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Response to Public Hearing Comments, Sacramento, March 23, 2004 (Comment PH-S001-027) 

PH-S001-1 
Acknowledged. 

PH-S001-2 
Acknowledged.  Should the HST project move forward, the 
determination of maintenance facility locations would be part of 
future studies and environmental documentation. 

PH-S001-3 
Acknowledged. 

PH-S001-4 
Acknowledged. 

PH-S002-1 
Acknowledged. 

PH-S002-2 
Acknowledged. Please see standard response 2.35.1. 

PH-S002-3 
Acknowledged. 

PH-S003-1 
The comments state that the HST… “plan presupposes that the limit 
on city-to-city travel in California is limited by infrastructure.  In 
other words, you can’t build more airports and you can’t really 
expand the airports we have.”  However, the Program EIR/EIS does 
not make this assumption.  To clarify, in order to make a 
comparative analysis, the Program EIR/EIS describes the No Project 
Alternative as a continuation of the existing transportation network, 
along with more congestion and delays, and the Modal Alternative as 

potentially feasible expansions of California’s highways and airports 
to provide added capacity to handle intercity travel comparable to 
that which would be provided by the proposed HST system.  On the 
basis of the systemwide comparison of alternatives, the Authority 
and FRA have identified the HST Alternative as the preferred system 
alternative. 

The Modal Alternative represents a reasonable build alternative to 
the proposed HST system.  In the Modal Alternative hypothetical 
infrastructure improvements were defined to provide an equivalent 
capacity to serve the future intercity demand. The co-lead agencies 
recognize the current trends in the commercial aviation industry and 
have placed the hypothetical aviation infrastructure improvements 
defined in the Modal Alternative at existing airports with strong 
existing and growing regional/intrastate markets and associated 
service.  Because of its central location, the Fresno airport (FAT) was 
considered the appropriate place within the Central Valley to apply 
infrastructure improvements to support increased air travel demand. 

PH-S004-1 
Acknowledged. 

PH-S005-1 
Acknowledged.  The Authority has identified the Downtown 
Sacramento Station option as the preferred station location for the 
Sacramento HST terminus station. 

PH-S006-1 
Please see standard response 6.3.1. 

PH-S007-1 
Acknowledged.  Please also see standard response 1.1.33. 
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PH-S007-2 
Acknowledged.  Please see standard response 6.3.1.  The Authority 
has identified the Castle Aviation and Development Center as a 
potential HST station location to serve the Merced area.  Please also 
see standard response 6.19.1.   

PH-S007-3 
Please see standard response 2.35.1. 

PH-S008-1 
Acknowledged. 

PH-S008-2 
Please see standard response 6.3.1. 

PH-S008-3 
Acknowledged.  The Authority has identified the Castle Aviation and 
Development Center as a potential HST station location to serve the 
Merced area.  Please also see standard response 6.19.1.  Please see 
standard response 2.35.1 in regards to maintenance facilities. 

PH-S008-4 
Acknowledged. 

PH-S009-1 
The co-lead agencies respectfully disagree with the commenter’s 
contention that the analysis underestimates the level of induced 
growth from the HST Alternative.  The Draft Program EIR/EIS 
reports that the HST Alternative will potentially induce more 
population, employment, and income growth than the other system 
alternatives, particularly in the Central Valley.  While some 
individuals, organizations and jurisdictions may be “expecting a lot of 
growth in the Valley”, the projected rates of growth inducement 
reported in Chapter 5 of the Draft Program EIR/EIS represents the 
effect that a $37 billion HST system constructed over multiple years 

will have in a state that had a year 2003 gross state product of 
$1.45 trillion1.   

Please see standard response 5.2.1 and standard response 5.2.5 for 
further information related to development density assumptions for 
this analysis and the potential for the HST alternative to induce 
ranchette style development.    

The commenter did not provide specific references or citations for 
the conclusions of the U.C. Berkeley researchers, so the co-lead 
agencies are unable to provide a response to the contention that 
these researchers project higher growth in the Central Valley.  
However, the Draft Program EIR/EIS relied, in part, on the CURBA 
model that was developed by UC Berkeley researchers, employed 
base population and employment forecasts developed by the State 
Departments of Finance and Transportation, respectively, and 
employed a standard economic modeling process that considered 
improvements in transportation time, cost and accessibility provided 
by each system alternative. 

The Authority recognizes the strong role that development 
intensification within the station influence area might play in 
maximizing systemwide ridership, supporting locally-adopted land 
use plans, and reducing the extent of potential new urbanization 
consistent with AB 857.  In recognition of this role, the Final 
Program EIR/EIS states that as the project proceeds to more 
detailed study, local government would be expected to provide 
(through planning and zoning) for transit-oriented development 
around HST station locations … if they are to have a HST station 
(Summary {Section S.7} and Chapter 6A).  Please also see standard 
response 2.1.12. 

PH-S010-1 
Acknowledged. 

                                                 
1 Source:  United States Department of Commerce, Bureau of Economic 
Analysis.  http://www.bea.doc.gov/bea/newsrel/GSPNewsRelease.htm 
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PH-S011-1 
Please see standard response 2.18.1, regarding the Altamont Pass, 
standard response 2.16.1 regarding reaching Sacramento.  Please 
see Chapter 5 of the Draft Program EIR/EIS regarding the potential 
growth related impacts of HST service. 

PH-S011-2 
At the programmatic level of environmental review the analysis is 
focused on identifying and highlighting areas of potential impact to 
be avoided and/or considered further during subsequent project 
level environmental review.  If this proposed project is carried to a 
project level of environmental review, preliminary engineering will be 
conducted allowing for a greater precision in the location of the 
proposed HST facilities and their associated configuration/design.  
The project level analysis will provide a more detailed analysis of 
potential direct and indirect affects, based on specific design 
attributes.  The detail of engineering associated with the project 
level environmental analysis will allow the Authority to further 
investigate ways to avoid, minimize and mitigate potential impacts.   

In the Final Program EIR/EIS, each environmental area (sections of 
Chapter 3) has been modified to include mitigation strategies that 
would be applied in general for the HST system.  Each section of 
Chapter 3 also outlines specific design features that will be applied to 
the implementation of the HST system to avoid, minimize, and 
mitigate potential impacts.  Only after the alignment is refined and 
the facilities are fully defined through project level analysis, and 
avoidance and minimization efforts have been exhausted, will 
specific impacts and mitigation measures be addressed. 

PH-S012-1 
Acknowledged.  The HST system is proposed primarily to serve 
intercity trips rather than local commuter trips.  The HST system is 
forcast to carry 42-68 million passengers annually by 2020, generate 
an operational surplus, and have benefits which considerably exceed 
the costs of the system.   

PH-S012-2 
Acknowledged.  Please see standard response 6.3.1. 

PH-S012-3 
Acknowledged.  The Authority has identified the Castle Aviation and 
Development Center as a potential HST station location to serve the 
Merced area.  Please also see standard response 6.19.1. 

PH-S012-4 
Please see standard response 2.35.1. 

PH-S013-1 and PH-S013-2 
Acknowledged. 

PH-S014-1 
Please see standard response 6.3.1. 

PH-S014-2 
As you have noted, the Draft Program EIR/EIS identifies a potential 
location of a fleet storage/service and inspection/light maintenance 
facility in Merced.  It also identifies sites in Los Angeles and 
Bakersfield as potential locations for a main repair and heavy 
maintenance facility in order to assess the potential environmental 
impacts and costs. The Draft Program EIR/EIS also states “Main 
repair and heavy maintenance facilities are generally located near 
the main trunk line of the system (Los Angeles to Merced), where 
the majority of trains would pass on a daily basis” (page 2-95).  
Further consideration of main repair and heavy maintenance 
locations in subsequent project-specific studies would include the full 
range of potential locations (Los Angeles to Merced), based on the 
operational needs of the system to be implemented, including both 
light and heavy maintenance.  

The placement of storage and maintenance facilities to serve the San 
Francisco Peninsula alignment option would also be studied more 
extensively in project-level environmental review.  The site-specific 
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evaluation of potential locations for a storage and maintenance 
facility along this alignment option would consider the physical 
impacts of the highly constrained land uses along the Peninsula as 
compared to the operating impacts of increased distance to the 
potential sites in the Central Valley. 

PH-S014-3 
Please see standard response 6.3.1.  The Pacheco Pass alignment 
option does pass through the vicinity of the San Joaquin Valley 
National Cemetery.  The Authority will continue efforts to avoid this 
cemetery and associated impacts as this alignment option is 
considered in subsequent studies.   

PH-S014-4 
Please refer to Response 2.18.1. 

PH-S015-1 
Acknowledged. 

PH-S016-1 
Please see standard response 2.25.1. 

PH-S017-1 
Please refer to standard response 2.18.1. 

PH-S017-2 
Acknowledged.  Please refer to standard response 6.3.1. 

PH-S017-3 
Please refer to standard response 2.18.1. 

PH-S018-1 
Please see standard response 2.18.1. 

PH-S019-1 
Please see standard response 2.8.2.   

PH-S020-1 
Please see standard response 2.18.1. The primary purpose of the 
proposed HST system is to serve intercity travel demand, but it 
would be coordinated with local transit services and may serve some 
longer-distance commuter travel demand in certain areas. 

