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Federal 

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 

Bureau of Land Management  

U.S. Department of Homeland Security 

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region 9 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Region 8  

Marine Corps Air Station Miramar 

 

State 

California Department of Fish and Game, South Coast Region 

California Department of Conservation, Division of Oil, Gas, and Geothermal Resources, 
District 1 

California Department of Transportation, District 7 

California Department of Transportation, District 11 (on behalf of Districts 7, 8, and 11) 

California Department of Water Resources 

California State Lands Commission 

California Transportation Commission 

CA Senator Christine Kehoe, 39th District 

California Coastal Commission, San Diego Coast District 

State Parks, Department of Parks and Recreation 

State of California Public Utilities Commission 

State Water Resources Control Board 

Regional Water Quality Control Board, Region 8 

Regional Water Quality Control Board, Region 9 

 

Regional 

San Gabriel Valley Council of Governments 

Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG) 



San Bernardino Associated Governments (SANBAG) 

Western Municipal Water District 

Riverside County Flood Control and Water Conservation District 

San Diego Association of Governments (SANDAG) 

San Diego County Regional Airport Authority 

San Diego Air Pollution Control District 

 

Los Angeles County Local Agencies 

City of Alhambra 

City of Claremont 

City of Covina 

City of El Monte 

City of Industry  

City of La Verne 

City of Pomona 

City of West Covina 

County of Los Angeles, Department of Parks and Recreation 

County of Los Angeles, Department of Public Works 

Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority 

Los Angeles County Department of Regional Planning 

Los Angeles World Airports 

San Gabriel Valley Council Governments 

 

San Bernardino County Local Agencies 

San Bernardino International Airport Authority 

City of Ontario 

Loma Linda University and Medical Center 

California State University, San Bernardino 

City of Highland 

City of San Bernardino 



City of Fontana 

City of Loma Linda 

City of Redlands 

 

Riverside Local Agencies 

City of Corona, Public Works Department 

City of Moreno Valley 

City of Riverside, Community Development Department 

Riverside County Transportation Commission 

 

San Diego Local Agencies 

County of San Diego 

City of San Diego, City Planning and Community Investment Department 

City of San Diego, Planning and Use Department 

City of San Diego, Council members Sherri Lightner (First District) and Donna Frye (Sixth 
District) 

San Diego Unified School District Trustee, District A 

Mira Mesa Community Planning Group 

Old Town San Diego Community Planning Group 

Rainbow Community Planning Group 

Rancho Bernardo Community Planning Board 

Sabre Springs Planning Group 

University Community Planning Group 
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1   RIVERSIDE, CALIFORNIA, THURSDAY OCTOBER 22, 2009,

2

3      MS. SALAZAR:  I just want to say that the meeting

4 is very interesting.  I have been reading about it in

5 the paper and following through with it.  Resident of

6 Riverside all my life.  I would like to see it go along

7 the corridor of the 215 free way.  I prefer the 215.

8      MR. ENNA:  Here are my comments on it.

9           Number 1, you're going to have to limit the

10 stations.  Otherwise you might as well build a

11 Metrolink, because the whole purpose of a high-speed

12 train is to have limited access so that you can go

13 faster.

14           Second thing is if you do that, then you have

15 to have light rail and buses to augment it so you can

16 get the people from and to the high-speed train.

17           And third, I like the 215 option.  It makes

18 more sense:  Easier to construct; the land is not

19 impacted; there's a lot of open space.  And it will be

20 easier to control.

21      MR. IBRAHIM:  I live in Riverside.  I am a retired

22 engineer.  Was the Assistant Public Works Director for

23 the City of Corona.

24           Obviously this is a tremendously important

25 project for the State and for the region.  Just looking
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1 at the maps here without looking at all the details,

2 because there are no details, the purple alignment,

3 which is the I-10/215, the one that is through East

4 Riverside seems to be positioned to serve where the most

5 concentration of population and commerce and future

6 growth for the western Riverside County is, and that

7 would be my choice, without looking at the rest of the

8 facts of course.

9           The station near UCR, in addition to the one

10 by Cal Poly Pomona, are really critical.  These are huge

11 campuses, and obviously this kind of facility being a

12 high speed facility, should really be looked at as an

13 Interstate, as if it was a freeway.  There shouldn't be

14 too many stops.  Otherwise it ceases to be an intrastate

15 system.  You cannot have a stop in every little town.

16           And certainly there would be opportunities.

17 It's like when you build a new freeway.  There will be

18 opportunities to feed into the system through light rail

19 or Metrolink in addition to the highway system.

