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Response to Comments of Jack Witthaus, Transportation and Traffic Manager, City of Sunnyvale, January 29, 2004 
(Letter AL001) 

AL001-1 

Please see standard responses 2.9.1 and 2.9.2. 

AL001-2 

Please see standard responses 2.1.1, 2.1.2, and 2.1.6 in regards to 

the Authority’s ridership forecasts, HST operation finances, and 

figures for the Northeast Corridor.  Like the Acela service, the 
proposed HST would be expected to have passenger revenues that 

would exceed operational and maintenance costs. 

According to Amtrak, the Acela service operates without subsidy, as 

an exclusive service independent of other Amtrak business.  No 
operating subsidy is envisioned for the proposed HST System.  The 

Authority’s Final Business Plan estimated that the proposed HST 

system would generate an operating surplus. 

AL001-3 

Please see standard response 3.4.1 and standard response 3.4.2.  
Please also see standard response 6.1.5 in regards to potential noise 

impacts on the Caltrain corridor. 

Through the San Francisco Peninsula the HST is planned to operate 
at speeds below a maximum of 125 miles per hour.  Sound levels 

from high-speed trains at speeds of up to 125 mph are similar to the 
existing Caltrain commuter trains traveling at speeds of up to 79 

mph.  Introduction of HST service on the Peninsula would also 

require complete grade separation and would thus eliminate horn 
noise due to grade crossings.  Furthermore, a new HST system 

would be designed and developed to meet state-of-the-art 
technology specifications for noise and vibration, based on the desire 

to provide the highest quality train service possible.  Trains and 

tracks would be maintained in accordance with all applicable 
standards to minimize noise and vibration.  Remaining noise impacts 

can be reduced substantially by the installation of sound barrier walls 
constructed to shield receivers from train noise.  The design of and 

specifications for noise barriers appropriate for specific corridor 

segments of the proposed HST system would depend on the location 
and height of noise-sensitive buildings and would be considered 

during project-level reviews.    

AL001-4 

The Summary Chapter of the Program EIR/EIS describes the 
reasoning behind conclusion that the proposed HST system is the 

best alternative for helping to meet California’s future intercity 

transportation demands.  California’s transportation network, 
economy, and environment influence all Californians (not just 

residents of cities with HST stations). 

While there is not an HST station proposed for Sunnyvale, the 

proposed San Jose HST station would be about 7 miles from 

Sunnyvale and would be a multimodal station with a direct 
connection to the Caltrain commuter rail service that serves the 

Peninsula and has a stop at Sunnyvale.  The HST service through 
Sunnyvale would be on the existing Caltrain right-of-way and result 

in an improved regional commuter service—electrified, fully grade-

separated, with additional tracks and fencing—that would help 
mitigate the impacts of additional rail service along the Peninsula.  

Shared-use improvements in this corridor would result in safety and 
service improvements for Peninsula commuters and potentially 

improve automobile traffic flow at rail crossings and reduce noise 
impacts, since a grade-separated system could eliminate trains 

blowing warning horns throughout the alignment. 
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Comment Letter AL002 Continued 
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Response to Comments of Violet Varona-Lukens, Executive Officer, Los Angeles County Board of Supervisors, 
January 30, 2004 (Letter AL002) 

AL002 -1 

Acknowledged.  Please see standard response 6.23.1. 
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Response to Comments of Janet Brennan, Supervising Planner, Monterey Bay Unified Air Pollution Control District, 
March 1, 2004 (Letter AL003) 

AL003-1 

Acknowledged.  Please see standard response 6.3.1. 
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Comment Letter AL004 Continued 
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Comment Letter AL004 Continued 
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Response to Comments of Clark C. Thompson, Planning Coordinator, Council of Fresno County Governments, March 
29, 2004 (Letter AL004) 

AL004-1 

Acknowledged.  These comments pertain to the Fresno-Bypass loop 

alignment option.  Please see standard response 6.20.5.  Should the 
HST proposal move forward, future project specific studies will look 

at the direct alignment option through Fresno and a potential 

downtown Fresno HST station, but no further study of an “express 
loop” is planned. 

AL004-2 

Acknowledged.  Please see standard response 6.20.5, and response 

to Comment AL004-1 above. 

AL004-3 

Acknowledged.  Please see standard response 6.20.5, and response 

to Comment AL004-1 above. 
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Comment Letter AL005 Continued 
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Comment Letter AL005 Continued 
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Response to Comments of Vincent P. Bertoni, AICP, Interim Director of Planning and Building Services, City of Santa 
Clarita, April 13, 2004 (Letter AL005) 

AL005-1 

Acknowledged.  Please see standard response 6.23.1 in regards to 

the alignment between Bakersfield and Sylmar.  Please also see 
standard response 2.28.2 in regards to a potential HST station in the 

Santa Clarita Valley. 

AL005-2  

If a decision is made to move forward with the proposed HST 

system, subsequent project-level environmental analysis will be 
required for all portions of the proposed system prior to final design 

and construction. 

AL005-3  

Acknowledged.  Should the HST proposal move forward, during the 

project-level review, the Authority will work closely with potentially 
affected communities to avoid, reduce and/or include feasible 

measures to mitigate potential impacts to local communities and to 
the natural environment. 
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Response to Comments of Steve Heminger, Executive Director, Metropolitan Transportation Commission, April 28, 
2004 (Letter AL006) 

AL006-1 

Please see standard response 6.3.1. 

AL006-2 

Acknowledged.  Please see standard response 6.2.3 and standard 

response 6.1.4. 

AL006-3 

Acknowledged.  Please see standard response 6.2.2. 

AL006-4 

Acknowledged.  The West Oakland site and the 12th Street/City 

Center site would both provide good connectivity with BART and 
would have similar potential for environmental issues.  The Authority 

has concluded that there should be continued investigation in future 

tiered environmental reviews of both the West Oakland and the 12th 
Street/City Center sites as potential locations for a terminus station 

in Oakland. 

AL006-5 and -6 

Please see standard response 8.1.7. Should the HST project move 

forward, the Authority would continue to work with the Metropolitan 
Transportation Commission on project-level environmental analysis, 

construction, and operation of the HST system. 
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Comment Letter AL007 Continued 
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Response to Comments of Rudy Trevino, Mayor, City of Atwater, Mayor’s Office, April 29, 2004 (Letter AL007) 

AL007-1 

Acknowledged.  The Authority has identified both the Downtown 
Merced station and the Castle Airport Aviation and Development 

Center as a potential HST station sites to serve the Merced/Atwater 
area.    

AL007-2 

Please see standard response 2.18.1. 