PH-S021-1 
Please see standard response 2.18.1. 

PH-S022-1 
Acknowledged.  Please see standard response 6.12.1. 

PH-S023-1 
Please see standard response 2.18.1. 

PH-S024-1 
Acknowledged.  Please see standard response 6.12.1. 

PH-S025-1 
Acknowledged.  Please see standard response 6.12.1. 

PH-S026-1 
Please see standard response 2.36.1. 

PH-S026-2 
The width of corridor defined for the HST system is based on 
accommodating a dual-track HST system, which has sufficient 
capacity to accommodate the intercity ridership forecasts for even 
beyond 2040 (see page 3.2-34, Section 3.2.3 under “Sustainable 
Capacity” of the Draft Program EIR/EIS).  Right-of-way is a primary 
physical constraint for the system.  In many corridors throughout the 
state acquiring wide right-of-way for a new or even an expanded 
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existing transportation corridor would be so expensive and/or require 
such difficult construction as to not be considered feasible due to 
existing development or other physical features.  The Program 
EIR/EIS defines several HST alignment options that are only viable if 
they fit within existing transportation corridors to minimize extensive 
environmental impact and cost.  The Authority has sought to develop 
alternatives that minimize property needs by utilizing existing 
transportation corridors.  Doubling the amount of right-of-way 
needed would result in greatly increased environmental impacts and 
very large cost increases. 

The Draft EIR/EIS analyzes the electric power for the proposed HST 
system as coming from the state’s power grid, which receives power 
from numerous sources and thus provides flexibility.  Creating a 
separate electricity source for the HST or a different form of 
acquisition (e.g., negotiated as a large customer) could be 
considered in the future with additional analysis, if the proposed HST 
system moves forward. 

PH-S026-3 
While it is very important that the HST services be separated from 
standard U.S. freight rail operations, it has not been assumed that 
this would result in the removal of conventional passenger trains 
“from being interspersed with freight trains.”  The state-supported 
conventional rail services operated by Amtrak could act as feeder 
services to the statewide HST system and would continue to remain 
an important part of the State’s transportation system. 

PH-S026-4 
The creation of “multi-modal transportation complexes” is supported 
by the program purpose.  Connectivity and accessibility were key 
factors in identifying station options and in determining preferred 
station locations (which include the downtown Sacramento multi-
modal station).  The concept of allowing “an accounting firm to 
partition the fares of a person by mileage” is beyond the scope of 
this program-level environmental process.  If the HST project moves 

forward, issues like this relating to ticketing would be addressed in 
future studies.   

PH-S027-1 
Acknowledged.  Please see standard response 6.3.1. 

PH-S027-2 
Acknowledged. 
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Comment Letter PH-S028 
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Response to, Carol Tomlinson-Keasey, University of California, Merced, March 22, 2004 (Letter PH-S028) 

PH-S028-1 
Acknowledged. 

PH-S028-2 
Please see standard response 6.3.1. 

PH-S028-3 
Please see standard response 6.19.1. 

PH-S028-4 
Please see standard response 2.35.1. 
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Comment Letter PH-S029 
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Response to Benjamin Duran, President, Merced Community College, March 23, 2004 (Letter PH-S029) 

PH-S029-1 
Acknowledged. 

PH-S029-2 
Acknowledged.  Please see standard response 6.19.1. 

PH-S029-3 
Please see standard response 2.35.1. 
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Comment Letter PH-S030 
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Response to Comments of Tim Cremins, March 23, 2004 (Letter PH-S030) 

PH-S030-1 
Acknowledged. 
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Comment Letter PH-S031 



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 7-77

 

Comment Letter PH-S031 Continued 
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Response to Comments of Kenneth R. Champion, March 23, 2004 (Letter PH-S031) 

PH-S031-1 
Acknowledged.  Please see response 6.3.1 in regards to the 
mountain crossing between the Bay Area and the Central Valley.  
Alignments parallel but east of SR-99 were considered but eliminated 
from further evaluation during screening, please see Section 2.6.9 of 
the Program EIR/EIS.  Please see standard response 2.36.1 in 
regards to an alignment through the El Cajon Pass.  The co-lead 
agencies are unaware of any feasible HST alignment options 
“southwest around the Tehachapi Mountain Range and through the 
San Fernando Valley into Los Angeles”. 
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Comment Letter PH-S032 
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Comment Letter PH-S032 Continued 
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Response to Comments of Al Bulf (ENR Newspaper Article) March 15, 2004 (Letter PH-S032) 

PH-S032-1 
Acknowledged.
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Comment Letter PH-S033 
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Response to Comments of Patti Heberling, March 23, 2004 (Letter PH-S033) 

PH-S033-1 
Acknowledged.  Please see standard response 6.12.1. 
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Comment Letter PH-S034 
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Response to Comments of Patti Heberling, March 23, 2004 (Letter PH-S034) 

PH-S034-1 
Acknowledged.  Please see standard response 6.12.1. 
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Comment Letter PH-S035 
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Response to Comments of Dave Heberling, March 23, 2004 (Letter PH-S035) 

PH-S035-1 
Acknowledged.  Please see standard response 6.12.1. 
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Comment Letter PH-S036 
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Response to Comments of Shirley Bowers, March 23, 2004 (Letter PH-S036) 

PH-S036-1 
Acknowledged.  Please see standard response 6.12.1. 
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Comment Letter PH-S037 
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Response to Comments of Terry Stark, March 23, 2004 (Letter PH-S037) 

PH-S037-1 
Acknowledged.  Please see standard response 6.12.1. 
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Comment Letter PH-S038 
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Response to Comments of Ted Hogan, President, Yosemite Valley Railroad Co., March 23, 2004 (Letter PH-S038) 

PH-S038-1 
Acknowledged.  The Authority has identified the Castle Airport, 
Aviation and Development as a potential station site for an HST 
station serving Merced.  Please also see standard response 6.19.1.  
It is among the objectives of the proposed HST system to integrate 
with transit services and other transportation modes, one of which 
could be the Yosemite Valley Railroad service in the future. 

PH-S038-2 
Please see standard response 2.35.1. 

PH-S038-3 
Please see standard response 2.35.1. 
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Comment Letter PH-S039  
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Comment Letter PH-S039 Continued 
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Comment Letter PH-S039 Continued 
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Response to Comments of Dr. Lee Boese, Jr., Chairman, Merced County High-Speed Rail Committee, March 23, 2004 
(Letter PH-S039) 

PH-S039-1, -2, -3, -4, and -5 
Please see public hearing comment PH-S008. 

PH-S039-6 
Acknowledged. 
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Comment Letter PH-S040 
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Response to Comments of Mr. Guerpette, Central Valley Rails to Trails Foundation, March 23, 2004 (Letter PH-S040)

PH-S040-1 
Acknowledged.  Please see standard response 6.12.1. 
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Comment Letter PH-S041 
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Response to Comments of Congressman Dennis Cardoza, Congress of the United States, House of Representatives, 
18th Congressional District, California, March 23, 2004 (Letter PH-S041) 

PH-S041-1 
Acknowledged. 

PH-S041-2 
Please see standard response 2.35.1. 

PH-S041-3 
Acknowledged. 
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Comment Letter PH-S042 
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Response to Comments of Larry Miller, San Joaquin Valley Rail Committee, March 23, 2004 (Letter PH-S042) 

PH-S042-1 
Please see response to Comment PH-S003-1. 
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Comment Letter PH-S043 
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Response to Comments of Sarah Johnson, SACTAQC, March 23, 2004 (Letter PH-S043) 

PH-S043-1 
Acknowledged. 

PH-S043-2 
Please see standard response 6.12.1. 
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Comment Letter PH-S044 
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Response to Comments of Richard, March 23, 2004 (Letter PH-S044) 

PH-S044-1 
Please see standard response 10.1.7. 
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Comment Letter PH-S045 
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Response to Comments of Ken Champion, March 23, 2004 (Letter PH-S045) 

PH-S045-1 
Please see standard response 2.8.1.  The co-lead agencies also 
concur that the HST system would help reduce future energy 
consumption. 
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Comment Letter PH-S046 
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Response to Comments of Alfred P. Balf, March 23, 2004 (Letter PH-S046) 

PH-S046-1 
Acknowledged.  Please also see standard response 3.5.3. 
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Comment Letter PH-S047 
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Response to Comments of, Lee Boese, March 23, 2004 (Letter PH-S047) 

PH-S047-1 
No response needed. 
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Comment Letter PH-S048 
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Response to Comments of, Paul Dorn, March 23, 2004 (Letter PH-S048) 

PH-S048-1 
Please see standard response 2.18.1. 
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Comment Letter PH-S049 
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Response to Comments of, Sherri Orland, Central Valley Rails to Trails, March 23, 2004 (Letter PH-S049) 

PH-S049-1 
Please see standard response 6.12.1. 
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Response to Public Hearing Comments, Los Angeles, April 13, 2004 (Comment PH-LA-1001-1020) 

PH-LA1001-1 
Acknowledged. 

PH-LA1001-2 
Please see standard response 6.23.1. 

PH-LA1002-1 
Please see standard response 6.23.1. 

PH-LA1003-1 
Please see standard response 6.40.1, 10.1.7 and 2.36.7. 