20           But I am for the purple alignment that seems

21 to be just positioned exactly where I think it needs to

22 be in relation to the freeway system and the population,

23 where the growth is for the County.

24           (end of comments)

25
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1 STATE OF CALIFORNIA   )

                      ) ss.

2 COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES )

3

4           I, RUBEN GARCIA, CSR No. 11305, do hereby

5 certify:

6           That the Transcript of Proceedings was taken

7 down by me in shorthand at the time and place therein

8 named, at which times the witnesses were placed under

9 oath and were sworn by me to tell the truth, the whole

10 truth, and nothing but the truth;

11           That the foregoing pages contain a full, true

12 and accurate record of all proceedings and testimony to

13 the best of my skill and ability.

14           I further certify that I am neither counsel

15 for any party in said action, nor am I related to any

16 party to said action, nor am I in any way interested in

17 the outcome thereof.

18           IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have subscribed my name

19 this 30th day of October, 2009.

20

21

22                         ___________________________

23                         RUBEN GARCIA, CSR No. 11305

24

25























































































































 

 

San Gabriel Valley Council of Governments 
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November 20, 2009 
 
 
Mr. Dan Leavitt, Deputy Director 
California High-Speed Rail Authority 
Attn:  Los Angeles to San Diego Section EIR/EIS 
925 L Street, Suite 1425 
Sacramento, CA 95814 
 
Dear Mr. Leavitt: 
 
On behalf of the San Gabriel Valley Council of Governments (SGVCOG), thank you for 
the opportunity to comment on the California High-Speed Rail Project.  At our November 
meeting, the Governing Board unanimously voted to “support in concept” the California 
High Speed Rail Project, including the Los Angeles to San Diego Segment, which is to 
be routed through and include at least one station in the San Gabriel Valley.  We look 
forward to working with the CHSRA to address the operational and environmental issues, 
including train speeds, noise and grade separations, as well as specific routing, right-of-
way and station identification issues associated with this project. 
 
Should you have any questions or wish to discuss this further, please contact me at (626) 
564-9702.   
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
Thomas P. King, President 
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1           CALIFORNIA HIGH-SPEED TRAIN SYSTEM

2 Los Angeles to San Diego via the Inland Empire section.

3

4         Project EIR/EIS Public Scoping Meetings

5                   Monday, October 26

6                  City of West Covina

7                  City Hall First Floor

8                  1444 W. Garvey Avenue

9              West Covina, California 91790

10                  3:00 p.m. - 7:00 p.m.

11

12 COMMENT:

13 Sharon Gardner:  717 North Edenfield Avenue, Covina 91823.

14

15         I would be very much against having the High Speed

16 rail on the Metro link line.  Because in order to put a

17 line in there, they would have to take out the homes along

18 the Metro line.  So, I would be against that.  I would be

19 against loosing my home.

20

21

22

23

24

25
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1 COMMENTS:

2 David Avila:  3848 Paddy Lane, Baldwin Park, California

3 91706.

4

5         My concern or comment is that where the train's

6 going to run by our homes, due to the fact that we already

7 have Metro link running behind our homes, And the problem

8 we have with Metro link is they just blow those horns from

9 5:00 in the morning, and that guy falls asleep on the

10 horn.  I'm from here to that back area (indicating), which

11 is my back fence and we hear them and they're very loud.

12         My concern is they need to -- if these guys run on

13 the same tracks, what kind of noise control are they going

14 to have?

15         I would like to see both Metro link and this have

16 quiet zones.

17         The speed is also a concern because of the

18 schools.  Kids would go walking back and forth, so if the

19 tracks are open, they won't be able to stop for the kids

20 or anybody.  And it's hard to keep the kids out of there.

21         I don't know what line they are going to use, but

22 the least I would believe it should be the Metro link line

23 from El Monte to the Covina station.  It seems like that's

24 one of the alternatives, though.  Maybe it will be the

25 best, I don't know.
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1          I'm hoping they don't use that line.  The other

2 two lines seem more appropriate because there a lot of

3 space.

4         Underground would be very expensive and above

5 ground would drop the home values in the neighborhood.

6 So, that's also a concern for us.

7         Pretty much, that is it.  Like I said, speed and

8 noise are the two main factors that we are concerned about

9 in our backyards.

10

11                       * * * * * * *

12

13

14
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1 STATE OF CALIFORNIA    )

                       )  SS.

