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Summary 
 
In 2005, the California High-Speed Rail Authority (Authority) and the Federal Railroad Administration 
(FRA) completed a Statewide Program Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIR/EIS) as the first phase of a tiered environmental review process for the proposed California High-
Speed Train (HST) system.  As part of the HST Alternative selected for further analysis, the Authority and 
FRA defined a corridor between Los Angeles and Orange County generally bounded by (and including) 
Interstate 5 to the west (traveling north, up until the City of Bell), and following the existing Burlington 
Northern Santa Fe (BNSF) Metrolink Corridor (also known as the Los Angeles to San Diego Passenger Rail 
[LOSSAN] Corridor) (see Figure 1).1

                                                
1 Highway route numbers are provided as a general reference for the reader, and not as an indication of the limits 

of the corridor or study area. 

  The Anaheim to Los Angeles (A-LA) HST Project EIR/EIS will 
describe site-specific alignment alternatives and station locations within this corridor. 
 
The Authority encourages broad participation during EIR/EIS scoping and reviews of the draft 
environmental documents.  Comments and suggestions are invited from all interested agencies and the 
public to ensure the full range of issues related to the proposed action are addressed, including 
consideration of all reasonable alternatives.  In particular, the Authority is interested in determining 
where there are areas of environmental sensitivity and where there could be a potential for significant 
impacts from the HST project. 
 
Pre-scoping public outreach activities were initiated in January 2007, including the formulation and 
implementation of a communications plan, development of project information, implementation of a 
project hotline and newsletter network, early engagement with key stakeholders, and media 
communications.  On March 12, 2007, a California State Notice of Preparation (NOP) of a Project EIR/EIS 
was distributed to the State Clearinghouse; elected officials; local, regional, and state agencies; and the 
interested public.  A Notice of Intent (NOI) was published in the Federal Register on March 15, 2007. 
 
In response to the NOP/NOI, public agencies with legal jurisdiction were requested to advise the 
Authority and the FRA of the applicable permit and environmental review requirements of each agency, 
and the scope and content of the environmental information that is germane to the agency’s statutory 
responsibilities in connection with the proposed project.  Public scoping meetings were scheduled as an 
important component of the scoping process for both the State and federal environmental reviews 
pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and the National Environmental Policy Act 
(NEPA), respectively. 
 
During the scoping period, three public scoping meetings were held between April 5 and April 12, 2007, 
with a total of 100 people attending the three meetings.  In addition, a number of public stakeholder 
briefings and project information meetings were held.  As a result, the Authority and FRA received a total 
of 64 comments on the proposed project.  Major issues identified as a result of the project’s scoping 
process are listed below. 
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Figure 1 
Route and Station Locations Within the Anaheim to Los Angeles HST Section 

 
Phase 1 of the proposed Project extends between Los Angeles Union Station (LAUS) and the Anaheim 
Regional Transportation Intermodal Center (ARTIC).  It is the segment being evaluated in the Project 
EIR/EIS, and is shown as a solid blue line in Figure 1. 
 
Phase 2 extends between the ARTIC and the Irvine Station, and will be evaluated in a future 
environmental document.  Phase 2 is shown as a dashed blue line in Figure 1. 
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Major Issues 
 
Based on public scoping and the receipt of public and agency comments, six major issues, or topics, were 
identified for consideration in framing the environmental analysis of the proposed Project. These issues 
are summarized below.  
 
Topic 1: Protection of the Environment 
Major Issues Raised:  Traffic congestion, land use, noise levels, air pollution, biological resources, safety 
and security, construction methods, energy requirements, and impacts to Los Angeles River. 
 
Topic 2: Alignment and Station Alternatives 
Major Issues Raised:  Parking at stations, expansion of nearby facilities, grade crossings under 
construction, evaluation of maintenance facilities, platform length, and the curvature of the alignment. 
 
Topic 3: Connectivity and Coordination with/Impacts to Other Transportation Facilities 
Major Issues Raised:  Shared station access with existing rail stations, coordination with owners of rights-
of-way (ROW), designing additional tracks to accommodate present and future rail operations, Metrolink’s 
planned ridership service expansion, concern with taking ridership from Metrolink, other projects 
currently under construction/consideration, and preservation of Metro’s civic improvements. 
 
Topic 4: Alternative Technologies 
Major Issues Raised:  Magnetic levitation,2

 

 alternative energy sources. 
 
Topic 5: Project Funding/Cost 
Major Issues Raised:  Address construction requirements, construction costs, and increased operating 
costs; compare revenue estimates to existing high-speed trains (e.g., Germany, France, Japan); and 
discuss funding for grade separations (not secured by the Authority). 
 
Topic 6: Issues Outside the Scope of A-LA Study Area 
Major Issues Raised:  Concerns with an alignment traveling through Taylor Yard, the Central Valley, and 
the Cities of Irvine, Tustin, and Orange.  

                                                
2 Note that use of magnetic levitation technology was previously evaluated in the Statewide Program EIR/EIS (see 

Section 2.2 of that document).  Since the project document will tier off of the programmatic document, magnetic 
levitation will not be reconsidered in the A-LA HST Project EIR/EIS.  It is mentioned in this scoping report only 
because this report accurately reflects all the issues raised during scoping. 



CALIFORNIA HIGH-SPEED TRAIN PROJECT EIR/EIS 
ANAHEIM TO LOS ANGELES SECTION 

 
DRAFT SCOPING REPORT  

 

 

 
 

U.S. Department 
of Transportation 
Federal Railroad 
Administration 

Page 1 

 

1.0 Introduction 
 
This report provides an overview of the written and verbal comments received during the scoping process 
for the Project EIR/EIS for the section of the California High-Speed Train (HST) system between Anaheim 
and Los Angeles, or the A-LA section.  The purpose of this report is to summarize agency and public 
comments, issues, and concerns raised during the scoping process.  The report will be used to help the 
Authority and the FRA determine the appropriate scope for the EIR/EIS. 
 
1.1 Description of Project 
 
The Program EIR/EIS defined a corridor between Los Angeles and Orange County generally bounded by 
(and including) Interstate 5 to the west (traveling north to the City of Bell), and following the existing 
BNSF/Metrolink Corridor (also known as the LOSSAN Corridor).3

Further engineering studies will develop HST alternatives by refining alternative alignments in the 
corridor, including the previously considered alignment alternative that shares tracks with other 
passenger services separated from freight in the existing right-of-way with four total tracks (two for 
passenger rail service and two for freight) between Los Angeles and Fullerton.  South of Fullerton, the 
alignment would have two tracks, with additional passing tracks located at intermediate stations.  The 

  The A-LA HST Project EIR/EIS will 
describe environmental impacts associated with alternative alignments and stations within this corridor as 
part of the next phase of the environmental review process. 
 
This and other Project EIR/EISs will address sections of the statewide HST system, describe potential 
site-specific environmental impacts, identify specific mitigation measures to address those impacts, and 
describe potential design practices to avoid and minimize potential adverse environmental impacts.  
 
1.2 Anaheim to Los Angeles Section Alternatives 
 
As described in the NOI/NOP, the A-LA HST Project EIR/EIS will consider a No Action or No Project 
Alternative and a Dedicated HST Alternative for the A-LA corridor.  These alternatives are briefly 
described below. 
 
No Project Alternative: The No Project (No Action or No Build) Alternative is the baseline for 
assessment of the HST alternatives.  The No Project Alternative represents the region’s transportation 
system (highway, air, and conventional rail) as it existed in 2007, and as it would exist after completion 
of transportation programs or projects currently planned for funding and implementation by 2035.  The 
No Project Alternative defines the existing and future intercity transportation system for the A-LA corridor 
based on programmed and funded improvements to the intercity transportation system through 2035, 
according to the following sources of information: the State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP), 
Regional Transportation Plans (RTPs) for all modes of travel, airport plans, and intercity passenger rail 
plans. 
 
Dedicated HST Alternatives: The Authority proposes to construct, operate, and maintain an electric-
powered steel-wheel-on-steel-rail HST system capable of speeds in excess of 200 miles per hour (mph) 
(320 kilometers per hour, or kph) on dedicated, fully grade-separated tracks, with state-of-the-art safety, 
signaling, and automated train control systems.  The A-LA corridor selected by the Authority and FRA in 
late 2005 follows the existing LOSSAN Corridor from Los Angeles Union Station (LAUS) as far south as 
Irvine, and is proposed for speeds of up to 125 miles per hour, or mph (200 kph).  However, the A-LA 
HST Project EIR/EIS will consider HST service only as far south as Anaheim.  HST service between 
Anaheim and Irvine may be considered separately in the future. 
 

                                                
3 Please refer to Figure 1.  Highway route numbers are provided as a general reference for the reader, and not as 

an indication of the limits of the corridor or study area. 
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electrified HST would share tracks (at reduced speeds) with non-electric Metrolink commuter rail, Amtrak 
Surfliner intercity services, and occasional freight trains (there are fewer freight operations south of 
Fullerton).  This alignment is based on the assumption that the capacity and compatibility issues 
associated with the shared operations with existing non-electric service (Surfliners, Metrolink, and freight) 
will be resolved.  Additional alignment alternatives will be considered involving dedicated HST tracks that 
may be exclusive to HST service, or that may also accommodate Metrolink express services. 
 
Station location options were identified by the Authority and FRA during the Program-Level EIR/EIS 
process considering travel time, train speed, cost, local access times, potential connections with other 
modes of transportation, ridership potential, the distribution of population and major destinations along 
the route, and local planning constraints and conditions.  Alternative station sites at the general station 
locations identified in the Program-Level EIR/EIS will be identified and evaluated in detail in the Project 
EIR/EIS.  Station area development policies to encourage transit-friendly development near, and around, 
HST stations will be developed in coordination with local and regional planning agencies that would have 
the potential to promote higher density, mixed-use, pedestrian-oriented development around the 
stations.  Potential station locations to be evaluated in the A-LA HST Project EIR/EIS include: Union 
Station in the City of Los Angeles, the Norwalk Transportation Center in the City of Norwalk, and the 
Anaheim Regional Transportation Intermodal Center (ARTIC) in the City of Anaheim.  In addition, 
alternative locations for turnback/layover train storage facilities and a main HST repair and heavy 
maintenance facility will be evaluated. 
 
1.3 SCOPING Process 
 
The process of determining the focus and content of an EIR/EIS is known as scoping.  Scoping helps to 
identify the range of actions, alternatives, environmental effects, and mitigation measures to be analyzed 
in an EIR/EIS.  Scoping is also intended to raise the concerns of the public, affected agencies, and other 
interested parties.  Important environmental issues may be identified through public and agency 
comments. 
 
Scoping is not conducted to resolve differences concerning the merits of a project or to anticipate the 
ultimate decision on a proposal.  Rather, the purpose of scoping is to help determine the focus and 
content of an EIR/EIS. 
 
The objectives of the A-LA HST Project EIR/EIS scoping process were to: 
 

• Inform the agencies and interested members of the public about the proposed A-LA HST project, 
including CEQA and NEPA requirements; 

• Identify concerns and issues regarding environmental topics; 
• Identify concerns and issues regarding alignments and station locations in the A-LA corridor to be 

analyzed in the Project EIR/EIS; 
• Identify mitigation measures or approaches to avoid and minimize impacts; these measures and 

approaches may be useful and explored further in the Project EIR/EIS; and 
• Develop a mailing list of agencies and individuals interested in future opportunities to review the 

Project EIR/EIS. 
 

The scoping process and the input gathered during the scoping period are documented in this report.   
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It is important to note that although scoping is a distinct stage in the Project EIR/EIS process, public 
involvement activities extend throughout the entire Project EIR/EIS process.  These activities allow for 

interaction and identification of public and 
agency issues and concerns with the Project 
EIR/EIS throughout the study process. 
 
During the scoping process, agencies and 
interested members of the public raised 
questions and concerns related to the A-LA 
HST project section.  Comments received 
during the scoping process will assist the 
Authority and FRA in their review and 
evaluation of alternatives. 
 
 
 

Discussion held during the Scoping Meeting in Los Angeles 
 
1.4 Initiation of EIR/EIS Scoping 
 
A California State NOP was distributed to the State Clearinghouse; elected officials; local, regional, and 
state agencies; and the interested public on March 12, 2007 (see Appendix A).  A NOI was published in 
the Federal Register on March 15, 2007 (Appendix B).  The NOP and NOI identified the purpose of the 
project, the project limits, a description of alternatives to be considered, the need for agency input, 
potential environmental impacts of the project, points of contact for additional information regarding the 
project, and the dates and locations of the scoping meetings.  
 
1.5 Scoping Activities 
 
The scoping meetings for the A-LA HST 
Project EIR/EIS were conducted in April 
2007.  The public workshops and scoping 
meetings drew over 100 participants.  The 
geographical extent of this section of the 
proposed HST project led to scoping 
meetings being held in Los Angeles, 
Anaheim, and Norwalk. 
 
The scoping process included three formally 
noticed agency and public scoping meetings 
(see Table 1).  At each location, two 
sessions were held, the first from 3:00 to 
5:00 p.m. and the second from 6:00 to 8:00 
p.m.  Each session included an open house 
followed by a presentation.                               Discussion held during the Scoping Meeting in Norwalk 
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Table 1 
Scoping Meeting Locations and Times 

Date City Location/Address Time of Public Agency & 
General Public Meetings 

4/05/07 Los 
Angeles 

Union Station/METRO, METRO Board Room, One 
Gateway Plaza, Los Angeles 

3:00–5:00 p.m. 
6:00–8:00 p.m. 

4/11/07 Anaheim Gordon Hoyt Conference Room, City Hall West, 201 
South Anaheim Boulevard, Anaheim 

3:00–5:00 p.m. 
6:00–8:00 p.m. 

4/12/07 Norwalk 
Norwalk Transportation Center, Arts & Sports 
Complex Community Meeting Center (Sproul 
Room), 13200 Clarkdale Avenue, Norwalk 

3:00–5:00 p.m. 
6:00–8:00 p.m. 

 
A joint scoping meeting was held in Los Angeles in conjunction with the Los Angeles to Palmdale Corridor 
HST project section. 
 
Along with the HST scoping presentation shown at the Anaheim scoping meeting, the City of Anaheim 
held a joint meeting that provided information about the proposed ARTIC.  Comment and information 
tables were set up for both projects concurrently in the same meeting room. 
 
Materials used during the scoping meetings included exhibits and handouts distributed at the meetings 
and through the Authority’s Internet website (www.cahighspeedrail.ca.gov).  These materials included 
the following items: 
 

• Notice of Preparation (NOP) and Notice of Intent (NOI) (see Appendix A of this document) 
• Scoping Meeting Announcements (see Appendix B) 
• Scoping Meeting Distribution List and Newspaper Notices/Articles (see Appendix C) 
• Scoping Meeting Attendance Lists (see Appendix D) 
• Scoping Meeting Handout Materials and Presentations (see Appendix E) 
• Scoping Comment Cards (see Appendix F) 
• Written Public Scoping Comments (see Appendix G) 
• Written Agency Scoping Comments/Record of Verbal Comments (see Appendix H) 
• Scoping Meeting Photographs (see Appendix I) 
• Scoping Meeting Display Boards (see Appendix J) 
• A copy of the 2005 Final Program-Level EIR/EIS for the California HST System 

 
At each meeting, attendees were asked to sign in and provide contact information so that updates and 
future notices could be sent to them.  Authority and project consultant staff facilitated the scoping 
meetings to provide general information and instruction on ways to provide public comment. 
 
Authority staff and Regional Team representatives welcomed the attendees, presented an overview of 
the project, and responded to individual questions posed by meeting participants.  Each meeting began 
with a 45 minute open house during which Authority staff and consultants were present to answer 
questions and discuss materials being handed out or shown on display boards around the room.  
Following the open house, PowerPoint slide presentations were made regarding the HST scoping process.  
The public was then encouraged to ask for clarification regarding the presentation at an open house 
immediately following the scoping presentation. 
 
Written and verbal comments from these meetings are included and summarized in this report (see 
Section 3).  Written comments provided via mail and via e-mail are also included.  Thirty-four letters and 
30 written comment cards were received during the public meetings and throughout the scoping period.  
Copies of the comment cards and letters are provided in Appendices F and G. 
 

http://www.cahighspeedrail.ca.gov/�


CALIFORNIA HIGH-SPEED TRAIN PROJECT EIR/EIS 
ANAHEIM TO LOS ANGELES SECTION 

 
DRAFT SCOPING REPORT  

 

 

 
 

U.S. Department 
of Transportation 
Federal Railroad 
Administration 

Page 5 

 

2.0 Public and Agency Involvement During Scoping Period 
 
2.1 Summary of Scoping activities 
 
Various federal, State and local agencies; elected officials; community, business, and environmental 
leaders and organizations; and other interested individuals received notification of the public 
workshops/scoping meetings.  Scoping included: implementation of a communication plan, development 
of themes and messages, implementation of a project hotline and newsletter network, early engagement 
with key stakeholders, and media communications, as described below. 
 