PH-LA1003-2 
Please see standard response 2.29.2. 

PH-LA1003-3 
Acknowledged. 

PH-LA1004-1 
Acknowledged. 

PH-LA1004-2 
Please see standard response 6.23.1. 

PH-LA1005-1 
Acknowledged.  The Authority has identified this link, and an HST 
station at the Anaheim Transportation Center as part of the 
preferred HST Alternative.  Please see standard response 2.36.7 and 
standard response 6.40.1 in regards to the comments from the City 
of Fullerton.  

PH-LA1005-2 
Acknowledged.  The Authority has identified the Anaheim 
Transportation Center as the preferred HST station location for direct 
HST service to Central Orange County. 

PH-LA1005-3 
Please see standard response 10.1.7. 

PH-LA1005-4 
Acknowledged.  The Authority has identified the Anaheim 
Transportation Center as the preferred HST station location for direct 
HST service to Central Orange County. 

PH-LA1006-1 
Please see standard response 6.23.1. 

PH-LA1007-1 
Acknowledged. 

PH-LA1007-2 
Acknowledged.  The Authority has identified the Irvine 
Transportation Center as the preferred HST station location for direct 
HST service to Southern Orange County. 

PH-LA1008-1 
Please see standard response 6.23.1. 

PH-LA1009-1 
Please see standard response 6.23.1. 
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PH-LA1010-1 
Please see standard response 6.23.1. 

PH-LA1011-1 
Please see standard response 6.23.1. 

PH-LA1012-1 
Please see standard response 6.23.1. 

PH-LA1012-2 
The Authority has identified the Palmdale Airport/Transportation 
Center as the preferred HST station to serve the Antelope Valley.  
This station maximizes options for intermodal connectivity.  It is 
close to Palmdale airport, with the opportunity for convenient shuttle 
or people-mover service, and it is the Metrolink station for Palmdale 
and a hub for local bus services.   

PH-LA1013-1 
Acknowledged. 

PH-LA1014-1 
Acknowledged. 

PH-LA1015-1 
Acknowledged. 

PH-LA1015-2 
Please see standard response 6.23.1. 

PH-LA1015-3 
Please see standard response 6.27.1. 

PH-LA1015-4 
Acknowledged. 

PH-LA1016-1 
Acknowledged. 

PH-LA1017-1 
Please see standard response 2.13.1 and 10.1.7. 

PH-LA1017-2 
Acknowledged. 

PH-LA1017-3 
Acknowledged. 

PH-LA1018-1 
Acknowledged.  Please see standard response 6.39.1. 

PH-LA1018-2 
Acknowledged. 

PH-LA1018-3 
Acknowledged.  The Authority has identified L.A. Union Station as 
the preferred HST station location for downtown Los Angeles. 

PH-LA1018-4 
Acknowledged.  An objective of the HST system is to coordinate and 
integrate with local and regional public transit.  Should the HST 
proposal move forward, more detailed analysis of connectivity with 
other modes will be carried out at the project-level of environmental 
review. 

PH-LA1019-1 
Please see standard response 2.7.3 and 2.7.1. 

PH-LA1019-2 
Please see standard response 2.7.3 and 2.7.1. 
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PH-LA1019-3 
Please see standard response 2.7.3 and 2.7.1. 

PH-LA1020-1 
Acknowledged. 
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Comment Letter PH-LA1021 
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Response to Comments of Sharon Runner, CA Assemblywoman, 36th District, April 13, 2004 (Letter PH-LA1021) 

PH-LA1021-1 
Please see standard response 6.23.1. 
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Comment Letter PH-LA1022 



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 7-171

 

Response to Comments of Mike Ciersceri, Mayor, City of Fullerton, April 13, 2004 (Letter PH-LA1022) 

PH-LA1022-1 
Please see standard response 2.36.7 and standard response 2.36.8. 

PH-LA1022-2 
Please see standard response 6.40.1. 

PH-LA1022-3 
Please see standard response 2.36.7 and standard response 2.36.8. 

PH-LA1022-4 
Please see standard response 2.29.2. 
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Comment Letter PH-LA1023 
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Response to Comments of San Bernadino Sun newspaper, (Letter PH-LA1023) 

PH-LA1023-1 
Acknowledged.
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Comment Letter PH-LA1024 
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Comment Letter PH-LA1024 Continued 
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Comment Letter PH-LA1024 Continued 
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Comment Letter PH-LA1024 Continued 
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Comment Letter PH-LA1024 Continued 
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Comment Letter PH-LA1024 Continued 
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Comment Letter PH-LA1024 Continued 
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Comment Letter PH-LA1024 Continued 
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Comment Letter PH-LA1024 Continued 
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Comment Letter PH-LA1024 Continued 
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Comment Letter PH-LA1024 Continued 
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Comment Letter PH-LA1024 Continued 
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Response to Comments of John Brooks, City of Palmdale, Dan Hilley or Alan Maltun, U.S. Congressmen Cal Dooley, 
William Thomas, and Howard P. “Buck” McKeon, April 13, 2004 (Letter PH-LA1024) 

PH-LA1024-1 
Acknowledged.  Please see standard response 6.23.1.   
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Comment Letter PH-LA1025 

 



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 7-188

 

Response to Comments of April 13, 2004 (Letter PH-LA1025) 

PH-LA1025-1 
The document provides both English and metric units of 
measurement.  The “English units” which are described first are the 
units most of the public understands and relates to.  The co-lead 
agencies believe the way measurements are presented is most 
useful for the public and meets CEQA and NEPA requirements. 
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Comment Letter PH-LA1026 
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Response to Comments of Barry Christensen, April 13, 2004 (Letter PH-LA1026) 

PH-LA1026-1   
Please see standard response 6.3.1.   

PH-LA1026-2   
Please see standard response 6.23.1. 

PH-LA1026-3   
Please see standard response 2.31.4. 

PH-LA1026-4   
Please see standard response 6.23.1. 

PH-LA1026-5   
Please see standard response 2.36.7.  Please also see Chapter 6 of 
the Program EIR/EIS in regards to the preferred Orange County 
station locations at Anaheim and Irvine. 
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Comment Letter PH-LA1027 
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Response to Comments of James Clifton, RailPAC, April 13, 2004 (Letter PH-LA1027) 

PH-LA1027-1 
The HST system that has been evaluated in the program EIR/EIS 
and preferred HST alignment and station locations would well serve 
California’s major intercity travel markets, including intermediate 
“hub” stations such as Bakersfield and Fresno.  Much of the ridership 
forecast for the HST system is expected to come from intermediate 
markets.  By having a variety of services (Express, Semi-express, 
Suburban-express, and Local) the HST system can effectively and 
efficiently serve California’s long-distance and intermediate travel 
markets between regions. 
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Comment Letter PH-LA1028 
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Response to Comments of April 13, 2004 (Letter PH-LA1028) 

PH-LA1028-1 
Acknowledged.  The Authority and the FRA will continue to work 
with other organizations, agencies, and the public should the HST 
proposal move forward. 
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Comment Letter PH-LA1029 
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Response to Comments of Steve Mandori, City of Murrieta, April 13, 2004 (Letter PH-LA1029) 

PH-LA1029-1 
The Authority has identified a potential HST station at Murrieta as 
part of the preferred HST alignment and station locations.  Please 
see standard response 6.34.1 in regards to the selection of the U.C. 
Riverside Station site as the preferred station option for serving 
Riverside County.  Please see standard response 10.1.7 in regards to 
the phasing of the HST system. 
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Comment Letter PH-LA1030 
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Response to Comments of Ross R. Moore, City of Murrieta, April 13, 2004 (Letter PH-LA1030) 

PH-LA1030-1 
Acknowledged.  The program EIR/EIS does not include a financing 
plan. 

PH-LA1030-2 
The co-lead agencies are unaware of any HST train, existing or  
being developed, for speeds exceeding 200 mph that is a “dual-
mode hybrid electric/conventional locomotive” that can operate on 
both electrified and non-electrified routes. 

PH-LA1030-3 
Please see standard response 2.9.4. 
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Comment Letter PH-LA1031 
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Response to Comments of Joseph A. Strapac, April 13, 2004 (Letter PH-LA1031) 

PH-LA1031-1 
Please see standard response 6.23.1.  The conceptual operating plan 
that was used to calculate intercity and long-distance commute 
forecasts did not assume HSR trains originating in the Antelope 
Valley (see Conceptual Service Plan, Section 2.6.2 of the Program 
EIR/EIS). The possibility of trains originating in the Antelope Valley 
could be investigated as part of subsequent project level studies.  
The cost of upgrading Metrolink/Surfliner service to serve the 
Antelope Valley is beyond the scope of this program level document 
and was not estimated. 
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Comment Letter PH-LA1032 
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Response to Comments of April 13, 2004 (Letter PH-LA1032) 

PH-LA1032-1 
Please see Standard Response 8.1.1. 
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Comment Letter PH-LA1033 
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Response to Comments of T.A. Nelson, P.E., April 13, 2004 (Letter PH-LA1033) 

PH-LA1033-1 
Please see standard response 6.23.1. 
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Comment Letter PH-LA1034 
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Response to Comments of Sheldon H. Walter, P.E., April 13, 2004 (Letter PH-LA1034) 

PH-LA1034-1 
Acknowledged. 