2 COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES  )

3

4           I, PAULETTE VANTON, Certified Shorthand Reporter

5 No. 6962 in the State of California, duly empowered to

6 administer oaths, certify:

7           That said Scoping Meeting was taken before me at

8 the time and place therein set forth and was taken down by

9 me in shorthand and thereafter transcribed under my

10 direction and supervision, and I hereby certify that the

11 foregoing deposition is a full, true, and correct transcript

12 of my shorthand notes so taken.

13           I further certify that I am neither counsel for,

14 nor related to any party to said action, nor in anywise

15 interested in the outcome thereof.

16           IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto subscribed my

17 name on this 29th day of October 2009.

18

19         _____________________________________

20            PAULETTE VANTON, CSR NO. 6962

21

22

23

24
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Peterson Reporting, Video & Litigation Services

Los Angeles to San Diego via the Inland Empire Section

         California High-Speed Train Project

          Regulatory Agency Scoping Meeting

              Thursday, October 15, 2009

                9:00 a.m. - 12:00 noon

            U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

              6010 Hidden Valley, Room 1

             Carlsbad, California  92011

 Reported by Anne M. Zarkos, RPR, CRR, CSR No. 13095
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1              Comments by Meeting Attendees

2                           ***

3          TAIT GALLOWAY:  I'll just make a couple

4 comments just as you consider going forward.  I guess

5 wherever possible -- and my comments are germane just to

6 the City of San Diego.  On the I-15 corridor and the

7 I-5, to look at options, I understand some of the

8 earlier discussions of I-15 was looking at an aerial

9 structure, potentially looking at grade structure or

10 below grade.  I understand there's probably cost and

11 right-of-way issues.  But if that could be at least

12 considered or evaluated as part of the environmental.

13          The other -- one of the other issues dealing

14 with alignment is, as part of a working group and our

15 discussions with the City of San Diego and High-Speed

16 Rail team, was an option of looking at a route that went

17 through University City that potentially could avoid

18 using the Rose Canyon right-of-way and hooking up with

19 Interstate 5.

20          And then likewise, as it goes down the I-5

21 corridor, the option of looking at different alignments

22 both at grade, below, and aerial structures to minimize

23 visual impacts would be welcome by the City.

24          I guess the other two are more questions.  The

25 other one is dealing with SB 375 and the work that the
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1 local jurisdictions in the County of San Diego are

2 working with SANDAG at the long range assumptions that

3 we're making for 2050 to avoid the commute out of the

4 region.  So in other words, looking at how we would

5 house our future population for 2050.

6          So this actually brings up an interesting thing

7 I hadn't thought about before.  A gentleman had made it

8 during the presentation about future development

9 happening outside in Greenfield Development.  So

10 essentially, that's what we had been assuming before.

11 But now because of SB 375, we're assuming growth now is

12 gonna happen within the region.  So it kind of brings up

13 an interesting scenario, I don't think one that's been

14 thought of before, or at least hasn't been addressed as

15 part of the SANDAG forecast process we're currently

16 working on.

17          And then finally, I would just ask about land

18 use compatibility and TOD development.  Are you gonna be

19 working with the jurisdictions in terms of what land use

20 assumptions, or are you just going to assume what the

21 current plans are in place that would be allowed?

22 Basically, how are you gonna address that in the

23 environmental document?

24          For the record, my name is Tait Galloway, and

25 I'm with the City of San Diego City Planning and Use
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1 Department.

2          MS. WILKINSON:  We will address those

3 questions.  I know that for the land use, the way we're

4 organizing ourselves is we're gonna be meeting with the

5 different technical working groups.  And SANDAG is in

6 the process of forming the representatives that are

7 gonna represent the individual jurisdictions for

8 San Diego County.  And so as working with that group,

9 and it might be yourself or others from the City

10 planning department, we're gonna be taking that

11 information and incorporating it into the EIR/EIS.

12          But it does -- I do believe we are going to be

13 required to look at existing and approved land uses when

14 we do our evaluation.  So it will depend on the timing

15 of where you're at on your plan updates.

16          Any other comments, questions?

17          DEBBIE KNIGHT:  My name is Debbie Knight.  I'm

18 executive director of Friends of Rose Canyon.  And I've

19 been doing this somewhat similar presentation at our

20 planning group and also the previous scoping meetings in

21 the past couple of days.

22          I would just like to mention that it's been

23 made -- there's been very, very strong support in our

24 community, certainly, and I think elsewhere, to study

25 the I-15 to Qualcomm Row, which was in the program EIR.
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1 It was -- had actually many advantages in the program

2 EIR.  It had better ridership.  It had less impacts.  It

3 was shorter route.  It was a quicker time, and I-15 to

4 Qualcomm.

5          There were also options looking at going down

6 from there to downtown but also ending at Qualcomm.  And

7 I think it's really important.  I don't -- I'm not

8 sure -- we've been assured at other meetings that there

9 might be a chance to look at that.