• Approximately 4,500 bilingual (English/Spanish) notices, which provided meeting information for 
the three public scoping meetings, the Authority web site address, and project hotline number, 
were sent via the U.S. Postal Service to elected officials, government agencies, city halls, 
chambers of commerce, residents, previous meeting attendees, businesses, and community-
based organizations on March 20, 2007.  In addition, over 1,000 additional meeting notices were 
sent to cities along the corridor for distribution at their public information counters. 

 
• Notification of the scoping meetings was published in 13 local newspapers in March 2007.  These 

newspapers included the Daily News, The Commerce Comet, Los Angeles Downtown News, Los 
Angeles Times, Rafu Shimpo, Eastern Group, La Opinión, The Long Beach Press-Telegram, 
Orange County Register, The Daily Breeze, Whittier Daily News, Orange County Excelsior, and LA 
Citizen. 

 
• A press release was distributed twice to all local television and radio media, and to 76 local print 

media.  Examples of where the information was published include: LA Daily News, Orange County 
Register, Huntington Beach Community News, Whittier Daily News, San Gabriel Valley Tribune, 
Pasadena Star News, Anaheim City News. 

 
• The media was again notified via outreach staff phone calls following the second press release 

distribution. 
 

• Information for all three meetings was included on the Fact Sheet and brochures (in English and 
Spanish) that were distributed at all previous meetings and presentations. 

 
• Chambers of commerce were requested to distribute and publish meeting information on their 

websites, in e-newsletters, and via mass e-mails. 
 

• Local elected officials were asked to announce the meetings on their websites and in e-
newsletters to their constituents (e.g. State Assemblyman Jim Silva sent an e-newsletter). 

 
• Twelve cities along the corridor were forwarded a staff-prepared notice to post on their web sites 

and cable access channels, and to release to their internal distribution lists. 
 

• 224 community-based organizations and homeowners associations throughout the study area 
were contacted and asked to notify their members with a Consensus Planning Group (CPG) staff-
prepared Notice (including the Cunningham Report, Transportation and Land Use Collaborative of 
Southern California e-newsletter). 

 
• Copies of the press release were mass e-mailed by the City of Anaheim to over 3,000 individuals 

and organizations. 
 

• Chambers of commerce and other professional organizations were requested to send a CPG staff-
prepared email to their distribution lists. 
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• Information was provided on the Authority’s website at www.cahighspeedrail.gov. 

 
2.2 Noticed Scoping Meetings 
 
As shown in Table 1, three meetings were scheduled to provide the public with an opportunity to learn 
more about the project, to ask questions of project managers and staff, and to officially provide feedback 
for the record.  Three scoping meetings were held: (1) the first scoping meeting was a joint scoping 
meeting with the Los Angeles to Palmdale project team, held at the offices of Metro in Los Angeles, on 
April 5, 2007; (2) the second scoping meeting was held at Anaheim City Hall West, Gordon Hoyt Room in 
Anaheim, on April 11, 2007; (3) the third scoping meeting was held at the Norwalk Arts and Sports 
Complex in Norwalk, on April 12, 2007. 
 
A number of overall themes related to HST were raised at the public scoping meetings, as follows: 
 

• Energy efficiency and the incorporation of renewable energy solutions; 
 

• Impacts on land use, communities, and neighborhoods; 
 

• Noise and vibration impacts need to be thoroughly addressed; 
 

• Affordability of HST system; 
 

• Adverse construction impacts on commuting conditions, street traffic, and impacts to congestion; 
 

• Air pollution and air quality issues related to interstate and airplane travel; 
 

• Gentrification and displacement of residences/museums/parks/cultural centers along alternative 
alignments; 
 

• Safety and security of passengers and residences around stations; 
 

• Interest and suggestions concerning Taylor Yard, for the Los Angeles to Palmdale section of the 
HST system; 
 

• Interest in alignments traveling through Irvine and south to San Diego, to Palmdale International 
Airport, to Los Angeles International Airport (LAX)/South Bay/Long Beach area, and north to 
Seattle; 
 

• Compatibility with existing Amtrak and Metrolink train schedules; and 
 

• Transit-oriented development around LAUS. 
 

Section 3.0 of this document provides a complete listing of the comments received regarding the HST 
project. 
 
2.3 Briefings to Stakeholders 

 
In addition to the noticed scoping meetings, the Authority made presentations to community-based 
organizations, business groups, local agencies, and city officials based along the proposed Orange County 
to Los Angeles project corridor.  The purpose of the presentations was to allow the Authority to re-
introduce the HST project and describe the environmental process. 

http://www.cahighspeedrail.gov/�
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The presentations were an important opportunity for each stakeholder to learn more about the project, 
have access to project managers and team staff who could answer their questions, have an informal 
forum in which to state their positions on behalf of their constituencies, become informed of the 
upcoming environmental review process, and be invited to participate at the scoping meetings.  Each 
person in attendance received a public information packet and viewed a PowerPoint slide presentation on 
the overall statewide project, relevant to the specifics of the Orange County to Los Angeles project 
section. 
 
The following is a list of the presentations that occurred during the pre-scoping phase. 
 
2/7/2007   City of Anaheim  
2/8/2007  Los Angeles Councilman Jose Huizar 
2/12/2007   Office of Los Angeles Councilwoman Jan Perry  
2/20/2007   City of Anaheim - Transit Master Plan Workshop 
2/21/2007   Los Angeles Chamber of Commerce - Transportation and Goods Movement Committee 
2/21/2007   Office of Supervisor Gloria Molina  
2/21/2007   Office of Los Angeles Councilman Eric Garcetti  
2/23/2007   Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro) - Regional Directors  
2/26/2007   City of Buena Park  
2/27/2007   The Transit Coalition 
2/27/2007   Los Angeles Councilwoman Wendy Greuel 
3/5/2007   Los Angeles Councilman Tom LaBonge 
3/7/2007   Consulting Engineers and Land Surveyors of California (CELSOC) Luncheon 
3/7/2007   City of Norwalk  
3/7/2007  Office of Los Angeles Mayor Antonio Villaraigosa 
3/7/2007   Los Angeles Councilman Ed Reyes 
3/8/2007  OCTA - Darrell Johnson, Planning Manager 
3/8/2007  ARTIC Project - Carter Burgess (Project Consultants) 
3/9/2007   Walt Disney Imagineering  
3/12/2007   City of Pico Rivera Grants Administration  
3/12/2007   City of Norwalk - Jim Parker, Transportation Director 
3/13/2007   City of Norwalk - Fred Latham, City Manager 
3/13/2007  City of Santa Fe Springs 
3/13/2007   Central City Association (CCA) 
3/14/2007   Fullerton Chamber of Commerce – Theresa Harvey, Executive Director 
3/14/2007  Office of Congresswoman Loretta Sanchez - District Director 
3/15/2007   Caltrans District 7 Environmental Department  
3/15/2007  Office of Congressman Ed Royce – District Director 
3/19/2007   City of Commerce - Linda Olivieri, City Manager 
3/21/2007   Los Angeles Chamber of Commerce - Transportation and Goods Movement Committee 
3/22/2007   OCTA - TPO Committee  
3/23/2007   Metro 
3/26/2007  OCTA - BOD Meeting 
3/26/2007   City of Fullerton - Chris Meyer, City Manager 
3/26/2007   Anaheim Visitor and Convention Bureau – Charles Ahers, President 
3/26/2007   Downtown Los Angeles Neighborhood Council (DLANC) - Transportation and Public 

Works Committee 
3/27/2007  City of Commerce Industrial Council 
3/28/2007   Metro with Carol Inge 
4/2/2007   City of Orange 
4/3/2007   City of Santa Ana 
4/4/2007   Gateway Cities Council of Governments Executive Committee 
4/4/2007  Gateway Cities Council of Governments Transportation Committee 
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3.0 Public Scoping Comments 
 
3.1 Summary of Written Public Scoping Comments 
 
Thirty four letters and 30 written comment cards were received during the scoping period.  The 
remainder of this report provides a summary of written issues raised either by those in attendance at the 
scoping meetings or through correspondence and other communication (see Tables 2 to 8).  Comments 
are organized first by general topic, then by type of stakeholder (e.g., federal agency, community 
organization, etc.), and finally by individual commenter.  Copies of scoping correspondence, e-mails, and 
written comment cards are contained in Appendices F, G, and H. 
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Table 2 
Topic 1:  Protection of the Environment 

 

Commenter Protection of the Environment – Comments Relevant EIR/EIS 
Section(s) 

Federal Agencies 
Nova Blazej, 
Manager, 
Environmental 
Review Office, EPA 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 EPA supports the concept of a HST system in California that can provide an alternative to increasing vehicle 
miles traveled and lead to reduced environmental impacts. 

 Develop a construction traffic and parking management plan that minimizes traffic interference and maintains 
traffic flow. 

 Minimize the parking lots to the greatest extent possible at the stations. 
 Coordinate with other transit providers to maximize station access by transit. 
 Design the new facilities to be pedestrian and bicycle-friendly; link to other modes of transit. 

3.1 Traffic and 
Circulation 

 The proposed project is located in the South Coast Air Basin (SCAB).  The SCAB has the worst 8-hour ozone 
and PM2.5

 The proposed project may require a general conformity determination by FRA.  If required, the Draft EIS 
should include the general conformity determination with related mitigation commitments.  FRA and CHSRA 
should work with the South Coast Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) to ensure that anticipated 
emissions from the proposed project are consistent with the Air Quality Management Plan. 

 problems in the nation, and attainment of these National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) 
will require massive reductions from mobile sources, given the rapid growth in this emissions category and 
the long lifespan of diesel engines. 

 The Draft EIS should include a discussion of the PM10 requirements, including reflection of the changes to 
PM10

 Where applicable, ensure the PM

 project hotspot procedures established in EPA’s March 10, 2006 final revisions to the transportation 
conformity rule (see 71 FR 12468) or EPA’s March 2006 guidance document on PM hotspots. 

10

 The Draft EIS should include SCAQMD requirements to reduce emissions. 

 project hotspot analysis is performed following the March 2006 procedures 
and that the analysis reflects the changes of the procedures. 

 Due to the serious nature of the PM10 and PM2.5

 Identify where the implementation of mitigation measures is rejected based on economic infeasibility.  

 conditions in the project area, EPA recommends that the 
best available control measures (BACM) for these pollutants be implemented at all times and that the Draft 
EIS, Final EIS and ROD incorporate a Construction Mitigation Plan.  EPA recommends that (1) all applicable 
requirements under SCAQMD Rules be adhered to, and (2) the following additional and/or revised measures 
be incorporated into a Construction Mitigation Plan: 

 Utilize cleanest available fuel engines in construction equipment and identify opportunities for 
electrification.  Use low sulfur fuel (diesel with 15 parts per million or less) in engines where alternative 
fuels such as biodiesel and natural gas are not possible. 

3.2 Air Quality 
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Table 2 
Topic 1:  Protection of the Environment 

 

Commenter Protection of the Environment – Comments Relevant EIR/EIS 
Section(s) 

Nova Blazej, 
Manager, 
Environmental 
Review Office, EPA 
(continued) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 Incorporate information developed for the Missing Linkages Report and identify how alternatives have been 
designed to allow for continued wildlife movement (California Missing Linkages Report). 

 Use data developed for the statewide California Wildlife Action Plan (CWAP) to inform the siting of alternatives 
and mitigation ideas.  Identify in the Draft EIS the specific design changes proposed to avoid resources.  The 
CWAP addresses 800 at-risk species and provides range maps. 

 EPA recommends that FRA and CHSRA facilitate a meeting of scientists and local experts to explore the 
specific locations and design features for wildlife crossings that are needed. 

 Identify the connections that would likely remain after construction of the HST system and highlight these 
areas as “connectivity zones” for protection and preservation.  In the Draft EIS, identify specific commitments 
for preservation of these corridors through mitigation measures and cooperative agreements. 

 Disclose how fencing the train route will affect wildlife movement and discuss how fencing for safety purposes 
will be integrated with proposed wildlife passages, such as culverts, bridges, viaducts, underpasses, and 
overpasses. 

 The Draft EIS should address nocturnal and diurnal impacts to wildlife activities such as foraging, predator 
avoidance, and nesting that may be affected by the new sounds and vibrations introduced to natural habitats. 

3.6 Biological Resources 
and Wetlands 

 Methods to incorporate effective public participation into the NEPA process should be fully described and 
implemented early to better incorporate public concerns into the planning process. 

7.0 Public and Agency 
Involvement  

 Where potential acquisition of property is proposed, an open, participatory process involving affected 
residents should be implemented. 

 Include opportunities for incorporating public input to promote context-sensitive design, especially in 
environmental justice communities. 

3.11 Socioeconomics, 
Communities and 
Environmental Justice 
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Table 2 
Topic 1:  Protection of the Environment 

 

Commenter Protection of the Environment – Comments Relevant EIR/EIS 
Section(s) 

Nova Blazej, 
Manager, 
Environmental 
Review Office, EPA 
(continued) 

 Identify which land use model will be used, discuss its strengths and weaknesses, and describe why it was 
selected. 

 Describe which method will be used to allocate growth to analysis zones, its strength and weaknesses, and 
why that method was selected. 

 Verify and ground truth the results of the land use model by enlisting local expertise involved in land use 
issues, such as local government officials, land use and transportation planners, home loan officers, and real 
estate representatives. 

 Identify station locations that are currently zoned for high density development and those that are not.  
Address potential growth-related mitigation efforts, including incentives for transit-oriented development, 
measures to increase the capacity of city/county planning efforts, and mechanisms to encourage TOD. 

 Use FHWA and Caltrans’ recently published growth-related impacts guidance, which is applicable to growth-
related impact analyses for non-road projects outside of California. 

 Identify the expected land use changes associated with station locations. 
 Identify the associated environmental impacts of those land use changes, both indirect and cumulative. 
 Identify parties responsible for mitigating the environmental impacts associated with the indirect and 

cumulative impacts of the proposed land use changes. 
 Support policies that will increase density and mixed-use land uses in the station areas. 

3.12 Local Growth, 
Station Planning and 
Land Use;  

 The cumulative impacts analysis should provide the context for understanding the magnitude of the impacts 
of the alternatives by analyzing the impacts of other past, present, and reasonably foreseeable projects or 
actions and then considering those cumulative impacts in their entirety.  Where adverse cumulative impacts 
are identified, the Draft EIS should disclose the parties that would be responsible for avoiding, minimizing, 
and mitigating those adverse impacts. 

 EPA recommends that FRA and CHSRA use Caltrans’ recently published cumulative impacts guidance, which is 
applicable to cumulative impact analyses for non-road projects. 

Cumulative impacts 
evaluation in all technical 
chapters 

 The Draft EIS should identify the amount of material to be removed per mile of tunnel and where material will 
be disposed of or stored.  Any impacts associated with the transport and storage of fill should be described 
and mitigated.  Discuss the tunneling methodology to be utilized and the corresponding environmental 
impacts.  Identify specific design measures and options to ensure that the full scope of environmental impacts 
associated with tunneling are considered in project design. 

Construction methods 
and impacts in all 
technical chapters 

Wade Smith, Senior 
Environmental 
Coordinator, 
Southwest Division, 
Amtrak 

 Displacement of commercial and residential properties, communities and neighborhood impacts and 
disruption should be addressed. 

 Potential for environmental justice concerns should be included under the topics of community and 
neighborhood impacts. 

3.11 Socioeconomics, 
Communities and 
Environmental Justice 

 The potential for increased noise and vibration should be addressed. 3.3 Noise and Vibration 
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Table 2 
Topic 1:  Protection of the Environment 

 

Commenter Protection of the Environment – Comments Relevant EIR/EIS 
Section(s) 

Wade Smith, Senior 
Environmental 
Coordinator, 
Southwest Division, 
Amtrak 
(continued) 

 Address traffic impacts associated with stations. 
 Address traffic impacts associated with stations, if co-location is proposed, will require evaluation of current 

and projected ridership patterns and parking requirements of existing passenger rail service, in addition to 
future projected HST ridership and ongoing station area development policies encouraging transit-friendly 
development. 

3.1 Traffic and 
Circulation 

 Address affects on historic properties/archaeological sites. 
 Address impacts to parks and recreation resources. 

3.15 Cultural Resources; 
6.0 Section 4(f) 

 Address visual quality effects. 3.14 Aesthetics and 
Visual Quality 

 Address exposure to seismic and flood hazards. 3.8 Geology, Soils and 
Seismicity; 3.7 Hydrology 
and Water Resources 

 Address impacts to water resources, wetlands, and sensitive biological species and habitat. 
 There is considerable community interest in the revitalization and restoration of the Los Angeles River area 

adjacent to existing rail infrastructure.  Please evaluate/consider the proposed river restoration efforts in the 
Draft EIR/EIS. 