PH-LA1034-2 
Please see standard response 6.23.1. 

PH-LA1034-3 
The Authority has identified the Downtown Burbank site as a 
potential HST station to serve the Burbank/Glendale area. 

PH-LA1034-4 
Please see standard response 2.31.4 

PH-LA1034-5 
Acknowledged. 

PH-LA1034-6 
An electronic copy (on compact disk) of the Final Program EIR/EIS 
document will be sent to all those who commented on the Draft 
EIR/EIS document and provided accurate addresses. 
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Comment Letter PH-LA1035 
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Response to Comments of John C. Miller, Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority, April 13, 2004 
(Letter PH-LA1035) 

PH-LA1035-1 
Please see standard response 10.1.7. 
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Comment Letter PH-LA1036 
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Response to Comments of Mark R. Johnston, NARP, TRAC, PRS, April 13, 2004 (Letter PH-LA1036) 

PH-LA1036-1 
Please see standard response 10.1.7.   

PH-LA1036-2 
Please see standard response 6.39.1.   

PH-LA1036-3 
The Authority has identified preferences that the HST system should 
include direct service to Irvine in Orange County and further 
recommends that the LOSSAN corridor is the preferred option for 
HST service between Los Angeles 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.  
South of Fullerton the alignment would be two tracks with additional 
passing tracks at intermediate stations.  The electrified HST may 
need to share tracks (at reduced speeds) with non-electric Metrolink 
commuter rail, Surfliner intercity service and occasional freight trains 
(there are fewer freight operations south of Fullerton).   

This alignment would increase connectivity and accessibility to 
Orange County, California’s second most populated county, and the 
transportation hubs of Anaheim and Irvine.  Improvements to the 
LOSSAN corridor would provide a safer, more reliable, energy 
efficient intercity mode to serve Orange County and Southern Los 
Angeles County while improving the safety, reliability, and 
performance of the regional commuter, and “Surfliner” intercity 
service because of the fully grade separated tracks, separation from 
freight, and a state-of-the-art signaling and communications system.  
The HST service would greatly increase the capacity for intercity and 
commuter travel and reduce automobile traffic.  Moreover, 
environmental impacts would be minimized since this option utilizes 
the existing LOSSAN railroad right-of-way.  Noise impacts from 
existing operations could be reduced due to the elimination of horn 

noise and gate noise as a result of building grade separations at 
existing grade crossings. 

PH-LA1036-4 
Please see standard response 2.36.1. 

PH-LA1036-5 
Please see standard response 6.23.1 and standard response 2.36.4.  
Options to route the HST through the Antelope Valley along the SR-
138 corridor to I-5 in the Gorman area were considered but rejected 
in the screening evaluation and documented in Chapter 2 of the 
Draft Program EIR/EIS.  These alignments would require long (12 
miles or 19 km), deep tunneling through the Garlock fault zone.  The 
tunneling associated with the SR-138 alignments renders these 
options impracticable because of considerably higher construction 
costs and risks. 

PH-LA1036-6 
Acknowledged.  The Authority and the FRA respectfully disagree with 
your assessment.  Travel times, cost, frequency of service, safety, 
comfort, proximity to origin and destination, etc. will all factor in to 
traveler’s trip choice.  The ridership analysis for the Authority 
suggests that HST service between Sacramento and the Bay Area 
would attract a significant number of passengers when utilizing the 
Pacheco Pass.  Please refer to Section 2.6.8.D of the Program 
EIR/EIS in regards to improvements to the Capitol Corridor.  
Available studies indicate that use of the Bay Bridge, or a new 
Transbay Tube would not be feasible or practicable options for HST 
service.  Please see the findings of the following MTC studies, which 
provide substantial evidence to support this conclusion: Structural 
Assessment of Rail on the Bay Bridge, October 22, 1999; MTC Bay 
Bridge Feasibility Study, July 2000; and San Francisco Bay Crossings 
Study, July 2002. 
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PH-LA1036-7 
Acknowledged.    

PH-LA1036-8 
Acknowledged.    
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Comment Letter PH-LA1037 
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Response to Comments of Arthur Golding, April 13, 2004 (Letter PH-LA1037) 

PH-LA1037-1 
Acknowledged.  Please see standard response 6.24.2.  The 
objectives adopted by the Authority include minimizing impacts to 
natural resources, social and economic resources, and cultural 
resources. 

 

 



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 7-214

 

Comment Letter PH-LA1038 
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Response to Comments of I. Lazzeroni, April 13, 2004 (Letter PH-LA1038) 

PH-LA1038-1 
Acknowledged.  Please see standard response 2.10.1 and standard 
response 2.12.2.  When operating at high-speeds, all steel-wheel-on-
steel-rail systems that currently exist use overhead catenary. 
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Comment Letter PH-LA1039 
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Response to Comments of Joel Reynolds, April 13, 2004 (Letter PH-LA1039) 

PH-LA1039-1 
Acknowledged.  Please see the response to Comment O015-8 and 
response to Comment O015-9. 
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Response to Comments of Public Hearing in San Francisco, April 15, 2004 (PH-SF001-044) 

PH-SF001-1 
Acknowledged. 

PH-SF002-1 
Acknowledged. 

PH-SF002 -2 
Acknowledged. 

PH-SF002 -3 
Acknowledged. 

PH-SF002 -4 
In the Final Program EIR/EIS, each environmental area (sections of 
Chapter 3) has been modified to include mitigation strategies that 
would be applied in general for the HST system.  Each section of 
Chapter 3 also outlines specific design features that will be applied to 
the implementation of the HST system to avoid, minimize, and 
mitigate potential impacts.  Construction methods, impacts, and 
mitigation strategies (including the strategy suggested in your 
comment) are addressed in Section 3.18. 

PH-SF002-5 

Subsequent project level analysis would include detailed operational 
analysis of shared use and shared right of way corridors. 

PH-SF003 -1 
Acknowledged. 

PH-SF003 -2 
Please see standard response 2.18.1. 

PH-SF004 -1 
Acknowledged. 

PH-SF004 -2 
Acknowledged.  The Authority has identified the Transbay Terminal 
as the preferred HST station to serve downtown San Francisco. 

PH-SF004 -3 
Acknowledged. 

PH-SF005 -1 
Acknowledged. 

PH-SF005 -2 
Acknowledged. 

PH-SF006 -1 
Acknowledged. 

PH-SF006 -2 
Acknowledged.  The Authority has identified the Transbay Terminal 
as the preferred HST station to serve downtown San Francisco. 

PH-SF006 -3 
Acknowledged. 

PH-SF007 -1 
Acknowledged. 
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PH-SF007 -2 
Acknowledged.  The Authority has identified the Transbay Terminal 
as the preferred HST station to serve downtown San Francisco. 

PH-SF008 -1 
Acknowledged.  Direct HST service to Oakland and the East Bay is 
included as part of the Authority’s preferred alignment. 

However, see standard response 6.2.1. 

PH-SF008 -2 
Please see standard response 6.8.1. 

PH-SF008 -3 
Please see standard response 2.16.1. 

PH-SF008 -4 
Acknowledged. 

PH-SF009 -1 
Acknowledged. 

PH-SF009 -2 
Please see standard response 2.18.1. 

PH-SF010 -1 
Acknowledged. 

PH-SF010 -2 
Please see standard response 2.18.1. 

PH-SF011 -1 
Acknowledged.  Please also see standard response 6.3.1. 

PH-SF011 -2 
Please see standard response 2.18.1. 

PH-SF012 -1 
Acknowledged. 

PH-SF012 -2 
Acknowledged.  The Final EIR/EIS identifies the Transbay Terminal 
as the preferred HST station to serve downtown San Francisco. 

PH-SF012 -3 
Acknowledged. 

PH-SF013 -1 
Acknowledged.  The Authority has identified the Transbay Terminal 
as the preferred HST station to serve downtown San Francisco. 

PH-SF013 -2 
Acknowledged. 

PH-SF014 -1 
Acknowledged. 

PH-SF014 -2 
Please see standard response 2.18.1. 

PH-SF015 -1 
Acknowledged. 

PH-SF016 -1 
Acknowledged.  Please see standard response 6.3.1. 

PH-SF016 -2 
Please see standard response 8.1.7 
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PH-SF017 -1 
Please see standard response 2.18.1. 

PH-SF018 -1 
Acknowledged.  Please see standard response 2.1.12. 

 PH-SF018 -2 
Acknowledged.  See standard response 8.1.7.  The Authority will 
participate in a regional rail study funded by Regional Measure 2. 

PH-SF019 -1 
Acknowledged. 

PH-SF019 -2 
Acknowledged.  The Authority has identified the Transbay Terminal 
as the preferred HST station to serve downtown San Francisco. 

PH-SF019 -3 
Acknowledged. 

PH-SF020 -1 
Please see standard response 6.3.1. 