10          The only reason it isn't listed here is because

11 SANDAG and the City of San Diego had said they didn't

12 want it considered.  But it was certainly a very viable

13 alternative based on the program EIR.  And I would

14 encourage the agencies here to also request that that be

15 studied, because I think it's really a mistake to go

16 forward with an alternative here through

17 University City, potentially through the canyon, or the

18 only way to avoid the canyon, massive tunneling, that

19 you're looking at cost effectiveness and ridership are

20 things that the agencies should request that the I-15 to

21 Qualcomm be studied.  Thank you.

22          MS. WILKINSON:  Thank you.

23          TED ANASIS:  I'm Ted Anasis with the San Diego

24 County Regional Airport Authority, and I just have four

25 comments.



6

Peterson Reporting, Video & Litigation Services

1          The first is really related to the purpose and

2 need in the document, primarily from -- just as a

3 background, the Airport Authority operates San Diego

4 International Airport, but it's also the land use

5 compatibility planning agency or airport land use

6 commission for San Diego County.  And there is an

7 airport land use compatibility plan that will be

8 prepared for San Diego International Airport that guides

9 land uses surrounding the airport, including safety and

10 requirements.

11          So related to planning and land use, I would

12 suggest that there be analysis or compatibility with the

13 adopted airport master plan, the proposed airport use

14 compatibility plan for San Diego International Airport

15 and consistency with the destination Lindbergh

16 multiagency planning effort, and specifically where the

17 rail station he would connect to the -- to

18 Lindbergh Field.

19          The second comment related to purpose and need

20 is also just essentially collaboration and

21 substantiation of the forecast for passenger demand, and

22 just friendly advice to make sure that there's

23 coordination amongst the assumptions and the technical

24 analysis for the passenger demand.

25          More specifically related to the third comment
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1 is related to operations.  Around an airport there are

2 federal aviation requirements and some safety and

3 security concerns.  So those should be thought through

4 in terms of the proximity of the station to the airport.

5          And then finally, circulation, traffic and

6 parking, there are local road and intersection

7 challenges around an airport station or connection, the

8 rail crossings, and then cooperation amongst parking

9 facilities.

10          MS. WILKINSON:  Thanks, Ted.

11          ANDY HAMILTON:  I'm Andy Hamilton with the

12 Air Pollution Control District for San Diego.  And my

13 comments are basically that the air quality analysis,

14 I'm wondering how deep the analysis is gonna go.

15          There's the immediate impacts, and then there

16 are the induced impacts, you know, within a couple of

17 years.  But then there's impacts within 10, 15, 20

18 years.  And probably most of those will be positive, but

19 not all of them.  And I'm just -- my comment is, you

20 know, of course at some point you have to cut off how

21 much you're gonna study.  But I'd be interested to see

22 how that decision will be made.

23          There will be induced -- this facility is not

24 like anything else we've cited.  It's like an airport,

25 but it's also like a train station for a conventional
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1 train.  And so I think we need to think of it very

2 differently.

3          In my mind, this -- it provides an opportunity

4 for the state to demonstrate best practices not only in

5 terms of a, you know, a High-Speed Rail system but also

6 in terms of the local streets and roads around and the

7 urban design.  And it would be good if, in addition to

8 building this facility, there be some money provided to

9 the local governments to do traffic calming, pedestrian

10 and bicycle and transit access designing within, you

11 know, a certain vicinity of the station so that they

12 demonstrate best practice in those areas.

13          Because a lot of local governments would

14 probably do those things but don't feel that like they

15 can afford them.  Or, you know, some of them don't

16 really understand what best practice is, frankly.  So it

17 would be good to demonstrate some of those.  So there

18 will be safety issues with traffic, not just in the

19 vicinity of the station but some ways away from them.

20          Traffic diversion from airports, and of course

21 you're gonna be looking at the net air quality benefits

22 from that.  And from development, that will happen near

23 the stations as opposed to, you know, 20 miles out in

24 the back country.  So there will be some relieving of

25 development pressure by development in this area and,
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1 you know, it would be good to know what those net

2 impacts are.

3          The parking alternatives also presented a lot

4 of interesting conundrums, because it's gonna take a lot

5 of land or building upwards to provide the parking

6 facilities to deal with these.  And, you know, how far

7 away can you build those and still have them serve the

8 station in a way that's attractive for passengers for

9 downtown San Diego.  I don't think you have a lot of

10 option, so it will be a huge coordination effort there.