3.7 Hydrology and Water 
Resources; 4.15 
Biological Resources and 
Wetlands 

 Address land use compatibility impacts. 3.12 Local Growth, 
Station Planning and 
Land Use 

 Address impacts to agricultural lands. 3.6 Biological Resources 
and Wetlands 

 Address energy use. 3.5 Public Utilities and 
Energy 

 The potential for electromagnetic exposure/interference should be addressed. 3. EMI/EMF 
 How will the alternative corridors be evaluated for the potential presence of hazardous materials/hazardous 

waste?  How will these materials be managed if detected during construction?  Who will be financially 
responsible for the removal of hazardous materials/waste during construction? 

3.9 Hazardous Wastes 
and Materials  
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Table 2 
Topic 1:  Protection of the Environment 

 

Commenter Protection of the Environment – Comments Relevant EIR/EIS 
Section(s) 

David H. Sulouff, 
Chief, Bridge 
Section, Eleventh 
Coast Guard 
District, U.S. 
Department of 
Homeland 
Security/United 
States Coast Guard 

 Discuss proposed impacts of, and procedures for, constructing, altering or demolishing bridges in the NEPA 
document. 

 The NEPA document should also contain data on the number, size and types of vessels using, or projected to 
use, the waterway. 
 

Construction methods 
and impacts in all 
technical chapters 

Regional Agencies 
Arthur Leahy, Chief 
Executive Officer, 
OCTA 

 Extending high-speed rail service south of Anaheim will likely present possible environmental justice issues, 
and noise and vibration concerns. 

3.11 Socioeconomics, 
Communities and 
Environmental Justice; 
3.3 Noise and Vibration 

Tony Jusay, 
Transportation 
Planner, Metro 

 Address parking at stations, and potential negative aspects of large car parking lots for proposed stations; 
limit parking and provide space for bicycle parking/non-motorized travel as mitigation measures in EIR/EIS. 

 Include available space inside passenger cars for bicycle parking and storage. 

3.1 Traffic and 
Circulation 

Ryan Chamberlain, 
Branch Chief, Local 
Development/Inter-
governmental 
Review, 
Department of 
Transportation 
(Caltrans District 
12) 

 The Project EIR/EIS should identify any and all potential permanent and temporary impacts to State Facilities 
including, but not limited to, visual, traffic, grading and storm water runoff impacts. 

3.1 Traffic and 
Circulation; 3.14 
Aesthetics and Visual 
Quality; 3.8 Geology, 
Soils and Seismicity; 3.7 
Hydrology and Water 
Resources 
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Table 2 
Topic 1:  Protection of the Environment 

 

Commenter Protection of the Environment – Comments Relevant EIR/EIS 
Section(s) 

Ryan Chamberlain, 
Branch Chief, Local 
Development/Inter-
governmental 
Review, 
Department of 
Transportation 
(Caltrans District 
12) (continued) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 Traffic Operations requests that HSR uses the latest version of the Highway Capacity Manual (HCM) 
methodologies when analyzing traffic impacts on State Transportation Facilities. 

 Should the project require an encroachment permit, traffic operations may find the Traffic Impact Study 
based on ICU methodology inadequate, resulting in possible delays in Caltrans permitting.  All input sheets, 
assumptions and volumes on state facilities, including ramps and intersections, should be submitted to 
Caltrans for review and approval. 

 The impact on the State Transportation system should be evaluated based on Caltrans Traffic Impact Study 
(TIS) Guidelines.  Appropriate mitigation measures, if applicable, are to be proposed and submitted for review 
and comment.  The study should address the issue of riders transferring from one mode of transportation to 
another.  Caltrans would like to see a discussion about the impacts to their facilities (e.g., encroachment into 
right-of-way).  Also, include a discussion on support facilities, transit connections, and modal connections 
from the freeway systems in Orange County. 

3.1 Traffic and 
Circulation 

 All work within the State right-of-way must conform to Caltrans Standard Plans and Standard Specifications 
for Water Pollution Control, including production of a Water Pollution Control Program (WPCP) or Storm Water 
Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) as required.  Measures must be incorporated to contain all vehicle loads 
and avoid any tracking of materials that may fall or blow onto Caltrans roadways or facilities.  All projects 
involving soil disturbance activities should carefully consider storm water pollution control during the “Rainy 
Season” (October 1 through April 30) and follow the Water Pollution Control BMPs to minimize impact to the 
receiving waters. 

 All encroachment into Caltrans right-of-way for the HST system should be clearly noted in the Environmental 
Document.  At all encroachments into Caltrans right-of-way, all permanent treatment BMPs that are to be 
incorporated in order to comply with all federal, State and local water quality regulations need to be clearly 
described.  All potential temporary impacts to water quality during construction should be noted.  This 
includes, but is not limited to: 

3.7 Hydrology and Water 
Resources 
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Table 2 
Topic 1:  Protection of the Environment 

 

Commenter Protection of the Environment – Comments Relevant EIR/EIS 
Section(s) 

Ryan Chamberlain, 
Branch Chief, Local 
Development/Inter-
governmental 
Review, 
Department of 
Transportation 
(Caltrans District 
12) (continued) 
 

o List all potential receiving water bodies for any areas where construction may occur within Caltrans right-
of-way, including any special concerns regarding those water bodies, such as presence of wetlands, listed 
water bodies and/or any TMDLs, building over/in a water body, sensitive habitat, or any other condition 
which would make the location environmentally sensitive. 

o Areas of potential dewatering operations. 
o Any required water quality-related permits. 
o Type and size of dedicated rail grade separations and proposed security features, such as installation of 

fencing and/or maintenance access. 
o Any modifications to existing drainage systems. 
o Depth to ground water. 
o Any potential soil contaminants, such as ADL or any other contaminates. 
o Identification of potential contaminates and their source. 
o Listing of temporary BMP/mitigation measures that may be implemented to ensure water quality and 

conformance to all federal and state water quality related laws. 
 Address cumulative areas of Disturbed Soil Areas (DSAs) for each separate location of encroachment. 

3.7 Hydrology and Water 
Resources 

 High-speed trains must be grade-separated due to the fact that the velocity and momentum of a high-speed 
train would allow a much smaller margin of error for both train operators and drivers, which could cause 
severe accidents. 

3.10 Safety and Security 

David Solow, Chief 
Executive Officer, 
Metrolink 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 For those segments of the HST network in congested urban corridors that may be operating in mixed traffic, 
the EIR/EIS must address the impacts on both passenger and freight rail service of the shared use of existing 
rail right-of-way.  The issues related to operating FRA-compatible or non-compatible equipment on a shared 
corridor or shared track basis and operating California PUC-compliant platforms and horizontal and vertical 
clearances should be determined early in the project development process and before preliminary track 
alignment and station configurations are determined. 

 The idea of dropping tens of thousands of HST passengers into Union Station must include potentially 
significant improvements to the pedestrian, baggage, and transit connection services. 

2.0 Alternatives 

 The construction impacts of the HST system on both SCRRA and freight operations must be carefully 
addressed in the EIR/EIS. 

Construction methods 
and impacts in all 
technical chapters 

 The EIR/EIS must address the impacts of shade, shadow, noise and vibration in non-industrial areas. 3.14 Aesthetics and 
Visual Quality; 3.3 Noise 
and Vibration 

 By increasing Metrolink’s operating costs/subsidies, the HST system will limit their ability to meet projected 
ridership demand.  Should this occur, the HST system would have an adverse environmental impact, which 
must be explicitly addressed in the EIR/EIS. 

3.1 Traffic and 
Circulation 
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Table 2 
Topic 1:  Protection of the Environment 

 

Commenter Protection of the Environment – Comments Relevant EIR/EIS 
Section(s) 

David Solow, Chief 
Executive Officer, 
Metrolink 
(continued) 

 This project meets the unusual circumstances test required to increase the public comment period under 
CEQA. 

 SCRRA [Southern California Regional Rail Authority] requests that at least a 180-day review period for this 
project be incorporated into the schedule.  The draft schedule for finalization of the environmental documents 
after the comment period closes seems unreasonably short.  In light of the number of substantive comments 
which can reasonably be expected, and the requirement to provide written responses which provide a good 
faith reasoned analysis with supporting factual information, a time period this short suggests the comments to 
the document could not be appropriately evaluated and incorporated into the final documents. 

7.0 Public and Agency 
Involvement 

 High platforms offer the safest, quickest boarding. 3.10 Safety and Security 
 The construction of a new high-speed train structure and/or integration of high-speed rail into at-grade truck 

facilities on existing rail right-of-way will require the use of valuable and irreplaceable rail corridor property 
that could have otherwise been used to expand conventional rail service facilities. 

5.3 Significant 
Irreversible 
Environmental Changes 
Which Would be Involved 
in the Proposed Project 
Should it be 
Implemented 

Jacob Lieb, 
Manager, 
Environmental 
Division, Southern 
California 
Association of 
Governments 

 Expect the EIR to specifically cite the appropriate SCAG policies and address the manner in which the project 
is consistent with applicable core policies or supportive of applicable ancillary policies.  Please use SCAG’s 
policy numbers to refer to them in the EIR.  Also, SCAG encourages that a side-by-side comparison of SCAG 
policies with a discussion of the consistency or support of the policy with the proposed project is used. 

3.12 Local Growth, 
Station Planning and 
Land Use 

 The EIR should reflect the most current SCAG forecasts, which are the 2004 RTP (April 2004) Population, 
Household and Employment forecasts. 

 Would like the EIR/EIS to follow SCAG’s Growth Management Goals to develop urban forms that enable 
individuals to spend less income on housing cost; to minimize public and private development costs; that 
enable firms to be more competitive; to strengthen the regional strategic goal to stimulate the regional 
economy. 

 Decisions regarding growth, transportation, land use, and economic development should be made to promote 
and sustain for future generations the region’s mobility, livability and prosperity. 

3.11 Socioeconomics, 
Communities and 
Environmental Justice;;  
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Table 2 
Topic 1:  Protection of the Environment 

 

Commenter Protection of the Environment – Comments Relevant EIR/EIS 
Section(s) 

Betty Miller, 
Statewide Local 
Development 
Intergovernmental 
Review 
Coordinator, 
Department of 
Transportation 
(Caltrans District 7) 

 Caltrans recommends that the project refer to and be consistent with the LOSSAN corridor environmental 
document, which describes system constraints (especially through parts of Orange County). 

Throughout EIR/EIS. 

Brad McAllester, 
Executive Officer, 
Long Range 
Planning and 
Coordination, Metro 

 A Traffic Impact Analysis (TIA) with highway, freeway and transit components is required under the State of 
California Congestion Management Program (CMP) statute.  The CMP TIA Guidelines are published in the 
2004 Congestion Management Program for Los Angeles County. 

3.1 Traffic and 
Circulation 

 Metro requests that the operating energy, operating cost and potential energy savings of HSR at initial speeds 
of 125 miles per hour be considered in addition to very high-speed operation. 

3.5 Energy 

 Would like the placement of HSR tracks in surface level box structures covered in soil evaluated, for it would 
allow the trains to approach stations at relatively high-speed without noise or visual impacts on the 
surrounding community. 

2.0 Alternatives 

Jui Ing Chien, Park 
Planner, County of 
Los Angeles 
Department of 
Parks and 
Recreation 

 Construction of the project would create noise and air quality impacts to park patrons. Construction methods 
and impacts in all 
technical chapters 

 Operation of the project may produce ongoing noise impacts. 3.3 Noise and Vibration 
 Consider the impacts of a HST system onto L.A. River trails along the LOSSAN corridor. 
 This project may impact County Trails such as (1) Trail #2 – Proposed Los Angeles River Trail; (2) Trail #5 – 

Rio Hondo River Trail; (3) Trail #8 – San Gabriel River Trail. 
 The proposed alignments would be close in proximity to four park facilities located within the cities of Whittier 

and La Mirada.   
 The proposed rail may create a physical barrier to the public’s accessibility to the parks.  Undergrounding of 

the proposed alignment through or adjacent to these facilities should be considered. 

3.12 Local Growth, 
Station Planning and 
Land Use; 6.0 Section 
4(f)  
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Table 2 
Topic 1:  Protection of the Environment 

 

Commenter Protection of the Environment – Comments Relevant EIR/EIS 
Section(s) 

Cities 
Jason Chan, City of 
L.A.  

 Improve the Santa Ana River at the same time. 3.6 Biological Resources 
and Wetlands 

Nick Maricich, 
Planning Assistant, 
City of L.A. 

 Concerned with issues such as wildlife corridors and linkages. 3.6 Biological Resources 
and Wetlands 

 Transportation and land use issues need to be coordinated with local municipalities. 3.1 Traffic and 
Circulation; 3.12 Local 
Growth, Station Planning 
and Land Use 

 Would like to see additional outreach efforts conducted to inform the public of the proposed system, as well 
as its benefits. 

7.0 Public and Agency 
Involvement 

Gary Milliman, City 
Manager, City of 
South Gate 

 Noise issue needs to be carefully addressed in the Project EIR/EIS. 3.3 Noise and Vibration 

Alice Angus, 
Community 
Development 
Director, City of 
Orange  

 City requests that the Draft EIR/EIS include a capacity analysis using ICU methodology of all signalized 
intersections on Katella between the Santa Ana River and Tustin Street, on Main Street between Taft and 
Chapman, Chapman between Main and State College and Orangewood between Main and the SR-57 ramps. 

 The existing traffic management software and hardware used by the City of Orange Traffic Management 
Center should be analyzed to determine if upgrades are necessary to adequately accommodate ARTIC-related 
traffic flows on Katella Avenue.  This should include an operational intertie between Orange’s and Anaheim’s 
Traffic Management Centers. 

 The City also expects that the traffic analysis will address a “project opening year” scenario as well as a long-
term (cumulative) scenario.   

 The EIR/EIS must include adequate mitigation measures to address increased traffic volumes and increased 
demand on Orange infrastructure and must maintain an acceptable Level of Service of LOS D, per the City’s 
General Plan Circulation Element. 

 Please ensure that traffic volumes for the long-term traffic analysis scenario reflect the City’s updated land 
use densities and circulation system. 

3.1 Traffic and 
Circulation; 3.16 
Cumulative Impacts 
Evaluation 



CALIFORNIA HIGH-SPEED TRAIN PROJECT EIR/EIS  
ANAHEIM TO LOS ANGELES SECTION DRAFT SCOPING REPORT 

 

 

 
 

U.S. Department 
of Transportation 
Federal Railroad 
Administration 

Page 19 

 
 

Table 2 
Topic 1:  Protection of the Environment 

 

Commenter Protection of the Environment – Comments Relevant EIR/EIS 
Section(s) 

Donald Jensen, 
Director of Public 
Works, City of 
Santa Fe Springs  

 The property acquisition will have a significant effect on land-use compatibility and will raise property and 
environmental justice issues. 

3.11 Socioeconomics, 
Communities and 
Environmental Justice 

 It is anticipated that there will be a significant increase in noise due to the installation of the fourth track.  A 
noise analysis should be conducted to identify areas of mitigation. 

3.3 Noise and Vibration 

 Where an elevated track or trench track is proposed, the City is concerned with the aesthetics of the project.  
The proposed HST improvements will cause significant changes in the visual landscape along the corridor.  
City officials have specific concerns with the aesthetics regarding the number and spacing of the overhead 
electric poles providing power for HST.  City’s policy is to underground as many new utilities as possible; 
however they understand the need for the overhead electrical poles in this instance.  City is requesting that 
measures be taken to minimize the “soldier” look of the overhead poles within the corridor. 

3.14 Aesthetics and 
Visual Quality 

Shohreh Dupuis, 
Transit Manager, 
City of Anaheim 

 Please ensure that the following streets in the City of Anaheim all have full highway grade separations: State 
College, Cerritos, Ball, La Palma, and Orangethorpe. 

 Need to ensure that the EIR at a minimum examines pedestrian separations or closures at Vermont, South, 
Santa Ana, Broadway, Sycamore and North Street, with possible bike path separations at Santa Ana, 
Sycamore and La Palma, which are designated on the City’s master plan of bikeways as bike trails/paths. 

3.1 Traffic and 
Circulation 

Chris Meyer, City 
Manager, City of 
Fullerton 

 The Fullerton City Council has taken a position supporting continued planning of the Authority’s proposed 
high-speed rail system. 

--- 

Private Organizations & Associations 
Al Bahm, Sierra 
Club  

 Address noise pollution emitted from the HSR trains. 3.3 Noise and Vibration 
 Concerned about the electromagnetic fields emitted from the overhead transmission/power lines along the 

corridor. 
3.4 EMI/EMF  

 Address air quality. 3.2 Air Quality 
 Address possible historic preservation of dwelling along the corridor. 3.15 Cultural Resources 
 Address public safety at railroad crossings. 3.10 Safety and Security 

Orlando Benitez, 
Anahuak  

 If this project is implemented, what are the affects? 
 