PH-SF021 -1 
The suggested use of larger aircraft to accommodate the demand for 
intercity trips is not considered a viable alternative option for the 
Modal Alternative for several reasons, including (1), in part, because 
airports other than LAX and SFO would require extensive 
improvements to accommodate the larger aircraft;  (2) the prevailing 
trend in the for-profit commercial aviation industry is towards a 
greater reliance on small and regional jet aircraft (up to 135 
passengers) to serve the short-haul intercity travel market, which 
provides advantages such as lower operating costs, increased 
frequency and higher gate utilization; and (3) given current factors 
affecting profitability in the California intercity air travel market it 

does not appear feasible and it would be speculative to assume that 
the commercial airlines would incur the expense of changing to 
larger aircraft for intercity regional service.  (See Appendix2-G of the 
DPED) 

Existing and planned intracity public transportation networks such as 
subway, light rail, and bus systems serve local and regional travel 
demand, which would in turn free some transportation system 
capacity that could be used by intercity trips.  These systems were 
not included in the Modal Alternative because they already exist to a 
large extent in the larger markets where they would be considered 
appropriate (San Francisco Bay Area, Los Angeles, Sacramento, San 
Diego) and it would require a level of detailed study not appropriate 
for this analysis to ascertain the specific amount of intercity capacity 
that could be derived by specific extensions or improvements to 
these existing rail transit systems.  Proposed concepts for high-speed 
regional transit using Maglev or other technology could have similar 
effects of diverting local and regional travel demand, but they would 
not serve intercity passengers.  

PH-SF021-2   

Acknowledged. 

PH-SF022-1 
If the HST project moves forward, analyzing the placement, 
dimensions, and cost of sound walls and the potential land use 
impacts of these sound walls would be part of future project-level 
environmental documents.  The detailed analysis required for this 
work is beyond the scope of a program-level environmental 
document.  The mitigation strategies for the Land Use and Planning, 
Communities and Neighborhoods, Property and Environmental 
Justice section of the Draft Program EIR/EIS (Section 3.7.5) states, 
“If a decision is made to go forward with the proposed HST system, 
alignments would be refined in consultation with local governments 
and planning agencies, with consideration given to minimizing 
barrier effects in order to maintain neighborhood integrity.  Noise 
barrier dimensions and potential mitigation strategies to reduce the 
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effects of any new barriers would be considered at the project-level 
environmental review and could include grade separating planned 
rail lines and streets, new pedestrian crossings, new connection 
points, improved visual quality of project facilities, and traffic 
management plans to maintain access during and after 
construction.”  (Draft Program EIR/EIS, page 3.7-27) 

PH-SF023-1 
Please see Standard Response 3.1.1 

PH-SF024-1 
Please see standard response 2.1.1. 

PH-SF025-1 
Concerns about sprawl and growth induced impacts are addressed in 
the Program EIR/EIS (see Summary and Chapter 5) and the program 
purpose supports the creation of multi-modal transportation 
complexes  located in city centers (San Francisco, San Jose, 
Sacramento, Fresno, Bakersfield, Los Angeles, Anaheim, etc.).  
Connectivity and accessibility were key factors in identifying station 
options and in determining preferred station locations.  Please see 
standard response 2.1.12. 

PH-SF026-1 
The Program EIR/EIS identifies a HST technology capable of sharing 
tracks at reduced speeds with other compatible services.  As stated 
in Section 2.6.7, “This state-of-the-art, high-speed, steel-wheel-on-
steel-rail technology would operate in the majority of the statewide 
system in dedicated (exclusive track) configuration.  However, where 
the construction of new separate HST infrastructure would be 
infeasible, shared track operations would use improved rail 
infrastructure and electrical propulsion.  Potential shared-use 
corridors would be limited to sections of the statewide system with 
extensive urban constraints.”  (Draft Program EIR/EIS, page 2-29)  
“Physical or temporal separation from conventional freight” was 
included as part of the general criteria of shared-use corridors.  The 

two segments of the HST system which have been designed as 
“shared use” are the links between San Francisco and San Jose 
along the existing Caltrain corridor, and between Los Angeles and 
Irvine along the LOSSAN corridor.  From Sacramento to San Jose, to 
Los Angeles and San Diego (via Inland Empire), there would be no 
“conventional” passenger or freight trains sharing tracks with the 
HST services.  You state that, “the EIR/EIS fails to address 
congestion along the line of most concern, which is Merced all the 
way to Los Angeles; the Los Angeles to the Inland Empire along the 
Union Pacific and Burlington lines.”  The HST system would not be 
sharing track with conventional freight or passenger services in any 
portion of the alignment you have noted as being of greatest 
concern; thus, there would be no congestion and no congestion 
delays from conventional services along these routes.   

Between San Francisco and San Jose, the alignment would be a 
four-track railroad with the two middle tracks being “shared” by HST 
service and Caltrain express services.  Along this corridor, the two 
outer tracks would be used for local and a minimal amount of freight 
operations.  The Caltrain express services and the HST services 
would operate at similar speeds along this segment with few stops, 
and therefore little if any degradation in HST wait time or reliability 
would be expected as a result of shared use along the San Francisco 
Peninsula.   

Between Los Angeles and Irvine along the LOSSSAN corridor, it is 
assumed that between Los Angeles and Fullerton the system would 
be four tracks, with two tracks for passenger services and two tracks 
for conventional freight.  Nevertheless, because of the amount of 
existing and planned commuter and conventional intercity services 
on the corridor, it is anticipated that sharing infrastructure on this 
segment would affect HST operations between Los Angeles and 
Irvine as documented in Chapter 6 Alignment Options Comparison.  
The travel time between Los Angeles and Anaheim was estimated at 
27 minutes, which is 11 minutes longer than the dedicated alignment 
option (UP Santa Ana) as a result of the operational constraints and 
slower speeds of the conventional passenger services.  Under 
Operational Issues for the LOSSAN Corridor alignment options 
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between Los Angeles and Orange County, the Draft Program EIR/EIS 
states, “Shared-use alignment with delays and capacity constraints 
due to other rail traffic.  Operational analysis suggests a range of 
between 18 and 45 HST trains a day in each direction, depending on 
schedule and the effectiveness of a joint operating plan that would 
have to be developed in partnership with Amtrak and Metrolink.  
These estimated service levels assumed 16 Amtrak and 29 Metrolink 
trains daily in each direction.”  (page 6-83) 

PH-SF026-2 
The Program EIR/EIS Section 5.4 Potential Indirect Impacts of 
Induced Growth summarizes the potential indirect impacts related to 
incremental population and employment growth, and associated 
changes with urbanization.  Subsection 5.4.1 Transportation 
discusses the potential impacts of induced growth on traffic 
conditions for highways, roadways, passenger transportation 
services (i.e., bus, rail, air, intermodal), goods movement, parking, 
and transit facilities within the study area.  This work is part of the 
Economic Growth and Related Impacts analysis done for this 
program environment process and summarized with Chapter 5 of the 
Program EIR/EIS.  The Draft Program EIR/EIS discusses the 
potential increase in traffic around stations, and the degree to which 
that increase may be significant.  In addition to discussing the 
potential traffic around stations, the document also discusses 
potential impacts on highways; and to transit, goods movement, and 
parking.  The effects of potential increases or decreases are 
discussed in Section 3.1.3 Environmental Consequences for the 
overall comparison for the three Alternatives (No Project, Modal, and 
HST), and Section 3.1.4 Comparison of Alternatives by Region for 
the five regions investigated as part of the program process.  More 
detailed analysis of potential traffic-related impacts and the effects 
of those impacts will be presented in future project-specific 
environmental documents should the HST project move forward. 

PH-SF027-1 
Please see standard response 2.18.1. 

PH-SF027-2 
Please see standard response 2.18.1. 

PH-SF028-1 
The analysis of biological resources has been refined to indicate the 
magnitude of potential effects in addition to the potential presence 
of protected resources.  See Response 3.15.1. The available 
databases, along with critical habitat maps, identify the species and 
habitat types which may be found in the areas crossed by potential 
HST alignments, which is appropriate so that this program-level 
analysis can generally consider potential impacts to sensitive wildlife 
resources and habitat on a systemwide basis at a consistent level of 
detail. 

PH-SF029-1 
Acknowledged.  The Authority has identified the Transbay Terminal 
as the preferred HST station to serve downtown San Francisco. 

PH-SF030-1 
Please see Response 2.8.1.  The capital and operating costs 
estimated for the HST Alternative (Section 4.2.2) both include 
provision of safety and security measures.  The estimated capital 
costs include access control measures such as fencing throughout 
any and all accessible areas of the HST corridors and facilities; 
monitoring and detection systems (e.g., video surveliance, motion 
sensors) along all track segments to detect and react to 
unauthorized intrusions or activites; and state of the art 
communication systems.  Operating costs include equipment and 
infrastructure inspection as well as continuous monitoring of the 
systems mentioned in the discussion of capital costs above.   All 
aspects of the HST system would conform to the latest Federal 
requirements regarding transportation security as it was developed 
and implemented.  In terms of screening times, rail transportation 
systems are inherently different than air transportation since they 
are confined to their tracks.  While screening times for air 
transportation have increased considerably since 9/11, for rail 
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systems in the United States (including the high-speed Acela service) 
screening times have not changed. 

PH-SF031-1 
Please see standard response 2.1.2. 