AL007-3 

Please see standard response 2.35.1. 
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Comment Letter AL008 
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Response to Comments of Douglas C. Chotkevys, City Manager, City of Dana Point, Office of City Manager,  
May 5, 2004 (Letter AL008) 

AL008-1 

Acknowledged.  The LOSSAN Conventional Rail Improvements have 

been removed from further consideration in the Final Program 
EIR/EIS   Conventional rail improvements are within the purview of 

Caltrans and the proposed conventional improvements to LOSSAN 

are the subject of the Caltrans and FRA LOSSAN Rail Improvements 
Program EIR/EIS (Draft PEIR/EIS SCH # 2002031067).  These 

comments have been forwarded to Caltrans for consideration.  
Please see standard response 6.41.1. 
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Response to Comments of Jerry Brown, Mayor City of Oakland, Mayor’s Office, May 7, 2004 (Letter AL009) 

AL009-1 

Please see standard response 2.18.1 in regards to the investigation 
of the Altamont Pass.  Please see standard response 10.1.7 in 

regards to the phasing of the HST system.  Please also see standard 
response 6.2.3. 
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Comment Letter AL010 
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Comment Letter AL010 Continued 
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Response to Comments of George Finney, Executive Secretary, Tulare County Association of Governments (TCAG), 
May 10, 2004 (Letter AL010) 

AL010-1 

Acknowledged.  Should the HST project move forward, phasing of 

the system would be determined as a part of future studies.  Please 
also see standard response 10.1.7. 

The Authority has identified the Caltrain alignment as the preferred 

alignment with potential multi-modal HST stations at the Transbay 
Terminal, SFO (Milbrae), Redwood City or Palo Alto, and San Jose. 

The Authority has identified the Hayward Line to I-880 alignment as 
the preferred alignment with potential multi-modal HST stations at 

West Oakland, Oakland Coliseum, Union City, and San Jose. Please 
also see standard response 6.2.2. 

The proposed HST system would be designed to connect with other 

existing rail and transit services. 

AL010-2 

Please see standard response 2.18.1. 

AL010-3 

Acknowledged.  The Authority has identified the multi-modal 

Downtown Sacramento station as the preferred station to serve the 
Sacramento area.  The Sacramento light-rail system is being 

extended to serve the Downtown Sacramento station site.  The 
proposed HST system would be designed to connect with other 

existing rail and transit services. 

AL010-4 

Acknowledged.  Please see standard response 6.15.4.  Please see 

standard response 6.14.1.   

See Chapter 6A of the Final Program EIR/EIS document identifying 
preferred alignments and giving the reasons they have been so 

identified.    

AL010-5 

Please see standard response 2.36.3.      

AL010-6 

Phasing of the HST project would be determined in future, more 

detailed studies.  Please also see standard response 10.1.7.  The 
purpose of the proposed HST system includes providing linkage and 

integration with public transit systems, including existing rail 
systems.  See response to Comment AL010-1.  

AL010-7 

Please see standard response 6.39.1.      

AL010-8 

Acknowledged.  The Authority has identified the LOSSAN Corridor 
HST option to Irvine (Option 3) as the preferred alignment between 

Los Angeles and Orange County (see Chapter 6A).        

AL010-9 

Please see standard response 6.41.1. 

The phasing of the HST system is beyond the scope of this program-
level document.  Should the HST project move forward, phasing of 

the system would be determined as a part of future studies.  Please 

also see standard response 10.1.7.  The proposed HST system would 
be designed to connect with other existing rail and transit services. 
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AL010-10 

Please see standard response 6.15.4.  The proposed HST system 
would be designed to connect with other existing rail and transit 

services.        

AL010-11 

Please see standard response 6.15.4. 

AL010-12 

Acknowledged. 
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Comment Letter AL011 Continued 
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Response to Comments of Karen Jost, City Clerk, City of Los Altos Hills, May 11, 2004 (Letter AL011) 

AL011-1 

Please see standard response 6.3.1.  
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Comment Letter AL012 Continued 
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Response to Comments of Jean Hart, Deputy Director, Alameda County Congestion Management Agency, May 13, 
2004 (Letter AL012) 

AL012-1 

Please see standard response 1.1.112 and 6.2.3.  The Authority 

encourages Alameda County to include the pertinent proposed HST 
alignment and station options, according to the preferred alignment 

options identified in the Final Program EIR/EIS, in the next update of 

the County Transportation Plan to support future corridor 
preservation activities, should a decision be made to proceed with 

the proposed HST system.  A financing plan is beyond the scope of 
this program EIR/EIS process. 

AL012-2 

Acknowledged.  Please also see standard response 6.2.3. 

AL012-3 

Please see standard response 2.16.1 and 2.16.3. 

AL012-4 

Acknowledged.  The Authority has identified the Hayward Line to I-
880 alignment as the preferred alignment for HST service between 

San Jose and Oakland.  This Program EIR/EIS includes a planning 

level evaluation of seismic and noise impacts.  If the HST project is 
advanced, more detailed seismic and noise analysis would be 

required on the Hayward Line to I-880 alignment as part of future 
project-specific environmental reviews. 

AL012-5 

Acknowledged. 
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Response to Comments of Jennifer Paedon, Executive Director, Moffett Park Business & Transportation Association, 
May 14, 2004 (Letter AL013) 

AL013-1 

Please see standard response 6.3.1.
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Comment Letter AL014 
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Comment Letter AL014 Continued 
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Comment Letter AL014 Continued 
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Comment Letter AL014 Continued 
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Comment Letter AL014 Continued 
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Comment Letter AL014 Continued 
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Comment Letter AL014 Continued 
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Comment Letter AL014 Continued 
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Comment Letter AL014 Continued 
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Comment Letter AL014 Continued 
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Comment Letter AL014 Continued 
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Response to Comments of Laura J. Simonek, Manager, Environmental Planning Team, Metropolitan Water District of 
Southern California, May 17, 2004 (Letter AL014) 

AL014-1 
Acknowledged.  Subsequent project level engineering and 
environmental review will consider all MWD facilities in the vicinity of 
or potentially affected by the proposed HST facilities.  Specific 
locations of MWD facilities will be identified in order to avoid 
potential conflicts.  Preliminary engineering drawings developed 
during project level studies will allow for meaningful agency review 
and coordination.  Please also see response to Comment AL015-1. 
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Comment Letter AL015 
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Comment Letter AL015 Continued 
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Response to Comments of Yvonne Arroyo, Associate Engineer, Santa Clara Valley Water District, May 17, 2004 
(Letter AL015) 

AL015-1 
In general, utilities do not present significant potential impacts that 
cannot be avoided, minimized or mitigated through conventional 
design and construction processes.  This program level analysis 
focused on the three general types of major utilities (electrical 
transmission lines, natural gas lines, and waste water treatment 
facilities as representative of the extent of potential impacts that 
would be anticipated with the construction of the proposed facilities.  
Water supply pipelines will be addressed during subsequent project-
level engineering and environmental reviews, should a decision be 
made to move forward with the proposed HST system.  In this 
process all water supply facilities in proximity to proposed HST 
facilities will be identified in order to avoid potential conflicts and to 
provide coordination.   

AL015-2  
Acknowledged.  See standard response 6.3.1.  

AL015-3  
The Section 3.14.5.A – “Mitigation Strategies – Floodplains” has been 
revised in the Final Program EIR/EIS so that the flood frequency 
level to be considered in subsequent project specific studies is not 
limited. 

AL015-4  
These issues will receive further consideration during project-level 
engineering and environmental reviews, should a decision be made 
to move forward with the proposed HST system.  

AL015-5  
Acknowledged.  

