EIS Comment : Yes
Official Comment Period : No
Add to Mailing List : Yes
Email Subscription : Fresno - Bakersfield
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The proposed grade separation for the BNSF Alternative at Orange Avenue has been

designed according to state and local standards, however, in consultation with the city of

Corcoran, additional overpass designs have been considered. Authority representatives

met with city of Corcoran representatives (including the commenter) on July 31, 2012.

Overpass designs including those suggested by the commenter were explored and the

city's preferences will be incorporated into final design at the time the preferred

alternative is selected.
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Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-AQ-05.

As described in Section 3.3.4.9 of the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS, construction

emissions from regional building demolition and construction of the at-grade rail

segments, elevated rail segments, retained-fill rail segments, transaction power

substations, industrial buildings at the HMF, and HST stations—including parking

garages and platform facilities— were calculated using emissions factors from California

Air Resources Board’s OFFROAD 2011 and 2007 models. Mobile-source emission

burdens from construction worker trips and truck trips were calculated using vehicle

miles traveled estimates and appropriate emission factors from EMFAC2007.

Construction exhaust emissions from equipment; fugitive dust emissions from

earthmoving activities; and emissions from worker trips, deliveries, and material hauling

were calculated and compiled in a spreadsheet tool specific to the HST project for each

year of construction.

The Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS used an alternative approach from that used in

the Draft EIR/EIS, which provided for more flexibility for modeling the complexity

associated with the proposed HST construction activities than allowed for by URBEMIS

and California Emission Estimator Model (CALEEMOD) (Environ International

Corporation 2011). It also allows incorporation of the OFFROAD 2011 emission rates.

This revised approach was developed in consultation with the San Joaquin Valley Air

Pollution Control District.

L011-2

The comments raised by San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District have been

addressed directly with the district through a series of conference calls and e-mails and

the submission of calculations and spreadsheets. The Revised DEIR/Supplemental

DEIS has been revised to state that the contractor will use the newest construction

equipment available; therefore, there is no inconsistency in the use of Tier 4 and Tier 3

engines.

L011-3

The comments raised by San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District have been

addressed directly with the district through a series of conference calls and e-mails and

L011-3

the submission of calculations and spreadsheets. Construction-phase emission

estimates were calculated using the California Air Resources Board's (CARB's)

OFFROAD 2011 model and inputs specific to the study area and agreed emission

factors and adjustments. The use of the CARB's OFFROAD 2011 model meets the San

Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District's requirements.

L011-4

Qualitative and quantitative discussions of health impacts during project alignment

construction were provided in Section 3.3.6.3 of the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS.

Quantitative analysis of health impacts from HMF operations— specifically, the cancer

and non-cancer chronic and acute hazard risk analyses—were based on conservative

estimates of equipment operations and locations, and on the locations of nearby

sensitive land uses. Once a final HMF site is selected and designed, analyses will be

conducted using projected equipment usage, the locations of the major emission

sources (based on plant layout that will be developed), and the locations of nearby

sensitive land uses (e.g., residences). Mitigation measures, if necessary, would be

included to ensure that EPA's significant impacts thresholds are not exceeded at the

sensitive land uses.

L011-5

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-AQ-05.

Mitigation measures were refined in the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS as a result of

continuing project design, comments received on the Draft EIR/EIS, and additional

consultation with public agencies. Many of these mitigation measures are based on

performance standards. Accordingly, appropriate mitigation will be included in the Final

EIR/EIS and will also be included in FRA’s Record of Decision, which will require the

Authority to comply with all mitigation measures as the project advances through final

design and construction.

Detailed mitigation measures have been revised to incorporate the comments and are

described in Section 3.3.9 of the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS, and include:

• Reduce construction equipment exhaust emissions by using the cleanest reasonably
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available equipment.

• Reduce emissions from material hauling trucks during project construction by using

vehicles that are equivalent to model year 2010, or newer.

• Locate the concrete batching plant 1,000 feet from sensitive receivers.

• Offset project construction emissions through the San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution

Control District Voluntary Emissions Reduction Agreement program.

• Purchase offsets for emissions associated with hauling ballast materials outside of the

San Joaquin Valley Air Basin.

• Reduce potential impacts of air toxics at HMF sites, through the use of electric or

hybrid trucks, use of eclectic or Clean Switcher Locomotives, adjustment of facility

operation and orientation, and definition of buffer distance between diesel truck

operation and sensitive receiver areas.

• Equipment at the HMF will use best industry practice or alternative equipment to

reduce emissions. 
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As indicated in this comment, the ridership forecasts were updated in conjunction with

the revised 2012 Business Plan. No comment was made on the ridership forecasts, with

the statement that TJPA would comment on ridership forecasts when the are published.
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