PH-SF031-2 
The Program EIR/EIS provides a comparison between the No 
Project, Modal, and HST Alternatives in terms of potential costs 
(capital and operational), and potential environmental impacts (such 
as air quality, noise, safety, etc.).  The comparison of the three 
system alternatives is found under the Key Findings (S.5) in the 
Summary chapter of the Program EIR/EIS.  The Summary also 
includes the Systemwide Environmental Impact Comparison, which 
compares the No Project, Modal, and HST Alternatives for key 
environmental issues.  The other chapters of the Program EIR/EIS 
provide the supporting technical information for the No Project, 
Modal, and HST Alternatives that led to the conclusions of the 
Summary chapter. 

The comment may be referring to a study entited The Full Cost of 
Intercity Transportation: A Comparison of High-Speed Rail, Air, and 
Highway Transportation in California (Kanafani, U.C. Berkeley, 
Institute of Transportation Studies, 1996).  This study, however, 
does not present a complete comparison, because it failed to include 
the highway and air transportation infrastructure improvements 
(costs or potential environmental impacts) needed to serve 
California’s future intercity travel demands for 2020 and beyond.  
Professor Kanafani’s study also used very different assumptions for 
an HST system (an “inflexible” system serving mostly the Los 
Angeles to San Francisco Bay Area market) than those applicable to 
the proposed HST Alternative described in the Program EIR/EIS.  
While the Kanafani study did try to quantify some external social 
costs, it did not consider many areas of potential impact required as 
part of a formal CEQA and NEPA environmental process (such as this 
program environmental process undertaken by the co-lead 
agencies), including potential impacts to the human environment 

(land use and community impacts, farmlands, aesthetics and visual 
resources, socioeconomics, utilities and public services, and 
hazardous materials); cultural resources (archaeological resources, 
historical properties) and paleontological resources; the natural 
environment (biological resources, wetlands, hydrology and water 
resources, geology and seismic hazards); parklands; growth-inducing 
impacts; and cumulative impacts.  Many of these effects are difficult 
to describe in quantitative terms and to value in monetary terms, 
and detailed cost-benefit calculations are beyond the scope of this 
program EIR/EIS. 

PH-SF031-3 
Please see standard response 2.1.2 

PH-SF031-4 
Please see standard response 2.1.2 

PH-SF032-1 
Please see standard response 3.4.1 

PH-SF033-1 
The most common reason for significant increases in project costs is 
the addition of items not included in the original cost estimates 
resulting from the project growing beyond the original definition.  
Examples of additional project elements for an HST system in 
California could include additional line segments, new alignment 
options or configurations (tunnel instead of at grade), additional 
stations or station improvements beyond the level defined in the 
original estimate, improvements to related facilities such as other 
commuter or freight rail lines/stations, etc. The Authority intends to 
control the cost of the project through strict management of the 
definition and scope of the project.  Maintaining focus on the key 
project elements (those that are vital to the system as defined) is a 
primary factor in implementing the project within the cost 
projections. 
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In terms of potential ridership shortfalls, the HST system as 
described in the Program EIR/EIS would have extensive flexibility to 
adjust service to meet market demand.  The service plans would be 
defined to meet the current market by adding or subtracting service 
(more or fewer trains), or modifying the trainsets (more or fewer 
vehicles per trainset) to best meet the demand at the lowest 
possible operating costs. 

PH-SF034-1 
Acknowledged. 

PH-SF034-2 
Please see standard response 2.18.1. 

PH-SF034-3 
Qualcomm Stadium is one of the three terminus station options 
investigated for San Diego in the Draft Program EIR/EIS.  The 
Authority has identified the Downtown Santa Fe Depot as the 
preferred location for the San Diego terminus. 

PH-SF034-4 
Acknowledged. 

PH-SF034-5 
Acknowledged. 

PH-SF035-1 
Some parks are listed in Section 3.16 Section 4(f) and 6(f) Resources 
(Public Parks and Recreation), subsection C; however, in the 
Program EIR/EIS, most of the potentially affected parks are not 
listed in the main text.  More detailed lists of the potential effects on 
parks in the study area can be found in each of the regional Section 
4(f) and 6(f) technical reports.  Those reports can be found on the 
Authority’s website at: 

 http://www.cahighspeedrail.ca.gov/eir/regional_studies/default.asp. 

The Orestimba Wilderness area is part of Henry Coe State Park.  The 
co-lead agencies have recommendation for further study of a broad 
corridor before identifying a preferred alternative alignment for the 
northern mountain crossing, with the corridor reaching from Pacheco 
(SR-152) in the south to Altamont (I-580) in the north, but will not 
pursue alignments through or under Henry Coe State Park.  Please 
also see standard response 6.3.1. 

Parks identified in the Program EIR/EIS may or may not be 
impacted.  Project-level analysis would identify unavoidable expected 
parkland impacts.  It is premature and simply incorrect to state that 
55 to 85 parks would “disappear.”  The list includes more than parks. 
The total number of potentially affected resources includes public 
parks, forests, recreation areas (including city parks, playgrounds, 
golf courses, recreation centers, sports complexes, duck ponds, etc), 
wildlife refuges, and historic sites.  

Parkland resources were considered to have a high potential to be 
impacted by the HST alignment options if any portion of the 
parkland was within 150 ft (46 m) from the centerline of an 
alignment option. While an impact to some parks may be possible, 
this does not mean that the park would “disappear.”  A range of 55 
to 85 resources identified in the Program EIR/EIS were within this 
envelope.  Given a minimum HST corridor width of 50 ft, however, it 
is not expected that these potentially affected resources would need 
to be acquired in order for the proposed HST system to proceed, and 
feasible mitigation measures would be incorporated to reduce 
potential adverse effects. 

The HST alignments were designed to avoid and minimize potential 
impacts to 4(f) resources.  The next step of the environmental 
analysis, the project-level environmental analysis, would examine the 
potential site-specific impacts to parks and other 4(f) resources and 
would refine the current alignments to avoid and minimize potential 
impacts, as well as to consider feasible mitigation measures where 
needed. 
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PH-SF036-1 
Acknowledged. 

PH-SF036-2 
Please see standard response 2.35.1. 

PH-SF036-3 
Please see standard response 2.7.3. 

PH-SF037-1 
Please see standard response 2.18.1. 

PH-SF037-2 
Please see standard response 6.11.1. 

PH-SF038-1 
Acknowledged.  The Authority has identified the Transbay Terminal 
as the preferred HST station to serve downtown San Francisco. 

PH-SF038-2 
Acknowledged. 

PH-SF039-1 
Acknowledged. 

PH-SF039-2 
Acknowledged.  The Authority has identified the Transbay Terminal 
as the preferred HST station to serve downtown San Francisco. 

PH-SF039-3 
Please see standard response 2.18.1. 

PH-SF040-1 
Please refer to standard response 6.3.1, standard response 3.15.5, 
and standard response 3.15.4. 

PH-SF041-1 
Acknowledged. 

PH-SF042-1 
Please see standard response 2.18.1. 

PH-SF042-2 
While the Authority’s enabling legislation indicates that service for 
intercity travel markets is to be the primary objective of the 
statewide HSR system, which is also to be coordinated with public 
transit services, the Draft EIR/EIS recognizes that the alignment 
options being considered may also serve some long-distance 
commuters, such as in the San Francisco, Los Angeles, and San 
Diego regions.  The ridership and revenue forecasts used as a basis 
for defining the alternatives considered in the Draft Program EIR/EIS 
include 10 million of these long-distance commute trips annually 
(Section 2.3.2.C). 

PH-SF042-3 
In regards to Steel-Wheel-on-Steel-Rail operations, the Draft 
Program EIR/EIS states, “To operate at high speeds, a dedicated, 
fully grade-separated right-of-way is necessary with more stringent 
alignment requirements than those needed for lower speed lines.  
However, it would be possible to integrate VHS systems into existing 
conventional rail lines in the congested urban areas with resolution 
of potential equipment and operating compatibility isuues by the FRA 
and the California Public Utilities Commission (page 2-27).  The 
Program EIR/EIS also notes FRA requirements for trains (see 
footnotes on page 2-28 of the Draft Program EIR/EIS).  In addition, 
please see Section 2.2 of the “Engineering Criteria” technical report 
section 2.2. (January, 2004).  For the HST Alternative, shared use 
corridors are assumed to meet the following general criteria: 1) 
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Electrified; 2) Full grade separation; 3) Uniform Control/Signal 
System; 4) Four tracks at stations; 5) May require three to four 
Mainline Tracks; 6) Pysical or Temporal Separation from 
Conventional Freight Traffic is desired.  The co-lead agencies believe 
that under these conditions, steel-wheel-on-steel-rail high-speed 
trainsets will be able to share tracks (at reduced speeds) with other 
services without major modifications.     

PH-SF043-1 
Acknowledged.  Please see standard response 6.3.1. 

PH-SF043-2 
Please see standard response 2.18.1. 

PH-SF044-1 
Acknowledged. 