AL015-6  
The Section 3.15.4.A – “Comparison of Alternatives by Region – Bay 
Area to Merced” has been revised to include the proposed statement 
in the discussion of the High-Speed Train Alternative. 

AL015-7  
Acknowledged. 
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Comment Letter AL016 
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Response to Comments of James A. Biery, Director of Public Works/City Engineer, City of Buena Park, June 1, 2004 
(Letter AL016) 

AL016-1 
Please see standard response 6.40.6, and standard response 2.29.1 
in regards to the elimination of the Pacific Electric alignment. 

AL016-2 
Please see Chapter 6A of the Final Program EIR/EIS for the rationale 
behind the identification of the LOSSAN corridor as the preferred 
HST alignment between Los Angeles and Orange County.  Please see 
standard response 6.40.6, and standard response 2.29.1.    

AL016-3 
Please see standard response 6.40.6, and standard response 2.29.1 
in regards to the identification of the LOSSAN corridor (BNSF 
alignment) as the preferred HST alignment between Los Angeles and 
Orange County (which includes a fourth track between Los Angeles 
and Fullerton).  Should the HST proposal move forward, more 
detailed project specific studies will be required.  

AL016-4 
Please see response to Comment AL016-2. 
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Comment Letter AL017 
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Comment Letter AL017 Continued 
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Response to Comments of Fred Luedtke, Deputy Director of Public Works, City of Escondido, June 1, 2004  
(Letter AL017) 

AL017-1 
See Standard response 6.36.1. 

AL017-2 
See Standard response 6.36.1. 

AL017-3 
See Standard response 6.36.1. 
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Response to Comments of Jose S. Esteves, Mayor, City of Milpitas, June 1, 2004 (Letter AL018) 

AL018-1 
Please see standard response 6.3.1. 
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Response to Comments of J. E. Boccignone, City Clerk, City of Santa Clara, June 1, 2004 (Letter AL019) 

AL019-1 
Please see standard response 6.3.1. 
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Response to Comments of Dennis Kennedy, Mayor, City of Morgan Hill, June 14, 2004 (Letter AL020) 

AL020-1 
Please see standard response 6.3.1. 
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Response to Comments of Gary L. Gallegos, Executive Director, San Diego Association of Governments (SANDAG), 
June 17, 2004 (Letter AL021) 

AL021-1 
Acknowledged.  The Authority supports Rail Improvements in the 
LOSSAN corridor in order to develop a faster, safer and more reliable 
passenger rail system that provides added capacity in response to 
increased travel demand through the year 2020 between Los 
Angeles, Orange, and San Diego Counties.  The Authority has 
identified the “Inland Corridor” (I-215/I-15) via San Bernardino and 
Riverside counties as the preferred alignment to bring direct HST 
service to San Diego. 

AL021-2 
Acknowledged.  The Authority has identified a direct connection with 
downtown San Diego as part of the HST preferred alignment and 
station locations. The Authority identified the Downtown San Diego 
Santa Fe Depot station option as the preferred station option to 
serve San Diego.  The Downtown San Diego Santa Fe Depot is the 
transit “hub” station for downtown San Diego and locating the HST 
station here would result in the highest level of connectivity.  This 
station option would be located in the city center where many 
potential HST passengers could walk to their destination and would 
offer good connectivity with San Diego International Airport, which is 
about two miles from this site.  The Downtown San Diego Santa Fe 
Depot is also the terminus for the Coaster commuter rail service and 
the Amtrak Surfliner service, a major San Diego LRT station, and a 
bus transit hub. 

AL021-3 
Acknowledged.  Please see standard response 6.39.1 

AL021-4 
Acknowledged.  Please see standard response 2.10.3. 

AL021-5 
Acknowledged.  Please see standard response 10.1.7. 

AL021-6 
Acknowledged.  Please see standard response 2.36.1. 

AL021-7, & 8  
Acknowledged.  The LOSSAN Conventional Rail Improvements have 
been removed from this Final Program EIR/EIS and are the subject 
of the Caltrans  LOSSAN Rail Improvements Program EIR/EIS (Draft 
PEIR/EIS SCH # 2002031067).  These comments have been 
forwarded to Caltrans for consideration.  Please see standard 
response 6.41.1. 

AL021-9 

Acknowledged.  Please see standard response 6.31.4. 

AL021-10 
Acknowledged.  The Authority will consider a future partnership with 
SANDAG to look at the details of an intercity/commuter system in 
the I-15 corridor. 

AL021-11 
Acknowledged.  Please see standard response 6.36.1. 

AL021-12 
Acknowledged. 

AL021-13 
Acknowledged.  Project-specific study which would include 
preliminary engineering design would be required in order to provide 
such detail. 
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AL021-14 
Acknowledged.  The Authority has identified a potential HST station 
(University City) to serve northern San Diego.  The ultimate location 
and the configuration of stations cannot be determined at this time; 
this would occur during the subsequent project-level environmental 
processes.  Recommendations are made on station options to allow 
the Authority to pursue proposed station development in the vicinity 
of University City in future project specific studies.  It is possible and 
likely that some of the preferred stations identified in the Final 
Program EIR/EIS will not be built.  Should the HST project move 
forward, project level environmental review will involve continued 
work with SANDAG, and the City of San Diego to further define the 
HST alignment and potential sites for a “North City” HST station. 

AL021-15 
Acknowledged.  The Authority and the FRA believe that public safety 
measures are a critical part of the proposed HST system; public 
safety is part of the purpose and need, as included in the Draft 
Program EIR/EIS (see page 1-4).  The HST system would be 
completely grade separated (meaning there would be no at-grade 
crossings with roads, railroads, or other transportation facilities) and 
appropriately fenced to prevent intrusion as described in Section 
2.6.4 of the Draft Program EIR/EIS.   

AL021-16 
Acknowledged.  The Authority and the FRA believe that the 
statement, “As described in the regional transportation plans for the 
area that would be served by the proposed HST system, the 
highways and airports serving key cities are currently operating at 
capacity, and plans for expansion will not keep up with projected 
growth over the next 20 to 40 years” (Draft Program EIR/EIS, page 
1-7) is accurate and recognizes that regional plans include increased 
capacities.  

AL021-17 
Acknowledged.  This statement is in reference to the conventional 
intercity service from Los Angeles to San Diego (see page S-5, Draft 
Program EIR/EIS).  It is the Authority’s and FRA’s understanding that 
Caltrans is currently responsible for improvements to this service, 
and is working cooperatively with the FRA and SANDAG, as well as 
other local agencies.  Caltrans is the lead state agency for the “Los 
Angeles-to-San Diego Proposed Rail Corridor Improvement Study: 
Draft Program Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Impact 
Statement” (State clearinghouse #2002031067). 

AL021-18 
Please see standard response 2.1.12.  The Authority will work with 
local government to encourage transit-oriented development.  The 
proposed HST system would support “smart growth.” 

AL021-19 
The Final EIR/EIS text has been revised to mention consideration of 
local noise policies. 