5.1 Unavoidable Adverse 
Environmental Impacts 

Giovanny Campos, 
Anahuak  

 What are the affects of high-speed rail? 5.1 Unavoidable Adverse 
Environmental Impacts 
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Table 2 
Topic 1:  Protection of the Environment 

 

Commenter Protection of the Environment – Comments Relevant EIR/EIS 
Section(s) 

Raul Macias, 
Founder/President, 
Anahuak  

 Concerned with the occupation of open space and noise. 6.0 Section 4(f); 3.3 
Noise and Vibration 

 Give more importance to the youth; be more inclusive. 3.11 Socioeconomics, 
Communities and 
Environmental Justice 

Roxanna 
Menchaca, 
Anahuak  

 I think these trains will be beneficial, but they could also affect our community if they cross through parks.  
Those parks are part of our community. 

3.12 Local Growth, 
Station Planning and 
Land Use; 3.11 
Socioeconomics, 
Communities and 
Environmental Justice; 
6.0 Section 4(f)  

Joanne Rasmussen, 
Monorail Society  

 Address noise levels in our communities. 3.3 Noise and Vibration 
 Address air pollution. 3.2 Air Quality 
 Address security issues. 3.10 Safety and Security 

Melinda Seely, 
Airfair  

 Address noise.  3.3 Noise and Vibration 
 Address air pollution (cars, airplanes, and other big polluters). 3.2 Air Quality 

Aaron, Franklin 
Roosevelt 
Development Club 

 The project should not be stopped by concerns from environmentalists. 7.0 Public and Agency 
Involvement 

Jim Adams, Council 
Representative, 
Building Trades 
Council 

 The high-speed rail system is overdue. 
 The building trades would most likely be supportive of this project.  However, we would have concerns 

regarding skilled craftsmen and women utilized in the industry.   

7.0 Public and Agency 
Involvement 

Doug Mangione, 
Business Rep, 
IBEW LU441 

 I represent electricians in Orange County; we will support this in any way we can. 7.0 Public and Agency 
Involvement 
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Table 2 
Topic 1:  Protection of the Environment 

 

Commenter Protection of the Environment – Comments Relevant EIR/EIS 
Section(s) 

Individuals / Private Property Owners 
Eric Garcia  The issue of gentrification should be addressed. 

 How will this affect public housing? 
3.11 Socioeconomics, 
Communities and 
Environmental Justice 

 How much electricity will be consumed by the train? 3.5 Public Utilities and 
Energy 

Susan Judd   Congestion, energy independence, air quality, and displacement of existing resources should be addressed. 3.1 Traffic and 
Circulation; 3.5 Public 
Utilities and Energy; 3.2 
Air Quality; 3.12 Local 
Growth, Station Planning 
and Land Use 

 I am very excited about the possibility of the project.  There may even be drug-war benefits by reducing 
isolation in remote areas and by providing opportunities for good jobs with the trains and/or transportation to 
distant jobs without driving for hours. 

 A good way to regain national respect would be to build a world-class rail system.  This vision should be 
realized because it has so much potential and so many advantages. 

 The Project EIR/EIS should address the opportunity of creating more jobs. 

3.12 Local Growth, 
Station Planning and 
Land Use 

Karen Malley   Wildlife corridors should be addressed in a Project EIR/EIS. 3.6 Biological Resources 
and Wetlands 

 Ensure minimal inconvenience to daily routines while project is under construction. Construction methods 
and impacts in all 
technical chapters 

 Address earthquake safety with all of the earth-moving required for tracks traveling underneath streets. 3.8 Geology, Soils and 
Seismicity 
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Table 2 
Topic 1:  Protection of the Environment 

 

Commenter Protection of the Environment – Comments Relevant EIR/EIS 
Section(s) 

Achilles Young   Areas dedicated to parks, museums, or other cultural centers need to be considered so that they can be 
relocated, if necessary. 

6.0 Section 4(f) 

 Address impact on established wetlands, flooding, and impacts on farmland. 3.6 Biological Resources 
and Wetlands; 3.7 
Hydrology and Water 
Resources 

 Construction impacts on commuters needs to be addressed. Construction methods 
and impacts in all 
technical chapters 

 Discuss maintenance issues in the Project EIR/EIS (e.g., hazardous wastes disposal, night work, etc.). 
 Publicize existing modes of travel to justify ridership projections. 
 Provide hours of operation. 

4.0 Costs and 
Operations; 3.9 
Hazardous Materials and 
Wastes 

Dennis & Amy 
Davis  

 When a grade separation project entails lowering the rail roadbed to pass beneath a street, consideration 
should be given to the high water tables in many locales.  Also, with the electric rail, flooding in these 
depressed areas become sensitive. 

3.7 Hydrology and Water 
Resources 

Jonathan Yee  Would like the Project EIR/EIS to address growth-inducing impacts of proposed project. 
 An assumed density of land uses can be used to project pollution, noise and economic impacts of adjacent 

development in scenarios with the high-speed rail line. 
 On a city-by-city basis, densities of new development within the last five years can be projected forward in 

the “no build” scenario. 

3.12 Local Growth, 
Station Planning and 
Land Use 3.16 
Cumulative Impacts  

 HSR will not only improve mobility, but will also reduce noise and pollution. 3.1 Traffic and 
Circulation; 3.2 Air 
Quality; 3.3 Noise and 
Vibration 
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Table 2 
Topic 1:  Protection of the Environment 

 

Commenter Protection of the Environment – Comments Relevant EIR/EIS 
Section(s) 

Richard McCarthy   Concerned that construction activity will result in mice infestations as the rodents flee the pile-driving activity 
to reside elsewhere. 

Construction methods 
and impacts in all 
technical chapters 

 Security of passengers should be included as part of the station operations along the proposed routes.  A new 
HST system in California would make world news, and thus, would be a target for terrorism. 

 Safety in design should be maintained. 
 Grade separations should be maintained at all crossings – whether they are vehicular, rail, or pedestrian 

crossings.  There could be a freight crossing near Fullerton; this should be eliminated. 
 A type of barrier may also need to be placed between freight tracks and HST tracks, preventing a freight train 

derailment from colliding with a HST. 

3.10 Safety and Security 

 Aerials need to illustrate seismic events.  Explain how bridge work will withstand expected seismic events.  
Dual pillars may be necessary to support HST. 

3.8 Geology, Soils and 
Seismicity 

John C. Searight  Would like the Project EIR/EIS to address safety at grade crossings and pedestrian access. 3.10 Safety and Security 
 Would like Project EIR/EIS to address potential for graffiti. 3.14 Aesthetics and 

Visual Quality 
 Reach out to rail historical societies and websites (such as www.trainweb.com). 
 Suggest some outreach to rail enthusiasts such as the BNSF “Citizens for Rail Society.” 

7.0 Public and Agency 
Involvement 

John Andrews  Railroad bridges should be provided at all street crossings – no exceptions. 
 Review every avenue to address safety near the line. 

3.10 Safety and Security 

 

http://www.trainweb.com/�
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Table 3 
Topic 2:  Alignment and Station Alternatives 

 

Commenter Alignment and Station Alternatives – Comments Relevant EIR/EIS 
Section(s) 

Federal Agencies 
Wade Smith, Senior 
Environmental 
Coordinator, 
Southwest Division, 
Amtrak 

 How will potential sites for turnback/layover train storage facilities and a main HST repair and heavy 
maintenance facility be evaluated?  Will new and existing sites be evaluated?  Will environmental site 
assessments be proposed for new site evaluation?  Will engineering/physical specifications and administrative 
(permit) requirements be identified or specified for evaluation of existing maintenance facilities? 

3.16 Cumulative 
Impacts; 2.0 Alternatives 

Regional Agencies 
Arthur T. Leahy, 
Chief Executive 
Officer, OCTA 

 Desires to work closely with CHSRA on design of features and operations of project. 
 Strongly favors using the LOSSAN corridor in the HST system. 
 Does not favor the Union Pacific corridor north of Santa Ana. 
 Interested in having other alternatives (e.g., other alignments, tunnel or others) developed for this segment 

so that OCTA and local officials can determine the best course of action. 
 Does not support double-tracking the system (whether high-speed, electrical, or not) in the south Orange 

County historical and coastal areas. 

2.0 Alternatives 

David Solow, Chief 
Executive Officer, 
Metrolink 

 The detailed design of the HST system must actually re-design the whole rail corridor for this combination of 
uses, and must recognize the ultimate build-out of the conventional system as described in the SCRRA 
Strategic Assessment adopted by the SCRRA Board on January 26, 2007. 

 The rail access to Union Station must be studied very carefully.  There are already several different projects 
proposing to access this station.  The railroad right-of-way into the station is already limited. 

2.0 Alternatives; 3.16 
Cumulative Impacts  

Brad McAllester, 
Executive Officer, 
Long Range 
Planning and 
Coordination, Metro 

 The use of stations with one or more curves will avoid otherwise unavoidable extreme costs and will allow 
cost-effective long platform stations. 

 Please discuss appropriate HSR train and platform length based on all modeling scenarios.  Please show how 
platform lengths will allow for future capacity and expansion. 

2.0 Alternatives; 4.0 
Project Costs and 
Operations 

Cities 
Heather Allen, 
Acting Senior 
Planner, City of 
Fullerton 

 Fullerton requests that the Project EIR/EIS evaluate (as an alternative) an additional HST station at the 
Fullerton Transportation Center, including “skip-stop” scheduling whereby some trains stop while others 
continue through the station. 

 There is room available to accommodate the necessary station modifications for the designation as a HST 
station. 

 Fullerton provides a station location that will support mixed-use, pedestrian-oriented development around the 
station, while providing multi-modal regional connections, consistent with the stated station criteria. 

2.0 Alternatives 
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Table 3 
Topic 2:  Alignment and Station Alternatives 

 

Commenter Alignment and Station Alternatives – Comments Relevant EIR/EIS 
Section(s) 

Donald Jensen, 
Director of Public 
Works, City of 
Santa Fe Springs 

 The existing configuration of the Norwalk/Santa Fe Springs Metrolink Station cannot support the parking 
required to serve HST, nor is it feasible for this location to support the straight length of track necessary to 
accommodate the HST.  The City of Santa Fe Springs would like more detail on feasibility of this location as a 
hub/station and recommends that alternative sites within the region be studied.  The City looks forward to 
selecting other locations within the City of Santa Fe Springs which are more feasible (for HST). 

 The horizontal alignment selected must be made in consideration of the existing at-grade street crossings. 
 The City of Santa Fe Springs is concerned that speeds of 125-150 mph may not be attainable, considering the 

existing conditions of the horizontal alignment in the BNSF corridor.  Straight tracks will be necessary to 
achieve these high speeds.  Since the existing alignment of the track is not straight, but consists of curves 
and bends that do not meet the minimum design standards to achieve those speeds, the City questions the 
actual speeds and travel times desired. 

2.0 Alternatives; 3.1 
Traffic and Circulation 

Scott Reekstin, 
Senior Planner, City 
of Tustin 

 LOSSAN corridor appears to be the best alignment suited for incremental improvements to existing 
conventional rail service. 

2.0 Alternatives 

Kia Mortazavi, 
Executive Director, 
OCTA 

 It is important that all of the capital improvements to railroad infrastructure, stations, and parking be included 
in the no action alternative of the EIR/EIS. 

2.0 Alternatives; 4.0 
Project Costs and 
Operations 

Individuals / Private Property Owners 
Richard McCarthy  Disappointed in the Authority’s decision to opt for the LOSSAN corridor over the UPRR Santa Ana corridor 

(from Union Station to Norwalk and down to Anaheim). 
 If tunnels are required, ensure that they are cut wide enough to reduce pressure effects, especially at 

entrances (where they are even wider).  Also, ensure that they are wide and high enough to allow double-
decked trains, should they be needed for future use. 

 Agrees with the need for an alternative mode of transportation; HSR is very attractive. 
 Major concern is commute time. 
 Norwalk station is a great idea because it would be within walking distance of the MTA Metro Green Line. 
 Would like a fast, quiet, safe train.   
 HSR should purchase the newest, low drag, aerodynamic rolling stock. 

2.0 Alternatives 

John C. Searight  Fullerton station is a major railfan gathering spot.  Will this be allowed to continue? 
 Will there be railfan access at stations? 

2.0 Alternatives 

Ivo Lazzeroni  Buy enough right-of-way for future expansion. 
 Note the freeway experience/congestion. 

2.0 Alternatives 

Maurice Turner  Providing high-speed wireless internet access on board would be an opportunity to entice business and leisure 
travelers with a product that is currently, and for the near-term, not available on airplanes and extremely 
limited in cars. 

-- 
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Table 3 
Topic 2:  Alignment and Station Alternatives 

 

Commenter Alignment and Station Alternatives – Comments Relevant EIR/EIS 
Section(s) 

Dennis & Amy 
Davis 

 A great benefit to the HSR systems in Japan and Europe is that they are located in the central portion of the 
cities, allowing riders to conveniently walk to nearby hotels or to shopping districts. 

2.0 Alternatives 

Luis Tamargo  High-speed trains should include cocktail lounges, live music, and other amenities. -- 
 

 
Table 4 

Topic 3:  Connectivity and Coordination with/Impacts to Other Transportation Facilities 
 

Commenter Connectivity and Coordination with/Impacts to Other Transportation Facilities – Comments Relevant EIR/EIS 
Section(s) 

Federal Agencies 
Wade Smith, Senior 
Environmental 
Coordinator, 
Southwest Division, 
Amtrak 

 The Authority should consider ongoing growth and expansion plans for passenger rail service into and out of 
the existing Union Station. 

 Amtrak would be interested in the feasibility of additional use of parallel dedicated or shared, grade-separated 
track in this segment. 

 Will the potential accommodation of service be considered if existing services are converted to the same 
mode of electric power? 

2.0 Alternatives; 3.5 
Public Utilities and 
Energy 

David H. Sulouff, 
Chief, Bridge 
Section, Eleventh 
Coast Guard 
District, U.S. 
Department of 
Homeland 
Security/United 
States Coast Guard 

 The General Bridge Act of 1946 requires that the location and plans for bridges over navigable waters of the 
United States be approved by the Commandant, U.S. Coast Guard prior to commencing construction. 

-- 

Regional Agencies 
Betty Miller, 
Statewide Local 
Development 
Intergovernmental 
Review 
Coordinator, 
Department of 
Transportation 
(Caltrans District 7) 

 Recommend connectivity between the Norwalk Transportation Center and the METRO Green Line LRT 
Norwalk Station (terminus) which is located near the I-605/I-105 Freeways, also in the City of Norwalk.  The 
METRO Green Line LRT provides access to LAX. 

 A Caltrans Cooperative Agreement, Memorandum of Understanding, or Memorandum of Agreement may be 
needed relating to project development and design of the high-speed rail facility and all impacts to State 
rights-of-way. 

2.0 Alternatives 
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Table 4 
Topic 3:  Connectivity and Coordination with/Impacts to Other Transportation Facilities 

 

Commenter Connectivity and Coordination with/Impacts to Other Transportation Facilities – Comments Relevant EIR/EIS 
Section(s) 

Ryan Chamberlain, 
Branch Chief, Local 
Development/Inter-
governmental 
Review, 
Department of 
Transportation 
(Caltrans District 
12) 

 If any project work (e.g., storage of materials, street widening, emergency access improvements, sewer 
connections, sound walls, storm drain construction, street connections, etc.) occurs in the vicinity of the 
Caltrans right-of-way, an encroachment permit will be required, and environmental concerns must be 
addressed. 

 For projects on Caltrans right-of-way, Caltrans has the authority to maintain or delegate Lead Agency status 
for CEQA.  Please coordinate with Caltrans to meet requirements for any work within or near Caltrans right-
of-way. 

 Coordinate with those listed in the Program EIR/EIS for the California HST System, the OCTA Long Range 
Transportation Plan (Transit section), and the I-5 Major Investment Study (MIS) to evaluate the project 
elements. 

-- 

Ronnie Guyer, Field 
Representative for 
Assemblyman Van 
Tran (68th

 Will Disney connect Angel Stadium rail station to Disneyland? 

 District) 

-- 

David Solow, Chief 
Executive Officer, 
Metrolink 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 Separate analyses are required to clearly understand the potential competitive and complementary service 
issues between Metrolink and high-speed train service.  To be complementary, the Metrolink service will have 
to be treated as an independent commuter rail operation and as an inter-city feeder service to the new state 
high-speed trunk line.  Complementary operating plans and common station access elements must be 
developed. 

 The impact of the HST system on joint access station access requirements must consider both parking and 
transit feeder needs. 