PH-SF044-2 
Please see standard response 2.36.8. 
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Comment Letter PH-SF045 
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Response to Comments of Carolyn M. Gonot, Chief Development Officer, Santa Clara Valley Transportation 
Authority, April 15, 2004 (Letter PH-SF045) 

PH-SF045-1 
Please see standard response 2.18.1.  The referenced bond measure 
is now scheduled for the November 2006 ballot. 
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Comment Letter PH-SF046 
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Response to Comments of Mikhail Davis, Field Director for the Brower Legacy, April 15, 2004 (Letter PH-SF046) 

PH-SF046-1 
Please see standard response 2.18.1. 
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Comment Letter PH-SF047 
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Response to Comments of Eugene K. Skoropowski, Capitol Corridor Joint Powers Authority, April 15, 2004 
(Letter PH-SF047) 

PH-SF047-1 through 5 
Same as PH-SF002. Please see PH-SF002 for responses. 
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Comment Letter PH-SF048 
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Response to Comments of James Fang, President, San Francisco Bay Area Rapid Transit District (BART),  
April 15, 2004 (Letter PH-SF048) 

PH-SF048-1 
Acknowledged.  Read under PH-SF041. Please see PH-SF041 for 
responses. 
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Comment Letter PH-SF049 
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Response to Comments of Shelly Kessler, San Mateo County Central Labor Council, April 15, 2004 (Letter PH-SF049)

PH-SF049-1 through 3 
Same comment as PH-SF004. Please see PH-SF004 for responses. 
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Comment Letter PH-SF050 

 



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 7-292

 

Comment Letter PH-SF050 Continued 
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Response to Comments of Mike Nevin and Mark Church, Supervisor, San Mateo County Board of Supervisors,  
April 15, 2004 (Letter PH-SF050) 

PH-SF050-1 and -2 
Read under PH-SF003.  Please see responses to PH-SF003. 

PH-SF050-3 
Acknowledged. 
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Comment Letter PH-SF051 
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Response to Comments of Leland Y. Yee, Ph.D., California State Assembly, April 14, 2004 (Letter PH-SF051) 

PH-SF051-1 
Same comment as PH-SF001. Please see PH-SF001 for responses. 
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Comment Letter PH-SF052 
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Response to Comments of Jane Morrison, Chair, San Francisco Democratic Party, April 15, 2004 (Letter PH-SF052) 

PH-SF052-1 
Acknowledged.  The Authority has identified the Transbay Terminal 
as the preferred HST station to serve downtown San Francisco. 
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Comment Letter PH-SF053 
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Comment Letter PH-SF053 Continued 
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Response to Comments of Shanna O’Hare, Oakland Public Works Agency, April 15, 2004 (Letter PH-SF053) 

PH-SF053-1 
Please see standard response 6.2.1. 

PH-SF053-2 
Please see standard response 6.8.1. 

PH-SF053-3 
Please see standard response 6.2.1. 

PH-SF053-4 
Please see standard response 6.2.1. 
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Comment Letter PH-SF054 
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Response to Comments of Mikhail Davis, Earth Island Institute, April 15, 2004 (Letter PH-SF054) 

PH-SF054-1 
Please see standard response 6.3.1. 
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Comment Letter PH-SF055 
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Response to Comments of John Diamante, Threshold Inc., April 15, 2004 (Letter PH-SF055) 

PH-SF055-1 
Acknowledged. 
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Comment Letter PH-SF056 
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Response to Comments of John Wilkinson, Sierra Club, April 15, 2004 (Letter PH-SF056) 

PH-SF056-1 
Please see standard response 6.3.1. 
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Comment Letter PH-SF057 
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Response to Comments of Ron Patterson, April 15, 2004 (Letter PH-SF057) 

PH-SF057-1 
Please see standard response 6.23.1. 
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Comment Letter PH-SF058 
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Response to Comments of Patrick Moore, April 15, 2004 (Letter PH-SF058) 

PH-SF058-1 
Please see standard response 2.18.1. 
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Comment Letter PH-SF059 
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Response to Comments of Jamie Swartz, April 15, 2004 (Letter PH-SF059) 

PH-SF059-1 
Please see standard response 6.3.1. 
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Response to Public Hearing Comments, San Diego, April 20, 2004 (Comment PH-SD001-013) 

 
PH-SD001-1 
Please see Response 2.36.1.  The co-lead agencies suggest future 
coordination between the co-lead agencies and the Airport Authority 
regarding its Maglev proposal, should both proposals continue to be 
pursued. 

PH-SD002-1 
Acknowledged.  The Authority has identified the Downtown Santa Fe 
Depot as the preferred HST station to serve San Diego via the I-15 
corridor. 

PH-SD002-2 
Acknowledged. 

PH-SD003-1 
Please see standard response 6.42.1. 

PH-SD003-2 
Acknowledged. 

PH-SD004-1 
Please see standard response 6.42.1. 

PH-SD004-2 
Acknowledged. 

PH-SD005-1 
Acknowledged. 

 

PH-SD006-1 
Acknowledged. 

PH-SD007-1 
Acknowledged. 

PH-SD008-1 
The I-15 corridor alignment has been identified as the preferred 
alignment to bring direct HST service to San Diego.  While long-
distance commuters are included in the ridership and revenue 
forecasts used for the Program EIR/EIS, separate regional commuter 
services “Dual use of the I-15” on the I-15 was not investigated as 
part of the program EIR/EIS process.  The purpose of the HST 
Alternative is serving trips between major metropolitan areas and 
there is no existing commuter rail line or rail right-of-way along this 
corridor.  Although dual-use operations along the I-15 corridor could 
have considerable benefits for the region, it could require more 
infrastructure (more stations, more track) and would have additional 
costs and operational and environmental impacts.  Nevertheless, the 
HST technology that has been selected is one that is capable of 
sharing tracks with other compatible services.  While it is beyond the 
scope of this Program EIR/EIS, there is considerable local and 
regional interest in potential dual-use operations along the I-15 
corridor, should the project move forward, this concept could be 
investigated in future project-level environmental review. 

Preferred station locations typically are or will be multimodal 
transportation hubs.  Through this program-level process, the 
Authority worked with local and regional agencies to help determine 
the most appropriate potential HST station locations.  Footprints of 
the station areas and design criteria are available to agencies and 
the public at a conceptual level of detail.  Project-specific level detail 
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will be required for information regarding station locations and 
design.  The Authority would coordinate with other agencies early in 
project environmental reviews with the goal of saving taxpayers both 
time and money while implementing the HST system. 

PH-SD008-2 
Please see standard response 2.36.8. 

PH-SD009-1 
Acknowledged.  The coastal rail alignment was considered but 
rejected as an option for direct HST service between Los Angeles 
and San Diego (but electrified service is proposed to Irvine, which 
along with conventional improvements from Irvine to San Diego will 
provide another connection to HST).  The Authority has identified 
the Carol Canyon alignment or Mirimar Road alignment with the HST 
terminus at the Downtown San Diego Santa Fe Depot.  In regards to 
non-electric conventional rail improvements to existing services 
along the coastal (LOSSAN) corridor, please refer to the “Los 
Angeles-to-San Diego Proposed Rail Corridor Improvement Study 
Draft Program Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Impact 
Statement” (State clearinghouse #2002031067) which has been 
prepared by the California Department of Transportation and the 
Federal Railroad Administration.  Please also refer to standard 
response 6.42.1. 

For service to San Diego, the downtown San Diego Santa Fe Depot 
site would have the highest connectivity.  This station is located in 
the city center where many potential HST passengers—including the 
large residential population that will be living in downtown San Diego 
in 2020— could walk to destinations.  The downtown San Diego 
Santa Fe Depot provides direct connections to San Diego LRT and is 
the major bus transit hub for San Diego.  In contrast, the Qualcomm 
Stadium site would not provide direct service to downtown San 
Diego and would have a high potential for growth-induced impacts.  
The Qualcomm Stadium site would be an 8-mile (13 km) drive or a 
10-mile (16-km) (20-minute) ride on LRT to the city center. 

PH-SD010-1 
Comment noted.  Developing “feeder” services before implementing 
the HST alternative would not satisfy the purpose of making 
improvements to intercity transportation that connects major 
metropolitan areas of the state.  The Purpose and Need for an HST 
system are focused on intercity trips—non-commuter trips between 
regions.  The planning and implementation of public transit systems 
are under the jurisdiction of local and regional agencies.  Local 
transit systems would be complementary to the proposed HST 
system, which is to be integrated with other public transportation 
systems. 

PH-SD011-1 
Acknowledged.  Please see standard response 10.1.7 in regards to 
project phasing. 

PH-SD011-2 
HST service between Los Angeles and San Diego would have similar 
speeds as other urbanized areas of the HST network.  While the HST 
system would operate at high speeds throughout the Central Valley 
and mountain passes, alignment constraints would restrict speeds 
through most of the heavily urbanized areas.  Please see Figures 
4.3-1 and 4.3-2 of the Final Program EIR/EIS. 

PH-SD011-3 
Please see standard response 2.12.2. 