AL021-20 
The Final EIR/EIS text has been revised to reflect coordination and 
seeking consistency with local and regional habitat conservation 
plans.  
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Response to Comments of Charles C. Holloway, Manager of Environmental Assessment, City of Los Angeles, 
Department of Water and Power, June 28, 2004 (Letter AL022) 

AL022-1 
Acknowledged.  See also response to Comment AL015-1. 
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Response to Comments of Steven L. Froberg, Executive Director, Cross Valley Rail Corridor Joint Powers Authority, 
June 30, 2004 (Letter AL023) 

AL023-1 
Acknowledged.  Please see standard response 6.15.4 in regards to 
the HST alignment between Fresno and Bakersfield.  Please see 
standard response 6.21.1 in regards to a potential HST station at 
Visalia. 
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Response to Comments of Honorable Art Brown, Chair, Los Angeles, San Diego, San Luis Obispo Rail Corridor 
Agency (LOSSAN), June 30, 2004 (Letter AL024) 

AL024-1 
Acknowledged. 

AL024-2 
Acknowledged. 

AL024-3 
Acknowledged. 

AL024-4 
Acknowledged.  The Authority has identified the existing Los Angeles 
Union Station (LAUS) as the preferred HST station option to serve 
Los Angeles.  LAUS is the transit/rail transportation hub of southern 
California and would have the highest connectivity and accessibility 
for serving the Los Angeles metropolitan area.  LAUS is the primary 
destination for the Metrolink Commuter rail services, the Los Angeles 
Metro Red Line, the Pasadena Gold Line, the Amtrak Surfliner 
service, and the regional bus transit services.  See standard 
response 6.28.1 

AL024-5 
Acknowledged. 

AL024-6 
Acknowledged. 
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Response to Comments of Harry W. Thomas, Public Works Director/City Engineer, City of Orange, July 6, 2004 
(Letter AL025) 

AL025-1 
Acknowledged. 

AL025-2 
These issues will receive further consideration during project-level 
engineering and environmental reviews, should a decision be made 
to move forward with the proposed HST system.   The specific 
features and impacts of the proposed improvements, along with 
impact avoidance and minimization strategies, will be 
comprehensively addressed in subsequent project level engineering 
and environmental review. 
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Response to Comments of Richard Scagliotti, Chair, Pajaro River Watershed Flood Prevention Authority,  
July 6, 2004 (Letter AL026) 

AL026-1 
Acknowledged.  The Authority will consider this information in 
further study of the alignment options in this northern mountain 
crossing area.  See standard response 6.3.1. 
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Response to Comments of Jim Simonian, Mayor, Jeannie Davis, City Clerk, City of Fowler, July 26, 2004  
(Letter AL027) 

AL027-1 

Acknowledged.  Please see standard response 6.15.4. 

AL027-2 

Acknowledged.  Please see standard response 6.15.4. 

AL027-3 

Acknowledged.  Please see standard response 6.15.4. 

AL027-4 

Acknowledged.  Please see standard response 6.15.4. 

AL027-5 

Acknowledged.  Please see standard response 6.15.4. 

AL027-6 

Acknowledged.  Please see standard response 6.15.4. 
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Response to Comments of Susan Bauch, City Clerk, City of Kingsburg, July 26, 2004 (Letter AL028) 

AL028-1 to AL028-6 
Acknowledged.  Please see Standard Response 6.15.4. 
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Response to Comments of Leland Bergstrom, Mayor, City of Kingsburg, August 11, 2004 (Letter AL029) 

AL029-1 
Acknowledged.  The Authority has identified the BNSF alignment as 
the preferred alignment between Fresno and Bakersfield.  Please see 
standard response 6.15.4. 

AL029-2 
Acknowledged.  The Authority has identified the BNSF alignment as 
the preferred alignment between Fresno and Bakersfield, and this 
alignment would avoid impacts to the downtown areas of Selma, 
Kingburg, and Fowler.  Please see standard response 6.15.4.   

AL029-3 
Acknowledged.  The Authority has identified the BNSF alignment as 
the preferred alignment between Fresno and Bakersfield. 

AL029-4 
Acknowledged.  The Authority has identified the BNSF alignment as 
the preferred alignment between Fresno and Bakersfield.  Please see 
standard response 6.15.4. 

AL029-5 
Acknowledged.  The Authority has identified the BNSF alignment as 
the preferred alignment between Fresno and Bakersfield. 

AL029-6 
Please see standard response 2.35.1. 

AL029-7 
Acknowledged.  The determination of a precise operational plan for 
the HST system, which would describe specific express and local 
train services, is beyond the scope of this program EIR/EIS.  Should 
the HST proposal move forward, more detailed operations analysis 
will be undertaken.  The operational plan used to develop the 
ridership and revenue forecasts assumed about 12 (in each 
direction) “skip stop” express trains stopping in Fresno (see 
Authority’s June 2000 Business Plan page 59 for details). 

AL029-8 
Acknowledged.  Please see standard response 6.20.5 in regards to a 
potential express loop around Fresno.  Use of the existing BNSF 
alignment through Fresno for HST service (and the existing Amtrak 
station) was considered but rejected as a result of the screening 
evaluation and was summarized in Section 2.6.9 of the Draft 
Program EIR/EIS (page 2-60).  
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Response to Comments of Dennis Courtemarche, City Manager, City of Pico Rivera, August 11, 2004 (Letter AL030) 

AL030-1 
The Authority took into account the Third Main Track improvements 
including grade separations that are currently being implemented 
along this segment of the LOSSAN rail corridor.  These 
improvements were included as part of the “No Project Alternative”.  
The Authority is proposing a shared use alignment (HST services on 
the same tracks as existing and planned passenger rail services) that 
would provide HST service along the existing LOSSAN corridor.  The 
segment from Union Station to Fullerton, which includes Pico Rivera, 
would be improved to provide a total of 4 tracks.  Subsequent 
project level environmental review would address specific issues and 
impacts on local communities, as well as specific mitigation 
measures. 
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Response to Comments of Joan Malloy, Planning Manager, City of Union City, August 11, 2004 (Letter AL031) 

AL031-1 
Please see standard response 2.18.1. 
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Response to Comments of Larry Greene, Air Pollution Control Officer, Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality 
Management District, August 18, 2004 (Letter AL032) 

AL032-1 
Acknowledged.  Air quality related construction impacts would be 
addressed in more detail during subsequent project-level 
environmental reviews.  Regarding general construction impacts, 
please see Section 3.18.   

AL032-2 

Please see standard response 2.18.1.  

AL032-3 
Acknowledged.  The Authority has identified the downtown 
Sacramento Station site as the preferred HST station location to 
serve the Sacramento area. 

AL032-4 
Acknowledged.  The rationale for the development of the 
Alternatives is described in Section 2.3.2 of the Draft Program 
EIR/EIS.  It was determined that using the “high-end” HST forecasts 
(which would have greater potential for environmental impacts) was 
appropriate for a program EIR/EIS process and these numbers 
should be used for both the HST and Modal Alternatives in order to 
make consistent and appropriate comparisons. 

AL032-5 
Acknowledged.  Things such as train and station amenities, baggage 
handling, and trip planning are part of any rail system, but are at a 
level of detail beyond the scope of this program level EIR/EIS.  
Should the HST proposal move forward, more detail information 
concerning these services and amenities will be provided in future 
project specific studies.  In regards to security, please see standard 
response 2.8.1. 