 The new demand would exceed current capacity at proposed shared stations and could cause current 
Metrolink riders to divert to non-HST stations in the corridor, thus creating spillover parking issues. 

 FRA requirements and limitations for shared use of Metrolink-dispatched lines that carry commuter and high-
speed passenger and freight services must be addressed – specifically, the use of compliant or non-compliant 
vehicles in shared corridors must be addressed. 

 Design coordination is required with the owners of the right-of-way, Amtrak, Caltrans, the commuter and 
freight operators, and the station owners during the scoping of the EIR/EIS. 

 Examples of freight considerations include grade (e.g., at highway separation projects), signal placement, 
freight customer access tracks, and clear length of freight sidings. 

3.1 Traffic and 
Circulation; 3.16 
Cumulative Impacts  

 The impacts of the HST system on Metrolink’s potential to grow consistent with the adopted 2007 SCRRA 
Strategic Assessment must be considered in the EIR/EIS, along with the impact of the HST system on the 
growth of Metrolink due to both physical and financial constraints on Metrolink’s ability to expand service. 

 The impact of Metrolink rider diversion to the HST System should be considered. 
 The impact of the HST system on growth of Goods Movement by rail should be considered. 
 Additional regional plans call for Metrolink’s service to grow from 42,000 daily riders to more than 100,000 

daily riders by 2020, requiring increased Amtrak intercity service, and freight train growth. 

4.0 Project Costs and 
Operations 
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Table 4 
Topic 3:  Connectivity and Coordination with/Impacts to Other Transportation Facilities 

 

Commenter Connectivity and Coordination with/Impacts to Other Transportation Facilities – Comments Relevant EIR/EIS 
Section(s) 

David Solow, Chief 
Executive Officer, 
Metrolink 
(continued) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 Station cities that are continuing to invest in what are proposed to be joint Metrolink/HST stations would be 
faced with increased station access issues and operational costs.  These jurisdictions are already experiencing 
community/financial impacts as their stations approach design capacity. 

 The impact of this burden on these cities would have to be considered in order for the HST project to 
accurately reflect the additional capital cost to expand street and highway access, station parking and transit 
facilities and the ongoing subsidy required to operate the expanded stations and/or the greatly increased 
transit access. 

 SCRRA member agencies need to describe ownership and financial responsibility for construction and 
operation of stations, including platforms, parking, customer information systems, ticket vending systems, 
security, and federal common carrier obligations due to physical and financial constraints on Metrolink. 

 Metrolink and the HST system would have several common stations on all lines of the Metrolink system.  
SCRRA staff is very concerned with the operational subsidy requirements of these stations, as well as the 
Metrolink system--particularly if the competition results in the HST system attracting riders from Metrolink 
trains, rather than from single occupant vehicles.  

 Detailed analysis is needed to determine if it is financially feasible for Metrolink to become a cost-effective 
HST feeder rail service. 

 Subsidy and fare policies need to be evaluated as a coordinated set, rather than in isolation, so that the fare 
subsidy costs could be properly allocated through an equitable interagency agreement. 

 EIR/EIS should address the mitigation of loss of revenue opportunity to the SCRRA and its member agencies 
in the areas of fiber optic, freight dispatch, billboard, and other commercial uses of our property. 

 EIR/EIS needs to evaluate the maintenance windows required for joint operation and potential adverse 
impacts due to 24-hour maintenance operations or reductions in operating capacity due to speed restrictions. 

 SCRRA staff is concerned that construction of the HST system will divert already limited State and federal 
funding from Metrolink projects.  The HST system should not be funded in lieu of funding for expansion of the 
Metrolink system.  The EIR/EIS must address the effect on available public funding for all passenger and 
freight rail systems in the state. 

4.0 Project Costs and 
Operations 

 The no build alternative must include those funded projects in design or construction along these corridors. 
 Caltrans, BNSF, Amtrak and Metrolink have developed a concept for building up the BNSF corridor to four 

tracks from Los Angeles to Fullerton, with passenger service generally on the two south tracks, and freight 
service on the two north tracks.  This four-track configuration should be the starting point for any discussion 
on adding HST service to this line. 

 The California DOT has adopted and has environmentally cleared plans for “run thru” tracks south of Union 
Station.  The HST project should either avoid impacting the as-designed project, or should include an 
alternate project of similar utility. 

2.0 Alternatives 
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Table 4 
Topic 3:  Connectivity and Coordination with/Impacts to Other Transportation Facilities 

 

Commenter Connectivity and Coordination with/Impacts to Other Transportation Facilities – Comments Relevant EIR/EIS 
Section(s) 

David Solow, Chief 
Executive Officer, 
Metrolink 
(continued) 

 The impact on Metrolink services during construction of the HST stations and coordination of construction 
without significantly disrupting the existing service at Metrolink stations needs to be carefully addressed in the 
EIR/EIS. 

 Construction staging plans should ensure that project construction does not materially interfere with the 
operating speeds and number of available tracks of the corridors during all stages of construction and does 
not place undue burden on Metrolink’s ability to provide resources to support the project. 

 In order to avoid impacts to ongoing Metrolink operations, most of the construction work within the rail 
corridor will occur at night and on weekends, when rail traffic levels are lessened. 

Construction methods 
and impacts in all 
technical chapters 

Arthur T. Leahy, 
Chief Executive 
Officer, OCTA 

 OCTA has recently completed a detailed analysis of the rail capacity for passenger and freight needs from 
Fullerton, north into Union Station along the LOSSAN corridor.  The needs of Metrolink, Amtrak and freight 
movements for the next 20 years (approximately) have been accounted for in this analysis.  It appears that 
much of this corridor will require triple tracking. 

2.0 Alternatives 

Kia Mortazavi, 
Executive Director, 
OCTA 

 I urge the CHSRA to identify the ARTIC site as the new southern terminus of the San Francisco to Los Angeles 
alignment of California HST system instead of Los Angeles, and to designate Anaheim as the southern 
destination point for the initial operation segment as well. 

 Close coordination between OCTA and the CHSRA should occur as the EIR/EIS is being prepared to ensure 
that synergies and opportunities in the areas of highway-rail grade separations, track and signal 
improvements, passenger facilities, and operations are identified for the planned HST system and the future 
planned Metrolink Expansion as part of the renewed Measure M.  The renewed Measure M plan dedicates $1 
billion for transit extensions to the existing Metrolink system in Orange County. 

-- 

Brad McAllester, 
Executive Officer, 
Long Range 
Planning and 
Coordination, Metro 
 
 
 
 

 The Metro Rail facilities must not be compromised in any way by the construction or operation of the HST 
project. 

 The Metro Red Line right-of-way, including structures and wayside systems, from Union Station to, and over 
the Los Angeles River, must not be compromised in any way by the construction/operation of HST. 

 The Metro Gold Line Eastside Extension currently under construction must not be compromised in any way by 
the construction or operation of the HST project. 

 The project’s potential impact on bus terminals, such as those at Norwalk Transportation Center Metrolink 
station and the nearby Norwalk Metro Green Line Station, will need to be thoroughly addressed to ensure 
service continuity and access. 

Construction methods 
and cumulative impacts 
in all technical chapters 
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Table 4 
Topic 3:  Connectivity and Coordination with/Impacts to Other Transportation Facilities 

 

Commenter Connectivity and Coordination with/Impacts to Other Transportation Facilities – Comments Relevant EIR/EIS 
Section(s) 

Brad McAllester, 
Executive Officer, 
Long Range 
Planning and 
Coordination, Metro 
(continued) 

 Address the project’s potential impact on undeveloped Metro railroad right-of-way including the Harbor 
Subdivision.  This corridor has been identified as potential strategic project corridor in the emerging update to 
Metro’s Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP) and its study area includes the west bank of the L.A. River 
between Union Station and the Alameda freight rail corridor. 

 Metro long-range planning is currently actively pursuing AA/DEIS/DEIR phases of several new transportation 
corridors.  Some of these corridor studies will include alternative rail and other transportation uses in similar 
corridors to the HST.  Metro and the CHSRA should coordinate closely to avoid impacts on these corridors. 

 Other transit planning efforts not conducted by Metro, but involving Metro infrastructure, may have elements 
impacted by HST alignments and programs.  These elements include yard storage and maintenance needs.  
The planning efforts include: (1) western extension of the Exposition light rail line to Santa Monica; and (2) 
the Gold Line Foothill extension. 

3.12 Local Growth, 
Station Planning and 
Land Use; 3.16 
Cumulative Impacts  

 HST scheduling is critical to avoid conflicts with Metrolink, Amtrak, freight rail, and Metro Rail. 
 Any consideration of potential HST impacts to freight rail service in Los Angeles County should be in 

compliance with Metro Goods Movement policies.  Metro requests a thorough evaluation of impacts and 
benefits to Goods Movement. 

3.1 Traffic and 
Circulation; 3.16 
Cumulative Impacts  

 Metro requests an evaluation of a HST program that allows existing infrastructure to support incremental 
improvements that may ultimately be part of the HST.  There are many incremental improvement steps 
between existing passenger rail service and 225 mph rail. 

 Metro requests an evaluation of various forms of standard passenger service with more frequent stops within 
HST right-of-way. 

 For segments along the Los Angeles River in downtown Los Angeles, Metro requests that the Authority 
consider placing these track segments within at-grade reinforced concrete box structures suitable for 
enclosure within soil.  Such an approach would allow surface level landscaping, bike and pedestrian paths, 
mixed-use TOD, and passive recreation along the river. 

 The EIR/EIS should fully identify HSR rail facility needs.  It is likely that any successful HSR design will need 
to utilize Los Angeles area rail yards.  The effort to find a suitable HST yard should be part of an interagency 
effort to provide an adequate rail yard. 

 Metro has provided funding for many transit, bikeway, pedestrian, street widening, freeway, signal 
technology, transportation enhancements and other improvement projects throughout the past several years.  
Metro encourages all possible preservation of these recent civic improvements in the consideration of 
alignment and station designs as HSR progresses into more detailed design. 

2.0 Alternatives 
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Table 4 
Topic 3:  Connectivity and Coordination with/Impacts to Other Transportation Facilities 

 

Commenter Connectivity and Coordination with/Impacts to Other Transportation Facilities – Comments Relevant EIR/EIS 
Section(s) 

Richard Marcus, 
Manager, 
Maglev/High-Speed 
Rail Program, 
Southern California 
Association of 
Governments 

 Planning for a statewide high-speed train system should include linkages between the HST system and other 
systems, including a SCAG Maglev/high-speed rail system.  This interconnectivity between systems will be 
stressed in the 2007 RTP due out in December of this year. 

3.1 Traffic and 
Circulation 

Cities 
Jason Chan, City of 
Los Angeles 

 TOD near Union Station would make it a great hub. 3.12 Local Growth, 
Station Planning and 
Land Use 

Nick Maricich, 
Planning Assistant, 
City of Los Angeles 

 I would like to see local transit connectivity along the LOSSAN corridor. 3.1 Traffic and 
Circulation 

Victor Dominguez, 
Council Assistant, 
City of Anaheim 

 Address compatibility with existing Amtrak and Metro Rail train schedules. 
 Will the addition of a high-speed system cut down the existing availability of those services? 

3.1 Traffic and 
Circulation 

Gary Milliman, City 
Manager, City of 
South Gate 

 The Authority should review and consider the Orangeline Development Authority (OLDA) study product as a 
part of its planning and environmental review process. 

 It is important for the Authority to coordinate its planning efforts with OLDA to ensure system compatibility 
and to reduce the overall public cost of the planning, engineering and environmental review. 

3.1 Traffic and 
Circulation 

Donald Jensen, 
Director of Public 
Works, City of 
Santa Fe Springs 

 The City will begin construction of the Valley View Grade Separation in 2008.  City officials believe this grade 
separation project will be greatly impacted by HST, thereby undermining not only the expenditure of tax-
payer funds, but also the functionality and appearance of the improvements to be constructed.  If changes 
will be needed to the City’s grade separation project(s), the City would like these changes to be approved (by 
City staff) in advance and fully covered by the funding plan for HST. 

4.0 Project Costs and 
Operations 

 The I-5/Carmenita Interchange will begin construction in 2009.  It represents the first stage of freeway 
improvements to be completed along the I-5 between the Orange/Los Angeles County boundary and Route 
605 during the next ten years.  The City has been actively involved with the planning of this and opposes any 
alignment of the HST that would adversely impact the schedule or configuration of this project. 

 One alternative is to have HST run parallel to the I-5 Freeway.  In order for this alternative to be feasible, the 
horizontal alignment must consider the ultimate width of the I-5 after the widening, as well as future 
widening. 

 Over the past six years, the City has been coordinating and working with Caltrans Division of Rail and the 
BNSF Railroad on plans to construct a third main track within this corridor. 

2.0 Alternatives; 3.1 
Traffic and Circulation 
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Table 4 
Topic 3:  Connectivity and Coordination with/Impacts to Other Transportation Facilities 

 

Commenter Connectivity and Coordination with/Impacts to Other Transportation Facilities – Comments Relevant EIR/EIS 
Section(s) 

Alice Angus, 
Community 
Development 
Director, City of 
Orange  

 The City requests that impacts to existing rail operations within the city be studied and disclosed in the Draft 
EIR/EIS.  This should include a discussion of impacts to existing Amtrak and Metrolink services in the city with 
respect to station spacing (i.e., changes in service due to moving the Anaheim station closer to Orange 
station). 

3.1 Traffic and 
Circulation; 3.16 
Cumulative Impacts  

Individuals / Private Property Owners 
Richard McCarthy  Need to resolve how the HST, Metrolink, and Amtrak plan to operate on same set of rails. 3.1 Traffic and 

Circulation 
John Andrews  Will the project disrupt the BNSF freight schedule? 3.1 Traffic and 

Circulation 
Dennis & Amy 
Davis 

 The time that it takes to complete a grade separation project is critical to local highway circulation; we do not 
want major local circulation issues resulting from grade separations. 

3.1 Traffic and 
Circulation Construction 
methods and cumulative 
impacts in all technical 
chapters 

Achilles Young   Support transportation network (e.g., taxis, buses, etc.). 3.1 Traffic and 
Circulation 

Melinda Seely, 
Airfair 

 Our group was created to keep the “caps” on John Wayne Airport permanent. 
 We see rail as an opportunity to use the airport in a more intelligent manner.   

3.1 Traffic and 
Circulation 
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Table 5 

Topic 4:  Alternative Technologies 
 

Commenter Alternative Technologies – Comments Relevant EIR/EIS 
Section(s) 

Federal Agencies 
Nova Blazej, 
Manager, 
Environmental 
Review Office, EPA 

 Draft EIS should specifically identify how a proposed magnetic levitation powered high-speed train service in 
southern California relates to this project. 

 Justify the need for both steel-wheel on steel-rail technology proposed for this project and the magnetic 
levitation technology proposed for a separate high-speed train project in southern California. 

 Address how the proposed project will ensure that potential duplication of efforts and incompatibilities will not 
occur. 

 Identify integration and/or incompatibility of both projects. 
 Identify the specific design features of this proposal to “link up” with the other high-speed train proposals in 

the region. 

Program EIR/EIS, 
Alternatives, Section 
2.6.6 has eliminated the 
Maglev option. 

Regional Agencies 
Richard Marcus, 
Manager, 
Maglev/High-Speed 
Rail Program, 
Southern California 
Association of 
Governments 

 Planning for a statewide high-speed train system should include linkages between the CHSRA system and 
other systems, including a SCAG Maglev/high-speed rail system.  This interconnectivity between systems will 
be stressed in the 2007 RTP due out in December of this year. 

3.1 Traffic and 
Circulation 

Tony Jusay, 
Transportation 
Planner, Metro 

 Areas that will undergo electrification should be tied in with solar energy stations. 
 Incorporate renewable energy solutions for the project. 
 Incorporate sustainable practices for design, construction, and operation. 

3.5 Public Utilities and 
Energy; Construction 
methods and cumulative 
impacts in all technical 
chapters 

Private Organizations & Associations 
Aaron, Franklin 
Roosevelt 
Development Club 

 Would like to see the project EIR/EIS address Maglev technology and believe it to be more efficient and 
future-oriented. 

Program EIR/EIS, 
Alternatives, Section 
2.6.6 has eliminated the 
Maglev option. 

 Would like to see nuclear power used. 2.0 Alternatives; 3.5 
Public Utilities and 
Energy 
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Table 5 
Topic 4:  Alternative Technologies 

 

Commenter Alternative Technologies – Comments Relevant EIR/EIS 
Section(s) 

Individuals / Private Property Owners 
Karen Malley   It is critical for the project to use sustainable resources, even if it is at a higher cost.  Any increase in 

electrical power generation must come from fuels other than oil or gas.  
 Materials used in construction should mark the coming of a new era in public building (an era with the priority 

being sustainability). 
 People will be asked to forego their automobiles to use the rail; the rail must present a huge improvement 

environmentally so that people will feel justified in their “sacrifice.” 