11 I'm not telling you anything you don't really know, I'm

12 sure.

13          But I would be interested in the EIR looking at

14 parking alternatives, not just with where and how

15 they're provided but how they're managed.  So what is

16 the pricing on parking?

17          And in that way, you think of it like you'd

18 think of an airport, whereas, you know, in other train

19 station areas there's free parking.  So I don't think

20 free parking is a good idea for this facility.  And how

21 to manage that parking in a way that's used most

22 effectively would be good.

23          And then there will be new transit services

24 that are induced as a result.  If you're looking at the

25 net air quality benefits or net air quality impacts, I
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1 think that should include what new transit services

2 would be created to serve this station area, or will

3 they be routes that are diverted from existing routes.

4          And then I applaud the idea that you're gonna

5 provide urban design guidelines for the stations.

6 That's terrific.  And I hope there will be an

7 opportunity to comment on those guidelines.  And that's

8 pretty much my comments.

9          MS. WILKINSON:  Thank you.  Veronica.

10          VERONICA CHAN:  Veronica Chan with the

11 Army Corps of Engineers.  I just want to say that in

12 addition to the 404 Clean Water Act requirements that

13 you're considering, there's Section 408 for impacts to

14 levies and flood control channels.  And that's not with

15 the regulatory division.  That would be with our civil

16 works and asset management division.

17          And they would need to go through and -- for

18 impacts to federal property or land or, I guess, with

19 federal interests involved, we need to go through our

20 own process.  So it would be good to involve, I guess,

21 the entire Corps, I guess, regulatory and those other

22 divisions as we go through the process so that we can

23 eventually maybe adopt the document, if that's -- if we

24 agree, if that's acceptable.

25          MS. WILKINSON:  Any more comments?  One more.
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1          TAIT GALLOWAY:  Andy brought up a good point.

2 I just want to reiterate is that when we look at parking

3 at the station, that is gonna be a huge issue for the

4 City of San Diego, both in the University City area and

5 downtown.  And I would encourage the High-Speed Rail

6 Authority to look at alternate transportation means

7 using transit and other type measures to help reduce

8 that parking demand and a number of trips to these

9 facilities.

10          MS. WILKINSON:  Okay.  With that I think we're

11 done with our presentation and formal comment.  We are

12 going to come back to you again.  I will be the point of

13 contact for setting up those future agency coordination

14 meetings.  So without any questions or you need to leave

15 me your contact information, come see me.

16          And then we have some information that we're

17 gonna distribute on disk to you, and I did hear a

18 request for some information that's not on the disk,

19 like the urban guidelines for the station.  So we can

20 either forward you the address on a website where they

21 might have that, or we can try to get that to you on a

22 separate disk.

23          MS. AVELLANO:  Just for your reference, the

24 website address is on this handout on the bottom, and

25 there's actually a lot of information of the technical
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1 document there from past work and the various guidelines

2 that the Authority has prepared over time, tech memos.

3 So I highly recommend you visiting that and poking

4 around the different references.  There's a lot of

5 information there.

6          MALE SPEAKER:  Is the presentation on the

7 website?

8          MS. AVELLANO:  The presentation as well is on

9 the website, yes.  Actually, or soon will be there.  The

10 PDF file was just done, and as we speak it may be

11 posted.

12          MS. WILKINSON:  Just a reminder, on this disk

13 we do have purpose and need.  We have a copy of the maps

14 that we've got up here and the methodologies on the

15 disk.  Thank you.

16          (Whereupon the meeting was adjourned at

17          11:01 a.m.)

18
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1           I, Anne M. Zarkos, a Certified Shorthand

2 Reporter of the State of California, do hereby certify:

3           That the foregoing proceedings were taken

4 before me at the time and place herein set forth; that

5 any witnesses in the foregoing proceedings, prior to

6 testifying, were duly sworn; that a record of the

7 proceedings was made by me using machine shorthand which

8 was thereafter transcribed under my direction; that the

9 foregoing transcript is a true record of the testimony

10 given.

11           Further, that if the foregoing pertains to the

12 original transcript of a deposition in a Federal case,

13 before completion of the proceedings, review of the

14 transcript [  ] was [  ] was not requested.

15           IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have this date

16 subscribed my name.

17

18 Dated this______day of______________________, 2009,

19 at San Diego, California.

20                    __________________________________

                   Anne M. Zarkos, RPR, CRR

21                    CSR No. 13095

22

23

24

25
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