AL032-6 
The electrical power for the proposed HST system would be obtained 
from the electric transmission grid, which receives power from 
numerous sources.  Thus, the sources providing power to the grid 
from which the HST would receive power would vary with market 
conditions from day to day.  The proportion of sources typical of the 
California grid was used for the air quality analysis.  See Section 
3.3.1 of the Final Program EIR/EIS. 
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Response to Comments of Paul Saldana, President/CEO, Tulare County Economic Development Corporation, August 
18, 2004 (Letter AL033) 

AL033-1 
Acknowledged.  Please see standard response 6.15.4.   
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Response to Comments of Chris Zirkle, Assistant Deputy Director, City of San Diego, Land Development Review, 
Development Services, August 19, 2004 (Letter AL034) 

AL034-1 
Acknowledged.  The Authority has identified a preferred HST 
alignment that directly serves downtown San Diego via the I-15 and 
Carroll Canyon or Miramar alignment options.  Please see standard 
response 6.42.1 in regards to conventional rail improvements along 
the LOSSAN (coastal) corridor. 
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Response to Comments of Richard Phillips, Assistant to the City Manager, City of Encinitas, August 23, 2004 (Letter 
AL035) 

AL035-1 
Acknowledged.  Please see standard response 6.42.1. 
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Response to Comments of Richard R. Powers, Executive Director, Gateway Cities Council of Governments, 
Southeast Los Angeles County, August 23, 2004 (Letter AL036) 

AL036-1 
The Draft Program EIR/EIS considered several options for service to 
the Gateway Cities and Orange County.  These included direct HST 
service using the LOSSAN corridor or the Santa Ana Branch, and 
options to have HST service stop at Union Station where passengers 
would transfer to non-electric conventional rail service.  The LOSSAN 
option would have four tracks through Southeast Los Angeles 
County.  The Authority has identified the LOSSAN corridor direct HST 
service to Irvine option as the preferred HST alignment for serving 
Orange County and Southeastern Los Angeles County.   

As shown on Figure 6.6-2 of the Final Program EIR/EIS (also see the 
"Alignment Configuration and Cross Sections" technical report dated 
January 2004) the HST alignment would be primarily at grade in the 
LOSSAN corridor throughout southeastern Los Angeles County (the 
Gateway Cities).  This figure identifies a section between Anaheim 
and Santa Ana as "LOSSAN Trench Option".  Due primarily to the 
sheer density of at-grade crossings in the Orange-Santa Ana area, 
the HST option for the LOSSAN corridor require this trench concept 
to achieve a fully grade separated alignment.  Non-electric 
conventional improvement options are not the responsibility of the 
Authority and have not been included in the analysis presented in 
the Final Program EIR/EIS.  This has been clarified in the Final 
EIR/EIS.  

AL036-2 
The Authority has identified the LOSSAN corridor as the preferred 
alignment for HST service between to Southeastern Los Angeles 
County and Orange County.  The HST design option investigated for 
the UPRR Santa Ana Line assumed two HST tracks with four tracks 
at intermediate stations.  The Draft Program EIR/EIS identifies a 
"fully dual track mainline with off-line stopping tracks" under HST 
performance criteria (page 2-26).  For more details regarding design 

assumptions, please see the "Alignment Configuration and Cross 
Sections" and "Engineering Criteria" technical reports (January 
2004).  Figures 2.17-13 and 6.6-2 of the Draft Program EIR/EIS, 
show the profile assumptions for both the UPRR Santa Ana Line and 
the LOSSAN corridor.  Please also see the "Alignment Configuration 
and Cross Sections" technical report (January 2004) for more 
information. 

AL036-3 
The I-5 widening included in the Modal Alternative to carry intercity 
trips is not related to other proposals to widen I-5 for general traffic.  
The Authority and the FRA have identified the HST Alternative as the 
preferred alternative and the LOSSAN corridor as the preferred 
alignment to Southeastern Los Angeles County and Orange County.  
Your comments regarding potential impacts from widening I-5 will 
be addressed in subsequent project level analysis, when the 
proposed action is more specifically defined. 

AL036-4 
The Draft Program EIR/EIS does not ignore the fact that a third main 
track is being installed along the LOSSAN corridor to serve commuter 
and freight operations between Los Angeles and Fullerton.  As stated 
on page 2-14 of the Draft Program EIR/EIS, “All the intercity 
passenger rail system improvements identified in the STIP and the 
Caltrans California Intercity Rail Capital Program for implementation 
prior to 2020 are included in the No Project Alternative and are 
identified in Appendix 2-C.”  Appendix 2-C (pages 2-C-2 & 2-C-3) 
identifies the triple track projects being implemented between Los 
Angeles and Fullerton.  The program process has concluded that a 
fourth main track would be required for the preferred LOSSAN 
corridor alignment option.  The conceptual design for the LOSSAN 
corridor concluded that the fourth main line could fit predominately 
within the existing freight right-of-way, thereby minimizing potential 
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land use impacts.  Limited right-of-way acquisition was included in 
the analysis of land use impacts.  The Authority and FRA have 
worked closely in cooperation with Caltrans Division of Rail, and have 
toured the right-of-way with Caltrans, BNSF, and the Authority’s 
consultants.  Should the HST proposal move forward, more detailed 
preliminary engineering design will be required as a part of future 
project specific studies.   

AL036-5 
The grade separations being constructed on the LOSSAN corridor 
were included in the No Project Alternative (see Appendix 2-C).  The 
fourth main track would be constructed in a manner that does not 
adversely impact the existing grade separations.  Please see the 
design practices sections of the Final EIR/EIS (added to each section 
of Chapter 3 for environmental resources). 

AL036-6 
Potential land use impacts for the Santa Ana Branch option are 
reflected in the analysis of land use impacts in the Program EIR/EIS. 

AL036-7 
The Draft Program EIR/EIS assessed the potential for property and 
environmental justice impacts in section 3.7.  Along the LOSSAN 
option, “the potential for [environmental justice] impacts along these 
alignments would be expected to be low, because potential 
improvements would occur along an existing operating rail corridor, 
and because residential uses that are located within 0.25 mi (0.40 
km) of the rail corridor are typically buffered from the rail by non-
residential uses.” (Draft Program EIR/EIS p. 3.7-25 & 26)   

The Authority has identified the LOSSAN Corridor as the preferred 
HST alignment for HST service to Southeast Los Angeles County and 
Orange County.  This option assumes shared operations with other 
passenger services and separation from freight with 4 total tracks (2 
for passenger rail services and 2 for freight) between Los Angeles 
and Fullerton.   

Shared use improvements to the LOSSAN corridor would be 
considerably less costly (about $2.25 billion less) and would have 
considerably fewer environmental impacts than a new dedicated 
alignment along the UPRR Santa Ana line.   

Environmental impacts would be minimized since this alignment 
utilizes the existing LOSSAN right-of-way.  Noise impacts from 
existing rail operations could be reduced due to the elimination of 
horn noise and gate noise from existing rail services as a result of 
adding grade separations at existing grade crossings.   