3.5 Public Utilities and  
Energy; 5.0 Unavoidable 
Adverse Environmental 
Impacts and 
Environmentally Superior 
Alternative 

Dennis & Amy 
Davis  

 Consideration should be given to alternative energy sources for the supply of the electrical power (e.g., solar 
or wind) to reduce additional greenhouse gas emissions relating to HST system. 

 The inclusion of alternative sources of energy in the supply system would show a commitment to the clean 
energy benefits. 

3.2 Air Quality; 3.5 Public 
Utilities and Energy 

 
 

Table 6 
Topic 5:  Project Funding/Cost 

 

Commenter Project Funding/Cost – Comments Relevant EIR/EIS 
Section(s) 

Federal Agencies 
Nova Blazej, 
Manager, 
Environmental 
Review Office, EPA 

 The Draft EIS should identify what elements of this project will require funding or approval by the Federal 
Highway Administration (FHWA) or Federal Transit Administration (FTA).  Also, the Draft EIS should 
demonstrate that FHWA or FTA-funded or approved project elements are included in a conforming 
transportation plan and in a transportation improvement program.  FRA and CHSRA should work with 
SCAQMD and Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG) to ensure that applicable elements of 
the proposed project are consistent with future revisions of the RTP. 

4.0 Project Costs and 
Operations 

Wade Smith, Senior 
Environmental 
Coordinator, 
Southwest Division, 
Amtrak 

 Given the significant positive environmental impact of the HST to the improvement of Air Quality within the 
State of California with a proposed reduction of 12.4 billion pounds of carbon dioxide per year compared to 
highway and air travel, have alternative methods of financing been considered for partial funding of future 
design and/or construction efforts? 

4.0 Project Costs and 
Operations 

Regional Agencies 
Arthur T. Leahy, 
Chief Executive 
Officer, OCTA 

 Interested in a segment that would connect Union Station to Anaheim on the Initial Operating Segment. 
 Supports LOSSAN segment and will undertake discussions with key legislators, if necessary. 
 Service from Anaheim Regional Transportation Intermodal Center (ARTIC) north to Union Station (Los 

Angeles), and beyond, should be one of the first segments of the system to be built. 

4.0 Project Costs and 
Operations 
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Table 6 
Topic 5:  Project Funding/Cost 

 

Commenter Project Funding/Cost – Comments Relevant EIR/EIS 
Section(s) 

David Solow, Chief 
Executive Officer, 
Metrolink 

 Would like the Project EIR/EIS to address additional costs and impacts in the vicinity of station locations 
related to street and highway congestion. 

 Would like the Project EIR/EIS to address identification of construction requirements and costs and increased 
operating costs. 

Construction methods 
and cumulative impacts 
in all technical chapters; 
4.0 Project Costs and 
Operations 

Brad McAllester, 
Executive Officer, 
Long Range 
Planning and 
Coordination, Metro 

 The HSR appears to be designed to compete with airlines, which presents the expectation of airline-similar 
fares.  A focus on pricing commensurate with auto driver diversion may suggest moderate initial speeds 
and/or travel discounts. 

 Please evaluate how joint development above tracks within box structures can help the HSR Authority to 
recover construction costs. 

 Revenue estimates should be compared to Acela Northeast Corridor, the Shinkansen, the TGV, the ICE, 
EuroStar and other high-speed trains.  Based upon prior history, demonstrate why failed bond issues would 
not be the California experience.  Revenues from HSR between London and Paris were insufficient to pay the 
capital cost bonds and refinancing has proven necessary.  The proposed routes within California are longer 
than those between London and Paris and the size of the destination city at one end is substantially smaller 
than the European examples. 

 Sensitivity analysis should be conducted showing the cost impacts of less-than-expected revenue. 

4.0 Project Costs and 
Operations 

Cities 
Donald Jensen, 
Director of Public 
Works, City of 
Santa Fe Springs 

 The funding required to construct grade separations along the HST route will not be secured by the CHSRA.  I 
am concerned with this approach and believe that the funding for grade separations needs to be incorporated 
into the funding plan for HST. 

 I assume that separate power substations will be constructed to serve HST.  Therefore, HST will not cause 
existing power substations to be upgraded and costs for these substations will be included in the HST budget. 

 Of major concern is the overall funding and cost of HST.  I am concerned that lack of funding sources may 
potentially affect local funding. 

4.0 Project Costs and 
Operations 

Private Organizations & Associations 
Al Bahm, Sierra 
Club 

 I am concerned about financing of the project. 
 I do not want this project to turn out like the toll roads in South Orange County, where a different 

governmental agency would have to come rescue it. 

4.0 Project Costs and 
Operations 

Dave Mootchnik, 
Southern California 
Commuters Forum 

 I find the HSR to be constructed and operated at the expense of public funding absurd; would like to see the 
project rejected. 

 The HST line should be developed and operated by a for-profit company or by a consortium, rather than at 
the taxpayer’s expense. 

4.0 Project Costs and 
Operations 

Roxanna 
Menchaca, 
Anahuak 

 I am concerned with the affordability of HST trains to the community. 4.0 Project Costs and 
Operations 
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Table 6 
Topic 5:  Project Funding/Cost 

 

Commenter Project Funding/Cost – Comments Relevant EIR/EIS 
Section(s) 

Individuals / Private Property Owners 
Susan Judd  I would also like to publicize the costs of the no action alternative/moving freeways evaluated in the 

environmental documentation. 
2.0 Alternatives; 4.0 
Project Costs and 
Operations 

Karen Malley  I am concerned that the community will be afraid of the financial burden and will not support the project. 
 An “inconvenient truth” style publicity campaign may be necessary for the understanding of the increasing 

number of cars/gridlock, and frustration and degradation of the environment that will undoubtedly become 
our reality without a rail system of such a caliber. 

4.0 Project Costs and 
Operations 

Jonathan Yee  I believe that the HST will improve capital improvement spending. 4.0 Project Costs and 
Operations 

 
 

Table 7 
Topic 6:  Issues Outside Scope of Anaheim to Los Angeles Study Area 

 

Commenter Project Funding/Cost – Comments Notes 

Regional Agencies 
Arthur T. Leahy, 
Chief Executive 
Officer, OCTA 

 Building a trench through parts of Orange and Santa Ana will be challenging and costly. 
 Supports the connection to the Irvine Transportation Center. 
 Extending high-speed rail service south of Anaheim will likely present significant difficulties due to the 

horizontal curvature of the track and vertical clearance challenges. 

Comment will be 
considered for future 
phases of the project. 

Ronnie Guyer, Field 
Representative for 
Assemblyman Van 
Tran (68th

 Will the HST connect to Ontario Airport? 

 District) 

Comment will be 
forwarded to the project 
team for the Inland 
Empire/San Diego 
section. 

Cities 
Jason Chan, City of 
L.A.  

 The City of Los Angeles would like the Project EIR/EIS to address the high-speed rail’s effects on 
harming/preserving farmland in the Central Valley. 

Comment will be 
forwarded to the project 
team for the Central 
Valley section. 
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Table 7 
Topic 6:  Issues Outside Scope of Anaheim to Los Angeles Study Area 

 

Commenter Project Funding/Cost – Comments Notes 

Alice Angus, 
Community 
Development 
Director, City of 
Orange 

 The City of Orange supports the concept of a high-speed train system operating in the State of California; 
support includes an Initial Operating Segment that would extend from Los Angeles’ Union Station to 
Anaheim’s ARTIC station. 

 The City of Orange opposes the segment that would travel from Anaheim down to Irvine because this 
segment traverses the City of Orange and would result in significant, unacceptable adverse environmental 
impacts to the community, including disruption of their National Register-listed historic district, noise and 
vibration impacts, and land use, housing and community impacts affecting both residential and 
commercial/industrial communities. 

 The City of Orange requests that the EIR/EIS eliminate references to the “Anaheim to Irvine” segment 
altogether, particularly where it is referenced as “Phase 2.”  Would like to incorporate text that clearly states 
that the current proposal from “Los Angeles to Anaheim” is one segment of the larger statewide system 
(which was evaluated in the Program EIR), and clarify that any and all approvals related to the forthcoming 
EIR/EIS are for the “Los Angeles to Anaheim” segment only. 

Comment will be 
considered for future 
phases of the project. 

Carolyn V. 
Cavecche, Mayor, 
City of Orange 

 The Anaheim to Irvine segment is neither cost-effective nor crucial.  This connection is currently in place with 
the use of the current Orange County Metrolink Rail System. 

 Orange strongly opposes any potential southbound rail transportation system that would pass through the 
Historic Old Towne area, disrupting the community (especially when an existing southbound rail system is 
currently in operation). 

 Anaheim would be the logical Orange County hub for the HST, and the current Orange County Metrolink 
system is the ideal transportation tool to make the connection. 

Comment will be 
considered for future 
phases of the project. 

Scott Reekstin, 
Senior Planner, City 
of Tustin 

 The City has expressed its opposition to HSR through Tustin in previous comment letters. 
 The City continues to support the inland Interstate 15 corridor in lieu of the Orange County route to Irvine. 
 The City of Tustin remains concerned that the proposed HST system will have significant and unavoidable 

adverse noise, vibration, safety, aesthetic and traffic impacts on adjacent properties within the city. 
 The burden of these impacts on existing residential areas outweighs any potential benefits to their 

communities. 

Comment will be 
considered for future 
phases of the project. 

Elizabeth Binsack, 
Community 
Development 
Director, City of 
Tustin 

 Address impacts to City of Tustin. 
 Address impacts on established neighborhoods (e.g., adverse construction, noise, vibration, safety, 

neighborhood disruption, traffic impacts, etc.). 
 Address street impacts (high-build versus low-build scenarios). 
 Address phasing of proposed improvements; methodology for selection of study area. 

Comment will be 
considered for future 
phases of the project. 
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Table 7 
Topic 6:  Issues Outside Scope of Anaheim to Los Angeles Study Area 

 

Commenter Project Funding/Cost – Comments Notes 

Private Organizations & Associations 
Joanne Rasmussen, 
Monorail Society 

 The existing map does not show the alignment extending to our city (Huntington Beach).  It also does not 
extend to Costa Mesa or Fountain Valley. 

This proposed HST 
system is limited to the 
geographic area 
discussed in the Program 
EIR/EIS. 

Melinda Seely, 
Airfair 

 I would specifically like to see rapid transit to Palmdale International Airport (which would relieve the pressure 
to expand regional airports) from Orange County. 

Comment will be 
forwarded to the project 
team for the Los 
Angeles-Palmdale 
section. 

Aaron, Franklin 
Roosevelt 
Development Club  

 I would like to see high-speed rail travel up to Seattle. This proposed HST 
system is limited to the 
geographic area 
discussed in the Program 
EIR/EIS. 

Giovanny Campos, 
Anahuak  

 I am primarily concerned with the proposed route traveling through soccer fields at Taylor Yard.  I would like 
to see alternative routes. 

Comment will be 
forwarded to the project 
team for the Los Angeles 
-Palmdale section. 

Ivania Campos, 
Anahuak  

 I would like to see an alternative route for Taylor Yard.  Comment will be 
forwarded to the project 
team for the Los Angeles 
-Palmdale section. 

Ricardo Menchaca, 
Anahuak  

 Will this project affect projects like Taylor Yard? Comment will be 
forwarded to the project 
team for the Los Angeles 
-Palmdale section. 

Ricardo Menchaca, 
Anahuak  

 Will this project affect construction sites from Los Angeles to Palmdale? Comment will be 
forwarded to the project 
team for the Los Angeles 
-Palmdale section. 
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Table 7 
Topic 6:  Issues Outside Scope of Anaheim to Los Angeles Study Area 

 

Commenter Project Funding/Cost – Comments Notes 

Orlando Benitez, 
Anahuak 

 I do not want the project to interfere with soccer fields at Taylor yard. Comment will be 
forwarded to the project 
team for the Los Angeles 
-Palmdale section. 

 How much energy will it take to travel from Los Angeles to San Francisco? Statewide project energy 
needs were addressed in 
the Program EIR. 

Al Bahm, Sierra 
Club  

 Address possible plant/species preservation and conservation along the desert portion of the corridor. This EIR/EIS addresses 
the Anaheim to Los 
Angeles section, which 
does not include any 
desert areas.  Comment 
will be forwarded to the 
management team for 
the statewide project. 

Individuals / Private Property Owners 
Victor Menchaca  This project will affect our soccer field at Taylor Yard; Taylor Yard is where my soccer team practices/plays. Comment will be 

forwarded to the project 
team for the Los Angeles 
-Palmdale section. 

Achilles Young  What is needed to discuss extending this phase to Irvine and to San Diego? Comment will be 
considered for future 
phases of the project. 

 A high-speed rail to Las Vegas option would ease congestion on I-15. This proposed HST 
system is limited to the 
geographic area 
discussed in the Program 
EIR/EIS. 

Richard McCarthy  I am in support of a phase connecting to Irvine. Comment will be 
considered for future 
phases of the project. 

 I would like to see a route connecting Ontario Airport to Las Vegas, Nevada. This proposed HST 
system is limited to the 
geographic area 
discussed in the Program 
EIR/EIS. 
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Table 7 
Topic 6:  Issues Outside Scope of Anaheim to Los Angeles Study Area 

 

Commenter Project Funding/Cost – Comments Notes 

Victor Menchaca   This project is going to affect the environment in the LA to Palmdale section. Comment will be 
forwarded to the project 
team for the LA-Palmdale 
section. 

Susan Judd  Include a Las Vegas rail connection. This proposed HST 
system is limited to the 
geographic area 
discussed in the Program 
EIR/EIS. 
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3.2 Summary of Verbal Public Scoping Comments 
 

Table 8 
Summary of Verbal Public Scoping Comments 

 

Commenter Verbal Comments Relevant EIR/EIS 
Section(s) 

Norwalk Public Meeting 
Ivo Lazzeroni  I hope that HSR will think bigger towards future improvement in technology. 

 When railroads were first built and developed, no thought was given to what future improvements might be. 
 Recommends that the 4-foot-8 1/2-foot cage not be considered.  Instead, consider a 5-foot-6 or 6-foot cage. 
 Develop a railroad with new standards, rather than adopting current standards. 
 Recommends avoiding magnetic levitation because it is very expensive; doubts that it will be successful. 

2.0 Alternatives; 4.0 
Project Costs and 
Operations; Program 
EIR/EIS, Alternatives, 
Section 2.6.6 has 
eliminated the Maglev 
option. 

Anaheim Public Meeting 
Gail Eastman   I am concerned about the older part of Anaheim.  Where we are now is a historic district and the rail line is 

tight (it travels between a lot of residential land uses). 
 There are about four or five streets within the old historic district, which all cross the railroad line.  I am 

concerned about whether these streets would be underground – grade separating is a great idea.  I don’t 
know if there is room available to put these below grade.   

3.12 Local Growth, 
Station Planning and 
Land Use and Planning; 
3.15 Cultural Resources; 
6.0 Section 4(f)  

 Anaheim has recently improved a lot of housing near the tracks.  The City has a low-income project that is 
near completion and is currently built up.  It is adjacent to the tracks and separated by a high wall. 

 There is also a large, 40-acre development parcel bounded on one side by the railroad tracks on the east, 
which has been approved. 

3.11 Socioeconomics, 
Communities and 
Environmental Justice 

 I am concerned about noise and vibration. 
 It would be good to have high-speed trains if they are quieter and have less of a vibration. 

3.3 Noise and Vibration 

 I believe that a below grade alignment is a great solution, but I do not know if it’s feasible with the amount of 
existing right-of-way.  I would like this to be addressed in a Project EIR/EIS. 

 An increase in train activity affects the projects that are already in the pipeline. 

2.0 Alternatives; 4.0 
Project Costs and 
Operations 

Marcia Garten  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 There are no environmental issues because it is a preexisting track. 
 I was encouraged by the proposed idea of expanding the rail width and dedicating separate lines for 

passengers and freight.  That would be an excellent utilization of the preexisting rail tracks. 
 It is important to move forward for the long-term benefits of Anaheim/neighboring communities. 

2.0 Alternatives 

 Safety is a huge concern for City of Anaheim since there was a passenger accident two years ago in East 
Anaheim. 

 I am pleased to see the separate rail lines (for safety concerns). 
 I encourage HSR to foster a sense of passenger safety. 

3.10 Safety and Security 
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Table 8 
Summary of Verbal Public Scoping Comments 

 

Commenter Verbal Comments Relevant EIR/EIS 
Section(s) 

Marcia Garten 
(continued) 

 Although there is a significant cost, the long-term benefit outweighs the short-term cost. 4.0 Project Costs and 
Operations 

 I am pleased to see the dedication and high level of visual elements presented. 
 I am impressed with staff’s eloquence and ability to present information in an understandable format. 
 Keeping the community informed is a critical component in project success. 

7.0 Public and Agency 
Involvement 
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4.0 Next Steps in the EIR/EIS Process 
 
Following the scoping process, the project team will conduct an Alternatives Analysis (AA) to evaluate 
proposed alternatives at a more general level than would be conducted in a Draft EIR/EIS in order to 
provide the California High-Speed Rail Authority Board of Directors with information necessary to 
determine which alternatives should be fully evaluated through the EIR/EIS process.  This analysis will be 
partially based on the comments received during scoping, including alternatives proposed in scoping 
comments.  Throughout the AA process, the project team will coordinate with federal, state, and local 
agencies. 
 
Once the Authority has determined which alternatives will be evaluated in the Draft EIR/EIS, the project 
team will begin an in-depth analysis of existing conditions in the project area and potential impacts of the 
project alternatives.  The Authority will also continue to conduct public outreach to ensure that the public 
is apprised of the project’s progress and has the opportunity to provide input. 
 
The analysis of existing conditions and potential impacts of project alternatives will then be synthesized 
into the Draft EIR/EIS, and the FRA and the Authority will publish the Draft EIR/EIS.  Publication is 
anticipated in spring 2010.  A 60-day comment period will begin following publication of the Notice of 
Availability in the Federal Register and after filing a Notice of Completion with the California State 
Clearinghouse.  The Authority will distribute notices of availability to those on the project mailing list and 
to potentially affected property owners.  In addition, the EIR/EIS will be posted on the Authority’s web 
site.  Public hearings will be provided in the project area to provide the public the opportunity to discuss 
the project based on information in the EIR/EIS with the project team and provide comments.  These 
public hearings will be advertised in local newspapers, included in the Notice of Availability and Notice of 
Completion, and posted on the Authority’s web site. 
 
After the close of the public comment period and review of agency and public comments on the EIR/EIS, 
the Authority’s Board of Directors, in conjunction with the FRA, will select a preferred alternative based 
on the analysis in the EIR/EIS and comments received.  Identification of the preferred alternative is 
anticipated at the end of 2010.  Additional analysis of the preferred alternative will be conducted and a 
Final EIR/EIS published.  The Final EIR/EIS will respond to comments received on the Draft EIR/EIS and 
specify mitigation measures for project impacts.  As with the Draft EIR/EIS, a Notice of Availability will be 
published in the Federal Register.  The Authority will select the project to be built and prepare a Notice of 
Determination for the California State Clearinghouse pursuant to CEQA.  With appropriate completion of 
the Final EIR/EIS, the FRA will issue a Record of Decision for the project, which will present the basis for 
the decision and summarize the mitigation measures that will be incorporated into the project.  After the 
Record of Decision, project final design and construction can commence contingent on funding 
availability. 
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5.0 Preparers 
 
UltraSystems Environmental 
 
Gene Anderson,     B.A., Environmental Studies, California State University 
Director of Environmental Services  Sacramento. 
      B.A., Study of Religion, University of California at Los  
      Angeles.  31 years of experience in preparing CEQA 
      and NEPA documents 

• Senior Environmental Project Director 

Carrie Barton,     M.S., Marine Geology & Geochemistry, Massachusetts  
Assistant Project Manager   Institute of Technology, Cambridge, MA, 
      B.A., Earth Science, University of California at Berkeley, 
      Berkeley, CA.  11 years of experience in preparing  
      environmental and socioeconomic documents 

• Assistant Project Manager 
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NOTICE OF PREPARATION 

FROM:  
 

 Mehdi Morshed 
 Executive Director 
 California High-Speed Rail Authority  
 925 L Street, Suite 1425   

 Sacramento, California 95814 

 

SUBJECT: Notice of Preparation of a Project Level Environmental Impact Report / Environmental 
Impact Statement (EIR/EIS) for the Los Angeles (Union Station) to Orange County 
(Anaheim Regional Transportation Intermodal Center [ARTIC]) section of the California 
High-Speed Train system, primarily along the LOSSAN Rail Corridor 

The California High-Speed Rail Authority (Authority), as the Lead Agency for the California Environmental 
Quality Act (CEQA) process for a proposed California High-Speed Train (HST) system, is issuing this 
Notice of Preparation of a Project Level EIR/EIS for the section of the HST system from the City of Los 
Angeles (Union Station) to Orange County (Anaheim Regional Transportation Intermodal Center 
[ARTIC]). 

The Authority is issuing this notice to solicit public and agency input into the development of the scope of 
the EIR and to advise the public that outreach activities will be conducted by the Authority and its 
representatives in the preparation of the combined EIR/EIS.  The Federal Railroad Administration (FRA), 
an operating administration within the United States Department of Transportation, will serve as federal 
lead agency for the federal environmental review process complying with the National Environmental 
Policy Act (NEPA).  The FRA has responsibility for oversight of the safety of railroad operations, including 
the safety of any proposed high-speed train system.  The FRA will publish a Notice of Intent (NOI) in the 
Federal Register announcing the agency’s intention to initiate the federal environmental review process 
for this section of the HST project. 

The Authority and FRA completed a Program EIR/EIS for the California HST System in 2005 as the first-
phase of a tiered environmental review process for the proposed California HST System.  The Authority 
certified the Final Program EIR and issued a decision, and FRA issued a Record of Decision in November 
2005 on the Final Program EIS, selecting the HST Alternative for further project level environmental 
review and selecting corridor alignments and potential station locations, including a corridor between 
Palmdale and Los Angeles.  This project level Los Angeles-Orange County HST EIR/EIS will be developed 
as a second-tier environmental document.  Studies will include preliminary engineering designs and 
assessment of environmental effects associated with the construction, operation and maintenance of the 
HST system, including track, ancillary facilities and stations, along the previously selected Los Angeles-
Orange County (LOSSAN) corridor. 

DATES: Written comments on the scope of the Los Angeles-Orange County HST EIR/EIS should be 
provided to the Authority at the earliest possible date but not later than 30 days after receipt of this 
notice.  Public scoping meetings are scheduled from April 5-12, 2007 as noted below. 

ADDRESSES: Written comments on the scope should be sent to Ms. Carrie Pourvahidi, Deputy Director, 
ATTN. Los Angeles-Orange County, California High-Speed Rail Authority, 925 L Street, Suite 1425, 
Sacramento CA 95814, or via email with subject line “Los Angeles-Orange County” to: 
comments@hsr.ca.gov.  Comments may also be provided orally or in writing at the scoping meetings. 

mailto:comments@hsr.ca.gov�
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FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Ms. Carrie Pourvahidi at the above noted address. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:  The California High-Speed Rail Authority (Authority) was 
established in 1996 and is authorized and directed by statute to undertake the planning for the 
development of a proposed statewide HST network that is fully coordinated with other public 
transportation services.  The Legislature has granted the Authority the powers necessary to oversee the 
construction and operation of a statewide HST network once financing is secured.  As part of the 
Authority’s efforts to implement a high-speed train system, the Authority adopted a Final Business Plan in 
June 2000, which reviewed the economic feasibility of a 700-mile-long HST system capable of speeds in 
excess of 200 miles per hour on a dedicated, fully grade-separated state-of-the-art track. 

In 2005, the Authority and FRA completed a Final Program EIR/EIS for the Proposed California High-
Speed Train System (statewide program EIR/EIS), as the first-phase of a tiered environmental review 
process.  The Authority certified the Final Program EIR under CEQA and approved the proposed HST 
System, and FRA issued a Record of Decision under NEPA on the Final Program EIS.  This statewide 
program EIR/EIS established the purpose and need for the HST system, analyzed a HST alternative, and 
compared it with a No Project/No Action Alternative and a Modal Alternative.  In approving the statewide 
program EIR/EIS, the Authority and the FRA selected the HST Alternative and selected certain 
corridors/general alignments and general station locations, incorporated mitigation strategies and design 
practices, and specified further measures to guide the development of the HST system at the site-specific 
project level of environmental review to avoid and minimize potential adverse environmental impacts. 

The Los Angeles-Orange County HST EIR/EIS will be one of a number of second-tier environmental 
reviews for sections of the HST system that FRA and the Authority intend to undertake.  It will be tiered 
from and incorporate by reference the certified statewide program EIR/EIS in accordance with Council on 
Environmental Quality (CEQ) regulations (40 CFR § 1508.28) and State CEQA Guidelines (14 C.C.R. § 
15168[b]).  Tiering will ensure that the Los Angeles-Orange County HST EIR/EIS builds upon all previous 
work prepared for and incorporated in the statewide program EIR/EIS.  The EIR/EIS will be carried out in 
accordance with FRA’s Procedures for Considering Environmental Impacts (64 Fed. Reg. 28545 [May 26, 
1999]) and will address NEPA and CEQA, and will also continue the NEPA/Clean Water Act Section 404 
merger process established through the statewide program EIR/EIS process. 

This Los Angeles-Orange County HST EIR/EIS and other project level EIR/EISs will examine a range of 
project alternatives for portions of the proposed HST system within corridors selected in the statewide 
program EIR/EIS, as well as a no action alternative.  This and other project level EIR/EISs will describe 
site-specific environmental impacts, will identify specific mitigation measures to address those impacts 
and will incorporate design practices to avoid and minimize potential adverse environmental impacts.  
The FRA and the Authority will assess the site characteristics, size, nature, and timing of proposed site-
specific projects to determine whether the impacts are potentially significant and whether impacts can be 
avoided or mitigated.  This and other project EIR/EISs will identify and evaluate reasonable and feasible 
site-specific alignment alternatives, and evaluate the impacts from construction, operation, and 
maintenance of the HST system.  Information and documents regarding this HST environmental review 
process will be made available through the Authority’s Internet site: http://www.cahighspeedrail.gov/. 

Project Objectives/Purpose and Need: The need for a high-speed train (HST) system is directly 
related to the expected growth in population and increase in intercity travel demand in California over the 
next twenty years and beyond.  With growth in travel demand, there will be an increase in travel delays 
arising from the growing congestion on California’s highways and at airports.  In addition, there will be 
negative effects on the economy, quality of life, and air quality in and around California’s metropolitan 
areas from a transportation system that will become less reliable as travel demand increases.  The 
intercity highway system, commercial airports, and conventional passenger rail serving the intercity travel 
market are currently operating at or near capacity, and will require large public investments for 
maintenance and expansion to meet existing demand and future growth.  The purpose of the proposed 
HST system is to provide a new mode of high-speed intercity travel that would link the major 

http://www.cahighspeedrail.gov/�
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metropolitan areas of the state; interface with international airports, mass transit, and highways; and 
provide added capacity to meet increases in intercity travel demand in California in a manner sensitive to 
and protective of California’s unique natural resources. 

Alternatives: Los Angeles to Orange HST EIR/EIS will consider a No Action or No Project Alternative 
and HST Alternatives for the Los Angeles to Orange County corridor.  

No Action Alternative: The take no action (No Project or No Build) alternative is defined to 
serve as the baseline for assessment of the HST Alternative. The No Build Alternative represents the 
region’s transportation system (highway, air, and conventional rail) as it existed in 2006, and as it would 
exist after completion of programs or projects currently planned for funding and implementation by 2030.  
The No Build Alternative defines the existing and future intercity transportation system for the Los 
Angeles to Orange County corridor based on programmed and funded improvements to the intercity 
transportation system through 2030, according to the following sources of information: State 
Transportation Improvement Program (STIP), Regional Transportation Plans (RTPs) for all modes of 
travel, airport plans, and intercity passenger rail plans. 

HST Alternative: The Authority proposes to construct, operate and maintain an electric-
powered steel-wheel-on-steel-rail HST system, over 700-mile long (1,126-kilometer long), capable of 
speeds in excess of 200 miles per hour (mph) (320 kilometers per hour [km/h]) on dedicated, fully 
grade-separated tracks, with state-of-the-art safety, signaling, and automated train control systems.  The 
Los Angeles to Orange County corridor that was selected by the Authority and FRA with the statewide 
program EIR/EIS follows the LOSSAN rail corridor as the feasible route option along with a connection 
between Union Station and the existing LOSSAN rail corridor.  See Attachments A and B for maps of the 
HST system and the Los Angeles to Orange County section of the HST system. (See Attachment A – 
Alternatives Description and Figures A and B). 

Station location options were selected by the Authority and FRA with the statewide program EIR/EIS 
considering travel time, train speed, cost, local access times, potential connections with other modes of 
transportation, ridership potential and the distribution of population and major destinations along the 
route, and local planning constraints/conditions.  Alternative station sites at the selected general station 
locations will be identified and evaluated in this project level EIR/EIS.  Station area development policies 
to encourage transit-friendly development near and around HST stations that would have the potential to 
promote higher density, mixed-use, pedestrian-oriented development around the stations will be 
prepared in coordination with local and regional planning agencies.  Potential station locations to be 
evaluated in the Los Angeles-Orange County HST EIR/EIS include:  City of Norwalk, Norwalk 
Transportation Center; and City of Anaheim, Anaheim Regional Transportation Intermodal Center.  HST 
service between Anaheim to Irvine may be considered separately in the future by the Authority.  In 
addition, potential sites for turnback/layover train storage facilities and a main HST repair and heavy 
maintenance facility will be evaluated in the Los Angeles-Orange County HST EIR/EIS. 

Probable Effects: The purpose of the EIR/EIS process is to explore in a public setting the effects of the 
proposed project on the physical, human, and natural environment.  The FRA and the Authority will 
continue the tiered evaluation of all significant environmental, social, and economic impacts of the 
construction and operation of the HST system.  Impact areas to be addressed include: transportation 
impacts; safety and security; land use, and zoning; secondary development; land acquisition, 
displacements, and relocations; cultural resource impacts, including impacts on historical and 
archaeological resources and parklands/recreation areas; neighborhood compatibility and environmental 
justice; natural resource impacts including air quality, wetlands, water resources, noise, vibration, energy, 
wildlife and ecosystems, including endangered species.  Measures to avoid, minimize, and mitigate all 
adverse impacts will be identified and evaluated. 

Scoping and Comments: The Authority encourages broad participation in the EIR/EIS process during 
scoping and review of the resulting environmental documents.  Comments and suggestions are invited 
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from all interested agencies and the public to insure the full range of issues related to the proposed 
action and all reasonable alternatives are addressed and all significant issues are identified.  In particular, 
the Authority is interested in determining whether there are areas of environmental concern where there 
might be a potential for significant impacts identifiable at a project level.  In response to this NOP, public 
agencies with jurisdiction are requested to advise FRA and the Authority of the applicable permit and 
environmental review requirements of each agency, and the scope and content of the environmental 
information that is germane to the agency’s statutory responsibilities in connection with the proposed 
project.  Public scoping meetings have been scheduled as an important component of the scoping 
process for both the State and federal environmental review.  The scoping meetings described in this 
Notice will be advertised locally and included in additional public notification.  Scoping meetings are 
scheduled for the following cities: 

• Union Station/METRO (Los Angeles), METRO Board Room, One Gateway Plaza, Los Angeles, CA 
90012, on April 5, 2007, from 3:00 PM to 5:00 PM and from 6:00 PM to 8:00 PM. 

• Anaheim, Gordon Hoyt Conference Room, City Hall West, 201 S. Anaheim Boulevard, Anaheim, CA 
on April 11, 2007, from 3:00 PM to 5:00 PM and from 6:00 PM to 8:00 PM. 

• Norwalk Transportation Center, Arts & Sports Complex Community Meeting Center (Sproul 
Room), 13200 Clarkdale Avenue, Norwalk, CA 90651 on April 12, 2007, from 3:00 PM to 5:00 PM and 
from 6:00 PM to 8:00 PM. 

Due to the time limits mandated by State law, public agencies are requested to send their responses to 
this Notice of Preparation to the Authority at the earliest possible date but not later than 30 days after 
receipt of this notice.  See Attachment B – EIR/EIS Schedule for this segment’s timeframe and process. 

Please send your response and direct any comments or questions regarding this project to Ms. Carrie 
Pourvahidi, Deputy Director of the California High-Speed Rail Authority at the address shown above. 
 

Date:      Signature:   
 Mehdi Morshed, Executive Director 
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Attachment A – ALTERNATIVES DESCRIPTION 

The California High-Speed Rail Authority (Authority) and the Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) will 
consider all reasonable alternative HST alignments and station options at a project level of analysis for 
the LOSSAN corridor between the cities of Los Angeles and Anaheim.  The alternatives will include: 

NO-PROJECT ALTERNATIVE 
The take no action (No Project or No Build) alternative is defined to serve as the baseline for assessment 
of the HST Alternative.  The No Build Alternative represents the region’s transportation system (highway, 
air, and conventional rail) as it existed in 2006, and as it would exist after completion of programs or 
projects currently planned for funding and implementation by 2030.  The No Build Alternative defines the 
existing and future intercity transportation system for the Los Angeles to Orange County corridor based 
on programmed and funded improvements to the intercity transportation system through 2030, according 
to the following sources of information: 
 

• State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP), 
• Regional Transportation Plans (RTPs) for all modes of travel, 
• Airport plans, and 
• Intercity passenger rail plans (Amtrak Five- and Twenty-year Plans). 