Further analysis at the project level could indicate somewhat greater 
infrastructure requirements with potentially increased costs and 
environmental impacts. However, the cost and potential for 
environmental impact associated with the LOSSAN corridor option 
are expected to still be considerably less than those associated with 
the UPRR Santa Ana option.  The identification of the LOSSAN rail 
alignment as the preferred 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) can be resolved.   

AL036-8 
Acknowledged.  The hazardous materials and wastes analysis was 
carried out at a program level of detail.  Should the HST proposal 
move forward, more detailed hazardous materials and wastes 
analysis would be done as part of future project specific studies. 

AL036-9 
Contrary to the commentor’s statement, the Draft Program EIR/EIS 
did not assume that the addition of high-speed train infrastructure 
and services along an existing rail corridor would not cause 
significant noise impacts.  Instead, the Authority acknowledges the 
potential for noise impacts and applied established methodologies to 
identify the approximate number and extent of noise sensitive 
resources at a program level of analysis.  The potential noise impacts 
of the proposed HST service in the two shared operation rail 
corridors that are being considered would result primarily from the 
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greater frequency of trains, since the HST service would be 
operating at reduced speeds and would create similar noise levels to 
the existing services.  However, grade separation of existing rail 
operations would result in considerable noise benefits from the 
elimination of the warning bells at existing at-grade crossings and 
the horn blowing of current commuter/intercity trains along these 
alignments.   

The purpose of the programmatic noise screening analysis was to 
identify the likelihood that noise-sensitive receivers would be close 
enough to the proposed alignments for noise impact to be potentially 
significant.  Specific HST noise levels can only be determined during 
the project level noise assessment.   

In the Draft Program EIR/EIS, a noise barrier is discussed as a 
representative measure of noise mitigation to provide an estimate of 
potential mitigation effectiveness and cost associated with 
alternative HST alignment options.  Although most noise barriers 
tend to reflect some sound, placement of barriers on both sides of 
the rail line would cancel most of this effect and they can also be 
installed with sound absorptive surfaces, thereby eliminating most of 
the reflected sound energy.  Visual effects of noise barriers are 
highly site-specific in nature.  Assessment of these secondary effects 
and the appropriate use of sound walls in specific locations will be 
addressed in subsequent project level environmental review.   

AL036-10 
The Authority has identified a preferred HST system that includes a 
preferred HST alignment along the LOSSAN corridor providing direct 
service to Orange County.  The HST system would be completely 
grade separated, fenced and electrified (overhead catenary) as 
defined in the Draft Program EIR/EIS (see Chapter 2 “Alternatives”).  
The Draft Program EIR/EIS includes information regarding the 
assumed HST profile (see Figure 2.17-13 of the Draft Program 
EIR/EIS, “HST Alignment Configuration – Profile Characteristics, Los 
Angeles San Diego Via Orange County Region”).  Please also see the 
“Alignment Configuration and Cross Sections” technical report 

(January 2004) for more information.  No EMF impacts are expected 
(please see Section 3.6). 

AL036-11 
The Authority and the FRA disagree with your assessment.  At a 
program level of detail, adding such features as fencing and electric 
catenary to an existing rail corridor should not be identified as 
“unavoidable and significant” for visual setting at the program level 
of analysis.  Visual impacts are highly site-specific in nature.  These 
issues will be addressed during subsequent project level 
environmental review, based on more precise information regarding 
the visual context and the location and design of the facilities 
proposed (e.g., elevated, at-grade, catenary design features, fencing 
type and location, etc.). The project level of detail will allow the 
Authority to further investigate ways to avoid, minimize and mitigate 
potential visual affects.  Once the alignment is refined and the 
facilities are fully defined through project level analysis, and only 
after avoidance and minimization efforts have been exhausted, will 
specific impacts and mitigation measures be addressed. 

AL036-12 
The Program EIR/EIS does not include a financing plan.  It also does 
not include a phasing plan.  The primary purpose of the HST system 
is to link the major metropolitan regions of the state which include 
Los Angeles, the Inland Empire, Orange County, San Diego, the I-15 
Corridor, and the Antelope Valley.  The station with the highest 
forecast boardings and alightings is Los Angeles Union Station (San 
Diego is fourth, and East San Gabriel Valley sixth).  Of the 28 
potential HST station locations included as part of the preferred HST 
alignment, 14 are located south of the Tehachapi Mountains (11 in 
the SCAG region, and 3 in the San Diego region), and 14 are located 
north of the Tehachapi Mountains (8 in the Bay Area Region, and 5 
in the Central Valley, and 1 in Sacramento).   
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AL036-13 
The Program EIR/EIS does not include a financing plan nor has the 
Authority developed one yet.  The quote in your comment letter is 
either not from the Draft Program EIR/EIS.  While previous feasibility 
studies by the Commission and the Authority have investigated a 
number of potential funding sources, neither the Commission nor the 
Authority has proposed a HST financing plan to be partially financed 
through “existing airport user fees and passenger facility 
charges…local fund (form existing sources), and existing state 
transportation revenue sources (e.g., gas tax, sales tax on 
gasoline).” 

AL036-14 
The HST system would not be a public transportation system 
providing subsidized transportation.  Please see the Final Business 
Plan, which the program EIR/EIS incorporates by reference.  The 
Authority and the FRA disagree with your assessment of other high-
speed transportation systems in the world.  Please see standard 
response 2.1.1, standard response 2.1.2. 

AL036-15 
Acknowledged.  The analysis for the Program EIR/EIS does 
recognize many potentially significant impacts that would typically 
have local and site-specific attributes.   The Authority and the FRA 
believe the analysis of potentially significant impacts that has been 
described is appropriate for a program level document and supports 
the conclusions of the Final Program EIR/EIS.  Should the HST 
proposal move forward, future more detailed project specific studies 
would be required that would address site-specific issues. 
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Comment Letter AL037 
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Response to Comments of David Price, III, Director, County of Kern, Resource Management Agency,  
August 23, 2004 (Letter AL037) 

AL037-1 
Acknowledged 

AL037-2 
Acknowledged.  The Authority has identified the Truxton Station site 
as the preferred potential HST station location to serve Bakersfield. 

AL037-3 
Acknowledged.  The Authority has identified the BNSF alignment 
between Fresno and Bakersfield as the preferred HST alignment.  
This alignment does serve the preferred Truxton Station location. 

AL037-4 
Please see standard response 6.23.1. 

AL037-5 
Please see standard response 2.35.1. 
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Comment Letter AL038 
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Comment Letter AL038 Continued 
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Response to Comments of John Wells, Mayor, City of Madera, August 23, 2004 (Letter AL038) 

AL038-1 
Acknowledged.  The Authority has identified the BNSF alignment as 
the preferred HST alignment between Merced and Fresno.  Please 
see standard response 2.31.4 in regards to HST station spacing and 
the identification of station locations.  The Authority has identified 
potential HST stations at Sacramento, Stockton, Modesto, Merced, 
Fresno, and Bakersfield to serve the Central Valley.    

AL038-2 
Please see response to Comment AL038-1. 

AL038-3 
Please see response to Comment AL038-1. 