HIGH-SPEED TRAIN ALTERNATIVE 
The Authority proposes to construct, operate and maintain a 700-mile long (1,126-kilometer long) 
electric-powered steel-wheel-on-steel-rail HST system capable of speeds in excess of 200 miles per hour 
(mph) (320 kilometers per hour [km/h]) on dedicated, fully grade-separated tracks, with state-of-the-art 
safety, signaling, and automated train control systems.  The Los Angeles to Orange County corridor 
selected by the Authority and FRA with the statewide program EIR/EIS follows the existing 
BNSF/Metrolink rail corridor (also known as the LOSSAN Corridor) from Los Angeles Union Station as far 
south as Irvine.  The Los Angeles to Orange County HST Project Level EIR/EIS will only consider HST 
service as far south as Anaheim.  HST service between Anaheim to Irvine may be considered separately 
in the future by the Authority. 

Further engineering studies will examine and refine alignments in the selected corridor, including the 
previously considered alignment option that shares tracks with other passenger services separated from 
freight with 4 total tracks (2 for passenger rail service and 2 for freight) between Los Angeles and 
Fullerton.  South of Fullerton, the alignment would be two tracks with additional passing tracks located at 
intermediate stations.  The electrified HST would share tracks (at reduced speeds) with non-electric 
Metrolink commuter rail, Amtrak Surfliner intercity services and occasional freight trains (there are fewer 
freight operations south of Fullerton).  This alignment option is based on the premise that the capacity 
and compatibility issues associated with the shared operations with existing non-electric service 
(Surfliners, Metrolink, and freight) will be resolved.  Additional alignment options will be considered that 
involve dedicated HST tracks that may be exclusive to HST service or that may also accommodate 
Metrolink express services. 

STATIONS 
Station location options were selected by the Authority and FRA with the statewide program EIR/EIS 
considering travel time, train speed, cost, local access times, potential connections with other modes of 
transportation, ridership potential, and the distribution of population and major destinations along the 
route, and local planning constraints/conditions.  Alternative station sites at the selected general station 
locations will be identified and evaluated in this project level EIR/EIS.  Station area development policies 
to encourage transit-friendly development near and around HST stations will be prepared in coordination 
with local and regional planning agencies that would have the potential to promote higher density, 
mixed-use, pedestrian-oriented development around the stations.  Potential station locations to be 
evaluated in the Los Angeles to Orange County HST Project Level EIR/EIS include: City of Los Angeles – 
Union Station; City of Norwalk – Norwalk Transportation Center; and City of Anaheim – Anaheim Regional 
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Transportation Intermodal Center (ARTIC).  In addition, potential sites for turnback/layover train storage 
facilities and a main HST repair and heavy-maintenance facility will be evaluated in the Los Angeles to 
Orange County HST Project Level EIR/EIS.  The Statewide HST system and the Los Angeles to Anaheim 
segment are illustrated on Figures A and B of Attachment A. 
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Figure A 
Statewide High-speed Train System 

Preferred Alignments and Stations Statewide 
 

 
Note:  The Anaheim to Irvine segment is not included in this environmental document, and will be      
evaluated separately at a later date. 
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Figure B 
Los Angeles/Anaheim Segment 

 

 

Phase 1 of the Proposed Project is located between Union Station in Los Angeles and the Anaheim 
Regional Transportation Intermodal Center in Orange County.  It is this segment that is being evaluated 
in the Project-Level EIR/EIS, and is shown as a solid blue line in the above figure. 

Phase 2 is located between the Anaheim Regional Transportation Intermodal Center (ARTIC) and the 
Irvine Station in Orange County.  Phase 2 will be evaluated in a future environmental document, and is 
shown as a dashed blue line in the above figure. 
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Attachment B –EIR/EIS SCHEDULE 
Los Angeles to Orange County 

Summary Schedule 

Months
TASKS J F M A M J J A S O N D J F M A M J J A S O N D J F M A M J J A S O N D
Project Management
Produce Project Management Plan
Implement QA/QC Plan
Review prior studies
Collect existing data information (as required)

Public Outreach
Initiate public outreach; est. Steering/Advisory Committees
Engage stakeholders
Public scoping/open houses/presentations

Engineering
Preliminary Engineering

Environmental 
Project Description, Alternatives and Exhibits
Prepare/Publish Notice of Preparation and Notice of Intent 
Scoping (Public and Agency)
Review Draft and Final Program EIR/EIS
Environmental documentation (technical studies)
Prepare Draft EIR/EIS
Refine environmental documentation

Agency Reviews of Draft EIR/EIS

45-Day Public Circulation Period

Prepare Final EIR/EIS

Public Hearings on the Final EIR/EIS and Project
Notice of Determination and Record of Decision

2007 2008 2009
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Notice of Intent 

(Published in the Federal Register on March 15, 2007) 
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Scoping Meeting Announcements 
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Scoping Meeting Distribution List and 
Newspaper Notices / Articles 
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Newspaper Notices / Articles 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 



Page C-5 

 

Summary of Newspaper Advertisements 
Organization Run Date Notes 

LA Times Run on 3/14 and 3/15 
Combo ad, ran twice due to edits made 
after their deadline Published again on 
3/15 with corrections. 

Rafu Shimpo Run on 3/15 Combo ad, required 4 to 5 days notice. 

La Opinion Run on 3/15 Combo ad. Required ad placement two 
days prior to run date. 

LB Press Telegram Run on 3/15 LA/OC ad. 
OC Register Run on 3/15 LA/OC ad. 

Eastern Group 
(commerce 

comet) 
Run on 3/15 LA/OC ad. 

Daily Breeze Run on 3/15 LA/OC ad. 
Whittier Daily News Run on 3/16 LA/OC ad. 

LA Downtown News Run on 3/19 Combo ad.  Weekly newspaper will run 
3/19. 

Excelsior Run on 3/23 LA/OC ad. Weekly publication, with one 
week notice prior to ad run date. 

LA Citizen (Arts District) Run on 3/25 Combo ad.  Monthly publication. 
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City of Anaheim 
Scoping Meeting 
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Los Angeles County / Metro 
Scoping Meeting 
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Scoping Meeting Handout Materials and Presentations 
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Los Angeles to Orange County 
Scoping Presentation 
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LOS ANGELES to ORANGE COUNTY 
HIGH-SPEED TRAIN PROJECT-LEVEL EIR/EIS 

The California High-Speed Rail Authority (Authority) in cooperation with the Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) certified its 
Final Program Environmental Impact Report and Environmental Impact Statement (EIR/EIS) in 2005 for a high-speed train 
(HST) system in California.  The Authority and FRA are now preparing a Project-level EIR/EIS to evaluate the environmental 
effects of constructing and operating a HST between Los Angeles (Union Station) and Orange County (Anaheim Regional 
Transportation Intermodal Center [ARTIC]), along the LOSSAN corridor. 

To ensure that the environmental issues most important 
to residents, public agencies and other involved parties 
are addressed in the Project-level EIR/EIS, the Authority 
is inviting your participation during this process.  Your 
participation and comments will help define the 
environmental issues to be addressed in the Project-
level EIR/EIS. 
 
Additional information about the HST project is available 
at the Authority’s website:  www.cahighspeedrail.ca.gov. 

• Provides for Projected Statewide Population Growth 

• Current Capacity Constraints:  
   -  Unreliability of travel  
 -  Congestion and delays 
 -  Weather conditions  
 -  Accidents 

• Increased Frequency of: 
 -  Accidents on highways 
 -  Delays on passenger rail lines 

• Provides an Alternative Transport Option to meet:     
   -  Increased highway travel demand  
 -  Increased demand at major airports 
 -  Increased demand for existing transit modes 
 -  Increased passenger demand for rail 

• Improves air quality  

• Reduces Pressure on Existing Natural Resources  
 -  Avoids highway and airport expansions 

• Over 700 miles - Connects Southern / Northern 
California 

• Provides a reliable alternative mode of travel 

• Delivers predictable and consistent travel times 

• Provides transit interface with: 
– Commercial airports 
– Mass transit systems 
– Existing highway network 

• Relieves capacity constraints of current systems 
 

NEED FOR THE STATEWIDE SYSTEM 

PURPOSE OF THE STATEWIDE SYSTEM 

PROVEN TECHNOLOGY EXAMPLES 

Germany - ICE 

France - TGV 

http://www.cahighsppedrail.ca.gov/�
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Existing 

Existing 

Project 

Project 

LOS ÁNGELES al CONDADO DE ORANGE 
 TREN DE ALTA VELOCIDAD - A NIVEL DE PROYECTO 

La Autoridad Ferroviaria de Alta Velocidad del Estado de California (Autoridad), en cooperación con la Administración del Ferrocarril 
Federal (FRA) certificó un Reporte de Impacto Ambiental Final y una Declaración de Impacto Ambiental (EIR/EIS) a nivel de programa 
en 2005 para un sistema de tren de alta velocidad en California (Tren).  La Autoridad y la FRA ahora están preparando un EIR/EIS a 
nivel de proyecto para evaluar los efectos ambientales de construir y operar un tren de alta velocidad entre la Estación de Tren Union 
Station en Los Ángeles y el Centro Regional de Transportación en Anaheim ubicado en el Condado de Orange sobre el Corredor 
LOSSAN  
Para asegurar que los asuntos ambientales de mas 
importancia a residentes, agencias publicas y otros partidos 
sean analizados en el EIR/EIS a nivel de proyecto, la 
Autoridad lo invita a participar en el proceso. Sus 
comentarios ayudarán a definir los asuntos ambientales que 
deberán ser analizados en el EIR/EIS. 
 
Información adicional sobre el tren de alta velocidad esta 
disponible en la página de Internet de la Autoridad en:  
www.cahighspeedrail.ca.gov. 

• Provee para el aumento pronosticado de la población 
estatal 

• Problemas Actuales Al Viajar:  
   -  Horarios de viaje no son confiables  
 -  Existe congestión y demoras 
 -  Condiciones del clima deben ser tomadas en cuenta 
 -  Accidentes 

• La Congestión Aumenta la Frecuencia de: 
 -  Accidentes en las autopistas 
 -  Demoras en las líneas ferroviarias de pasajeros 

• Provee una Opción de Transporte Alternativa para 
mejorar la demanda de viajes por medio de:     

   -  carreteras  - transporte público 
 -  aeropuertos - trenes pasajeros 

• Mejora la calidad de aire 

• Reduce la presión de recursos naturales  
 -  evitando la expansión de carreteras y aeropuertos 

• Más de 700 millas - Conecta al Sur/Norte de 
California 

• Provee un modo de viaje alternativo y confiable 

• Provee horarios de viaje predecibles y consistentes 

• Provee conexiones entre: 
– Aeropuertos comerciales 
– Sistemas de Transporte Público 
– Autopistas y carreteras 

• Mejora la congestión actual en los sistemas de 
transportatión  

NECESIDAD PARA UN SISTEMA ESTATAL 

PROPÓSITO DEL SISTEMA ESTATAL 

EJEMPLOS DE LA TECNOLOGÍA 

ICE en Alemania 

TGV en Francia 

• Air Quality 
• Noise/Vibration 
• Traffic and Circulation 
• Land Use, Development, Planning, & Growth 
• Biological Resources—Section 7 
• Wetlands/Waters of the U.S.—Section 404 
• Community Impacts / Environmental Justice 
• Parks and Recreational Facilities—Section 4(f) 
• Historic/Archeological Resources—Section 106 
• Construction Impacts 
• Cumulative Impacts 
• Visual Quality & Aesthetics 
• Hazards and Hazardous Materials 
• Agricultural Land 
 Fl d H d  Fl d l i  d W t  Q lit  

ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES TO BE ANALYZED 

• Tiers from an approved statewide program EIR/EIS 

• Addresses State/federal environmental requirements 

• Considers environmental impacts at a site-specific level of 
detail 

• Evaluates the corridor alignment selected in Program 
EIR/EIS 

• Analyzes various project alternatives 
(including numerous local grade separation projects) 

• Provides for three Transit Hubs / Intermodal Centers at:  
       

WHY A PROJECT-LEVEL EIR/EIS? 

California High-Speed Rail Authority 
Dan Leavitt, Deputy Director 

925 L Street, Suite 1425 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

 
Telephone: (916) 322-1397 

Fax:  (916) 322-0827 
Email:  comments@hsr.ca.gov 
www.cahighspeedrail.ca.gov 

 
Federal Railroad Administration 

David Valenstein, Environmental Program Manager 
1120 Vermont Avenue (Mail Stop 20) 

Washington, DC 20590 
Telephone: (202) 493-6368 

www.fra.dot.gov  

CONTACT INFORMATION 

• Call the California High-Speed Rail Authority at (877) 724-
5422 

QUESTIONS? 
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Q1 Q2 Q3 Q4 Q1 Q2 Q3 Q4 Q1 Q2 Q3 Q4

  Notice of Preparation / Notice of Intent (NOP/NOI)

  Scoping (Public and Agency)

  Engineering and Environmental Studies

  Draft Environmental Impact Report / Statement (EIR/EIS)

  Public Circulation / Comment

  Final EIR/EIS

  Notice of Determination / Record of Decision (NOD/ROD)

Preliminary Project Schedule 2007-2009

TASKS 2007 2008 2009

http://www.cahighsppedrail.ca.gov/�
http://www.cahighspeedrail.ca.gov/�
http://www.fra.dot.gov/�
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• Calidad de Aire 
• Ruido/Vibración 
• Tráfico y Circulación 
• Uso Terrenal, Desarrollo, Planificación, y Crecimiento 
• Recursos Biológicos 
• Tierras Húmedas/Aguas Marinas de EE.UU. 
• Impactos Comunitarios/Justicia Ambiental 
• Parques y Facultades de Recreación 
• Recursos Históricos/Arqueológicos 
• Impactos de Construcción 
• Impactos Cumulativos 
• Calidad Visual y Estética 
• Peligros y Materiales Peligrosos 
• Tierra Agricultura  
• Calidad de Agua, Peligros de Inundación y Terreno 

Al ial 

ASUNTOS AMBIENTALES QUE SERÁN ANALIZADOS 

• Sigue el EIR/EIS a nivel de programa aprobado para el Estado de 
California 

 
• Responde a los requisitos ambientales del Estado y del gobierno Federal  
 
• Analiza los impactos ambientales especificos al sitio  
 
• Evalúa la ruta elegida en el EIR/EIS a nivel de programa con más detalle 
 
• Analiza varias alternativas (incluyendo el edificar varios cruces separados 

entre trenes y vehículos) 
 
• Provee tres Centrales de Transito en: Union Station, Norwalk, Anaheim (y 

     

¿POR QUÉ UN EIR/EIS A NIVEL DE PROYECTO? 

California High-Speed Rail Authority 
Dan Leavitt, Deputy Director 

925 L Street, Suite 1425 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

 
Teléfono: (916) 322-1397 

Fax:  (916) 322-0827 
Email:  comments@hsr.ca.gov 
www.cahighspeedrail.ca.gov 

 
Federal Railroad Administration 

David Valenstein, Environmental Program Manager 
1120 Vermont Avenue (Mail Stop 20) 

Washington, DC 20590 
Teléfono: (202) 493-6368 

  

PARA MÁS INFORMACIÓN 

• Llame la Autoridad Ferroviaria de Alta Velocidad de 
California al (877) 724-5422 

¿PREGUNTAS? 
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Hoy 

Hoy 

Después 

Después 

Q1 Q2 Q3 Q4 Q1 Q2 Q3 Q4 Q1 Q2 Q3 Q4

  Notice of Preparation / Notice of Intent (NOP/NOI)

  Scoping (Public and Agency)

  Engineering and Environmental Studies

  Draft Environmental Impact Report / Statement (EIR/EIS)

  Public Circulation / Comment

  Final EIR/EIS

  Notice of Determination / Record of Decision (NOD/ROD)

Preliminary Project Schedule 2007-2009

TASKS 2007 2008 2009

http://www.cahighspeedrail.ca.gov/�
http://www.fra.dot.gov/�
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Written Public Scoping Comments 
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Written Comments Received at or After the Scoping Meeting 
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Pictures Taken at 

Anaheim Scoping Meeting 

April 11, 2007 
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Pictures Taken at 

Norwalk Scoping Meeting 

April 12, 2007 
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Pictures Taken at 

Los Angeles Scoping Meeting 

April 5, 2007 
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Scoping Meeting Display Boards 
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