AL038-4 
Please see standard response 2.31.4 in regards to HST station 
spacing and the identification of station locations.  The Authority has 
identified potential HST stations at Sacramento, Stockton, Modesto, 
Merced, Fresno, and Bakersfield to serve the Central Valley. 

AL038-5 
Please see response to Comment AL038-1 and response to Comment 
AL038-4. 
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Comment Letter AL039 
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Response to Comments of James B. Rowe, Interim Community Development Director, City of Morgan Hill, 
Community Development Department, August 23, 2004 (Letter AL039) 

AL039-1  
The impacts of potential right of way acquisition along the Caltrain 
corridor are summarized in Section 3.7.4: Comparison of 
Alternatives; Item A: BAY AREA TO MERCED; Property; High-Speed 
Train Alternative.  The potential property impacts, including specific 
right-of-way areas to be acquired and associated impacts, would be 
addressed in subsequent project level environmental reviews, should 
a decision be made to move forward with the proposed HST system.  

AL039-2  
Acknowledged.  See standard response 6.3.1 

AL039-3  
Acknowledged.  The Authority is recommending further study of the 
San Jose to Merced segment, including the Pacheco Pass corridor. 

AL039-4  
Acknowledged.  The Authority is recommending further study of the 
San Jose to Merced segment, including Morgan Hill and vicinity.  

AL039-5  
Acknowledged.  See response to Comment AL039-3. 

AL039-6  
Acknowledged.  See response to Comment AL039-3. 

AL039-7  
Acknowledged.  Specific impacts and mitigation measures would be 
identified and analyzed in subsequent project level environmental 
review. 
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Comment Letter AL040 
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Response to Comments of Karen H. King, Executive Director, North County Transit District (NCTD), August 23, 2004 
(Letter AL040) 

AL040-1 
Acknowledged.  The Authority has identified service along the I-15 
corridor to San Diego as part of the preferred HST system.  Please 
see standard response 6.42.1 in regards to conventional 
improvements on the LOSSSAN (coastal) corridor. 

AL040-2 
Acknowledged.  Please see standard response 6.36.1. 

AL040-3 
Please see standard response 6.42.1 

AL040-4 
Acknowledged.  Please see standard response 6.39.1. 

AL040-5 
Acknowledged. The Authority and the FRA look forward to 
continuing to work with NCTD and the cities of San Diego County. 
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Response to Comments of Ronald E. Brummett, Executive Director, Kern Council of Governments, August 25, 2004 
(Letter AL041) 

AL041-1 
Acknowledged. 

AL041-2 
Acknowledged.  The Authority has identified the Truxton station site 
(downtown Bakersfield near the existing Amtrak station) as the 
preferred HST station location to serve Kern County. 

AL041-3 
Please see standard response 6.23.1.  The Authority has identified a 
potential HST station at Palmdale to serve the Antelope Valley and 
Eastern Kern County. 

AL041-4 
Please see standard response 2.35.1. 
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Comment Letter AL042 
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Response to Comments of Arthur T. Leahy, Chief Executive Officer, Orange County Transportation Authority (OCTA), 
August 25, 2004 (Letter AL042) 

AL042-1 
The Authority has identified a preferred HST system that includes 
direct service to Orange County.  Please see standard response 
10.1.7 in regards to the phasing of the system.  The determination 
of an initial operating portion of the system is beyond the scope of 
this program EIR/EIS process. 

AL042-2 
Acknowledged.  The Authority has identified preferred station sites 
at the Anaheim Transportation Center (to serve Central Orange 
County) and the Irvine Transportation Center (to serve Southern 
Orange County) for potential HST stations.  Please see standard 
response 10.1.7 in regards to the phasing of the HST project.   

AL042-3 
Acknowledged.  The Authority has identified the LOSSAN corridor as 
the preferred alignment for HST service between Los Angeles and 
Irvine. 

AL042-4 
Acknowledged.  The Authority has identified the LOSSAN corridor as 
the preferred alignment for HST service between Los Angeles and 
Irvine.  The only other feasible alignment which was identified 
during the program EIR/EIS process was the UP Santa Ana freight 
alignment which OCTA does not favor.  Should the HST proposal 
move forward, more detailed preliminary engineering design will be 
required for the LOSSAN corridor as part of project specific studies in 
order to determine the design of the HST alignment.  The Authority 
will continue to work with OCTA, the cities of Orange County, other 
agencies and the public to determine what design options should be 
investigated as part of project specific studies during the scoping of 
those studies. 

AL042-5 
Acknowledged 

AL042-6 
Acknowledged.  Please see standard response 6.41.1. 

AL042-7 
Acknowledged.  The Authority looks forward to continuing to work 
with OCTA as the HST project progresses. 
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Comment Letter AL043 



California High-Speed Train Final Program EIR/EIS Response to Comments 

 

 
CALIFORNIA HIGH SPEED RAIL AUTHORITY 

 
 

U.S. Department 
of Transportation 
Federal Railroad 
Administration 

Page  4-133

 

Comment Letter AL043 Continued 
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Response to Comments of Mark Frederick, Division Manager, Planning and Real Estate, County of Santa Clara, 
Environmental Resources Agency, Parks and Recreation Department, August 25, 2004 (Letter AL043) 

AL043-1 
Please see standard response 6.3.1.  The technical report “Alignment 
Configuration and Cross Sections” is available on the Authority’s 
website (www.cahighspeedrail.ca.gov). Please see standard 
response 10.1.2.   

The co-lead agencies acknowledge the parks and trails mentioned in 
the comment and will consider these resources in the subsequent 
program-level northern mountain crossing studies and project level 
analyses. 
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Response to Comments of Gwen Owens, Senior Engineer, City of Elk Grove, August 26, 2004 (Letter AL044) 

AL044-1 
Acknowledged.  Please see standard response 6.12.1. 

AL044-2 
Acknowledged.  The configuration of the grade separation at Elk 
Grove Blvd. would be determined as part of future project specific 
study should the HST proposal move forward. 

AL044-3 
Acknowledged.  Financing plans for the HST proposal and financing 
plans for other transportation programs are beyond the scope of this 
program level document. 

AL044-4 
Please see standard response 6.3.1 and standard response 2.16.1. 
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Response to Comments of Larry D. Hansen, Mayor, City of Lodi, August 26, 2004 (Letter AL045) 

AL045-1 
Possible street closures (both permanent and temporary for 
construction) may have potential impacts as noted in Section 3.1.3.b 
of the Final Program EIR/EIS.  The identification of specific street 
closures and analysis of associated impacts is beyond the scope of 
this program level environmental document.  Specific impacts and 
mitigation measures would be identified and analyzed in subsequent 
project level environmental review.   

AL045-2 
Please see standard response 2.18.1. 
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Response to Comments of Michael S. Amabile, Mayor, City of Los Banos, August 26, 2004 (Letter AL046) 

AL046-1 
Acknowledged.
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Comment Letter AL047 
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Comment Letter AL047 Continued 
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Response to Comments of Keith Greer, Deputy Planning Director, City of San Diego, Planning Department, August 
26, 2004 (Letter AL047) 

AL047-1 
Acknowledged. 

AL047-2 
Acknowledged. The Authority has identified a preferred HST 
alignment that directly connects to downtown San Diego. 

AL047-3 
Acknowledged.  The Authority has identified both the Carroll Canyon 
and Miramar Road alignments as the preferred to bring the HST 
service directly to downtown San Diego, one of which would be 
selected during subsequent project specific environmental review.  
The Authority has also identified the University City station site as 
the preferred potential station location to serve Northern San Diego 
(North City). 

AL047-4 
Please see standard response 2.1.12. 

AL047-5 
Please see standard response 2.8.1, the HST system would be fully 
grade separated (meaning there would be no at-grade crossings 
with roads, railroads, or other transportation facilities). 

AL047-6 
Additional right-of-way analysis and preliminary engineering design 
would be part of future project specific studies should the HST 
proposal move forward. 

AL047-7 
Future project specific evaluation of the alignment between Old 
Town and San Diego could include putting the HST infrastructure 
below grade.  The design options investigated, as part of project 
specific evaluation, would be determined during the scoping period 
of those environmental reviews. 

AL047-8 
Acknowledged. 

AL047-9 
Acknowledged. 

AL047-10 
Acknowledged.  Please see Section 3.18 of the Final Program 
EIR/EIS for a discussion of potential construction impacts. 

AL047-11 
Acknowledged. 

AL047-12 
Acknowledged.  See Chapter 3 of the Final Program EIR/EIS under 
each environmental resource section for discussions relating to 
“Design Practices” and Section S.4.5 of the Summary.  Please also 
see response to Comment AL047-2. 
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Comment Letter AL048 Continued 
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Response to Comments of Pete McHugh, Board Chair, County of Santa Clara, Board of Supervisors, August 26, 2004 
(Letter AL048) 

AL048-1 
Please see standard response 6.3.1. 
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Response to Comments of Frederick W. Latham, City Manager, City of Santa Fe Springs, August 27, 2004  
(Letter AL049) 

AL049-1 
Acknowledged.  See response to Comments AL036-1 through AL036-
15.
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Response to Comments of Wayne K. Tanda, General Manager, Los Angeles Department of Transportation, August 
27, 2004 (Letter AL050) 

AL050-1 
Acknowledged.  The Authority has identified the MTA/Metrolink as 
preferred between Sylmar and Los Angeles.  Between Burbank and 
Los Angeles Union Station, the MTA/Metrolink refers to a relatively 
wide corridor within which alignment variations will be studied at the 
project level.  The MTA/Metrolink was the only feasible alignment 
identified between Sylmar and Burbank (along the San Fernando 
Road Corridor).  For this program level process (conceptual level 
detail of engineering) the HST tracks along the MTA/Metrolink 
alignment (along with other rail services) were assumed to be in a 
trench for most of the alignment from just north of Van Nuys Blvd. 
(near SR-118) to Hollywood Way (near Burbank Airport).  North of 
SR-118 much of the HST infrastructure is assumed to be on an aerial 
structure (see Figure 6.4-2 of the Draft Program EIR/EIS) through 
Sylmar and San Fernando.  Because of the Pacoima Wash and other 
obstacles, trenching through this area was not considered to be 
feasible.  Future project specific evaluation of the alignment through 
the City of Los Angeles could include a design option that puts 
portions of the HST infrastructure below grade.  The design options 
to be investigated as part of future project specific evaluation(s) 
would be determined during the scoping period of those studies. 

AL050-2   
Acknowledged.  The Authority has identified Los Angeles Union 
Station as the preferred site for a potential HST station to serve Los 
Angeles.  Please see standard response 6.39.5 in regards to a 
potential HST link to LAX. 

AL050-3   
Please see standard response 6.39.1. 

AL050-4  
Acknowledged. 

AL050-5   
Acknowledged. 

AL050-6   
Acknowledged. 

AL050-7   
Please see standard response 6.23.1. 

AL050-8   
Acknowledged.  Developing a financing plan and determining 
whether “the HST system should share in any expanded highway 
and transit project costs that may be incurred by local entities” is 
beyond the scope of this program EIR/EIS process.  Should the HST 
proposal move forward, these site-specific issues will be investigated 
as part of future more detailed studies. 

AL050-9   
Acknowledged.  Please see standard response 10.1.7.  Future 
studies would identify minimal operable segments. 

AL050-10   
Acknowledged.  The Authority looks forward to continuing to work 
cooperatively with LADOT, SCAG, the City of Ontario, the San 
Bernardino Council of Governments and other local entities on future 
HST studies.  Please see response AL065-1. 
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AL050-11   
Acknowledged.  If the HST proposal moves forward, the Authority 
would continue to coordinate with the LADOT and other local 
agencies.  During project specific environmental studies, the 
Authority would seek to coordinate HST planning with the various 
plans of regional and local government agencies, including major 
airports such as LAX, Ontario, and Palmdale. 

AL050-12   
Acknowledged.  Please see standard response 6.23.1.  The Authority 
has identified a preferred HST system that connects as directly as 
possible with Los Angeles Union Station, Ontario Airport, and 
Palmdale Airport.  Please see standard response 6.39.1 in regards to 
a potential direct connection with LAX.  
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Response to Comments of Lee Duboc, Mayor, City of Menlo Park, August 27, 2004 (Letter AL051) 

AL051-1 
The Authority acknowledges the City’s concerns.  Subsequent project 
level engineering will define the alignment (horizontal and vertical), 
right of way, power supply systems, and associated facilities to the 
extent necessary for identification of specific noise, visual, economic, 
traffic, and other environmental impacts and mitigations.  The level 
of information provided in the Final Program EIR/EIS is both 
adequate and appropriate for a program-level EIR/EIS document 
(please see Section 1.1 of the Final Program EIR/EIS regarding a 
“program-level” document).  Please also see standard response 
3.15.13.  Additional “photo-simulated” views and impacts on trees 
are beyond the scope of this program EIR/EIS.  Should the HST 
proposal move forward, visual simulations would be created and 
impacts on trees would be quantified as part of project-specific 
studies.  The HST system would be fully grade separated and would 
require complete grade separation of portion of the Caltrain right-of-
way utilized by the HST system.   

AL051-2 
Detailed environmental review at the project level (full disclosure of 
site-specific impacts) is required prior to final design and 
construction of any portion of the proposed system, regardless of 
the availability of project funding.  It is both adequate and 
appropriate for a decision to move forward with the HST system to 
be based on a program-level document.  The submittal of a proposal 
to a vote of the people of the State is exempt from CEQA (CEQA 
Guidelines Section 15378 (b)(3)). 

AL051-3 
Acknowledged.  Issues related to the financing of the proposed HST 
system are beyond the scope of the program EIR/EIS.  The bond 
funding noted in the comment was proposed in legislation, not by 
the Authority.  Legislative proposals are exempt from CEQA (CEQA 
Guidelines Section 15378 (b)(1). 

AL051-4 
Acknowledged.  See Standard Response 6.3.1. 
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Response to Comments of David Macedo, Mayor, City of Tulare, August 27, 2004 (Letter AL052) 

AL052-1:   
Acknowledged. 

AL052-2   
Acknowledged.  Please see standard response 6.15.4.  

AL052-3   
Acknowledged.  Please see standard response 6.15.4. 
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