PH-SD012-1 
As described in Chapter 1 Purpose and Need of the Draft Program 
EIR/EIS, the purpose of the proposed HST system is “to provide a 
reliable mode of travel which links the major metropolitan areas of 
the state and delivers predictable and consistent travel times.  A 
further objective is to provide an interface with commercial airports, 
mass transit, and the highway network, and relieve capacity 
constraints of the existing transportation system as increases in 
intercity travel demand in California occur, in a manner sensitive to 
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and protective of California’s unique natural resources.” (Draft 
Program EIR/EIS, Page 1-3) 

The Draft Program EIR/EIS indicates that, “the HST Alternative 
would be highly compatible with local and regional plans that 
support rail systems and transit-oriented development and would 
offer opportunities for increased land use efficiency (i.e., higher-
density development and reduced rate of farmland loss).  The HST 
Alternative would also meet the need for improved intermodal 
connectivity with existing local and commuter transit systems.  In 
contrast, the highway improvement options under the Modal 
Alternative would encourage dispersed patterns of development and 
would be inconsistent with the objectives of many local and regional 
planning agencies to promote transit-oriented, higher-density 
development around transit nodes as the key to stimulate in-fill 
development that makes more efficient use of land and resources 
and can better sustain population growth.  Urbanized areas in 
California are expected to grow by 47% between now and 2035 
under the No Project Alternative.  Under the Modal Alternative, 
urbanized area growth is expected to be about 1.4% (65,000 ac 
[26,507 ha]) higher than the No Project Alternative, while the HST 
Alternative would result in a slight decrease in urban area growth 
(2,600 ac [1,052 ha]) compared to the No Project Alternative.  
However, the HST Alternative is expected to result in a slightly 
greater increase in population than the No Project and Modal 
Alternatives.” (Draft Program EIR/EIS, Chapter 5, page 5-15)  
Chapter 5 of the Draft Program EIR/EIS (Economic Growth and 
Related Impacts) summarizes the “Economic Growth Effects of the 
System Alternatives for the Program EIR/EIS” technical report 
developed as part of this Program EIR/EIS process.  

The co-lead agencies respectfully disagree with the contention that 
the HST Alternative would “open the door to a flood of people” and 
development in the Central Valley or Southern California.  Please see 
standard response 5.2.4 and standard response 5.2.5 for further 
information as to how growth inducement is related to the travel 
time, cost and accessibility benefits provided by each system 
alternative.   

PH-SD012-2 
Acknowledged.  Please see standard response 6.41.1 and standard 
response 6.42.1. 

PH-SD013-1 
Acknowledged.  Please see standard response 6.42.1.  Please also 
see standard response 1.1.112.  

PH-SD013-2 
Acknowledged.  Please see standard response 6.42.1.
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Comment Letter PH-SD014 
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Response to Comments of Lynne Baker, April 20, 2004 (Letter PH-SD014) 

PH-SD014-1   
The Authority has identified the I-15 corridor (via the Inland Empire) 
to downtown San Diego as the preferred HST alignment between 
Los Angeles and San Diego.  The HST alignments have been 
designed at a conceptual level for this program level process.  
Typical sections and station requirements have been included in 
technical reports (Alignment Configurations and Cross Sections, and 
Operations Report).  If the HST proposal moves forward, the 
Authority would continue to work with local and regional agencies 
and organizations in the more detailed project-specific studies to 
make sure that the HST design integrates with local planning. 

PH-SD014-2   
Please see standard response 2.36.1. 
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Comment Letter PH-SD015 

 



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 7-344

 

Response to Comments of Jeff Carlson, April 20, 2004 (Letter PH-SD015) 

PH-SD015-1 
Acknowledged.  The program EIR/EIS does not include a financing 
plan.  Please also see standard response 10.1.7 in regards to project 
phasing. 

PH-SD015-2 
Please see standard response 2.37.2.  The co-lead agencies are 
unaware of any HST systems that operate at high-speeds anywhere 
in the world in revenue service or on a full-scale test track using 
“vacuum tube mag-levitation”. 

PH-SD015-3 
The investigation of “train reconfiguration” at terminals is beyond the 
scope of this program EIR/EIS, this could be considered as part of 
future project-specific studies. 

PH-SD015-4 
All reasonable construction methods will be considered in 
subsequent preliminary engineering studies as part of project level 
environmental reviews.  Standard practices of cost analysis and 
value engineering will be employed to select appropriate structure 
types.  Please also see Section 3.18, Section 3.14.5, and Section 
3.15.5 of the program EIR/EIS in regards to design practices and 
construction methods and impacts sections. 

PH-SD015-5 
Acknowledged.  Please see standard response 10.1.7. 
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Comment Letter PH-SD016 

 



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 7-346

 

Response to Comments of Rupert Essinger, April 20, 2004 (Letter PH-SD016) 

PH-SD016-1 
Acknowledged. 
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Comment Letter PH-SD017 
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Response to Comments of Janice Fruland, April 20, 2004 (Letter PH-SD017) 

PH-SD017-1 
Acknowledged. 
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Comment Letter PH-SD018 
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Response to Comments of Delfina Ludlow, April 20, 2004 (Letter PH-SD018) 

PH-SD018-1 
Acknowledged. 
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Comment Letter PH-F031A Continued 
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Response to Comments Hal B. H. Cooper, Jr. , Oral Presentation, Attachment A,  April 28, 2004 (Letter PH-F031A) 

PH-F031A-1 
This is an attachment to comment PH-F013.  Please see response to 
Comment PH-F013-1. 
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Comment Letter PH-F031B 
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Comment Letter PH-F031B Continued 
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Comment Letter PH-F031B Continued 
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Comment Letter PH-F031B Continued 
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Comment Letter PH-F031B Continued 
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Comment Letter PH-F031B Continued 
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Comment Letter PH-F031B Continued 



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 7-422

 

Comment Letter PH-F031B Continued 
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Comment Letter PH-F031B Continued 
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Comment Letter PH-F031B Continued 
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Comment Letter PH-F031B Continued 
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Comment Letter PH-F031B Continued 
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Comment Letter PH-F031B Continued 
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Comment Letter PH-F031B Continued 
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Comment Letter PH-F031B Continued 
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Comment Letter PH-F031B Continued 
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Comment Letter PH-F031B Continued 
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Comment Letter PH-F031B Continued 
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Comment Letter PH-F031B Continued 
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Comment Letter PH-F031B Continued 
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Comment Letter PH-F031B Continued 
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Comment Letter PH-F031B Continued 
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Comment Letter PH-F031B Continued 
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Comment Letter PH-F031B Continued 
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Comment Letter PH-F031B Continued 
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Comment Letter PH-F031B Continued 
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Comment Letter PH-F031B Continued 
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Comment Letter PH-F031B Continued 
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Comment Letter PH-F031B Continued 
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Comment Letter PH-F031B Continued 
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Comment Letter PH-F031B Continued 
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Comment Letter PH-F031B Continued 
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Comment Letter PH-F031B Continued 
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Response to Public Hearing Comments, Fresno, April 28, 2004 (Comment PH-F001-022) 

PH-F001-1 
Acknowledged. 

PH-F001-2 
Please see standard response 6.23.1. 

PH-F001-3 
Acknowledged.  The Authority has identified the Downtown Fresno 
Station option as the preferred HST station site to serve the Fresno 
area. 

PH-F001-4 
Acknowledged. 

PH-F002-1 
Acknowledged. 

PH-F002-2 
Acknowledged.  The Authority has identified the Castle Aviation and 
Development Center and Downtown Merced as potential HST station 
locations to serve the Merced area.  All station locations identified in 
the program EIR/EIS are “potential” stations.  Please see standard 
response 2.1.12. 

PH-F003-1 
Acknowledged. Please also see standard response 6.21.1 and 6.15.4.  

PH-F004-1 
Acknowledged. 

PH-F005-1 
Acknowledged.  Please see standard response 6.21.1. 

PH-F006-1 
Acknowledged.  The Authority has identified the Truxton option as 
the preferred HST station to serve the Bakersfield area. 

PH-F006-2 
Acknowledged.  The Authority has identified the BNSF alignment as 
the preferred alignment between Fresno and Bakersfield, the 
Antelope Valley as the preferred alignment between Bakersfield and 
Sylmar, and the Truxton station option (downtown Bakersfield) as 
the preferred HST station to serve the Bakersfield area.  Please see 
standard response 6.15.4 for more information regarding the 
recommendation between Fresno and Bakersfield. 

PH-F007-1 
Acknowledged.  The Authority has identified the Downtown Fresno 
Station option as the preferred HST station to serve the Fresno area. 

PH-F008-1 
Acknowledged. 

PH-F008-2 
Acknowledged.  Please see standard response 6.3.1. 

PH-F008-3 
Please see standard response 2.35.1. 

PH-F009-1 
Please see standard response 2.35.1. 

PH-F010-1 
Acknowledged. 
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PH-F010-2 
Acknowledged.  The Authority has identified the Downtown Fresno 
Station option as the preferred HST station to serve the Fresno area. 

PH-F010-3 
Acknowledged. 

PH-F011-1 
Acknowledged. 

PH-F011-2 
Please see standard response 2.35.1. 

PH-F012-1 
Acknowledged. 

PH-F012-2 
Acknowledged.  Please see standard response 6.3.1. 

PH-F012-3 
Please see standard response 2.35.1 and standard response 2.18.1. 

PH-F013-1 (see also PH-F031A–D) 
“Continuous tunnel lengths of more than 12 mi were considered 
impracticable, and the crossing of major fault zones at grade was 
also identified as a necessary criterion.” (Draft Program EIR/EIS, 
page 2-43)  Tunnels through the Tehachapi Mountains at freight 
gradients (1.2%) would require continuous tunnel lengths 
considerably longer than 12 mi and would require deep tunnel 
through the Garlock fault zone.  (See Draft Program EIR/EIS, pages 
2-9 and 2-10.) 

Tunnels longer than 12 mi have been and are being constructed in 
other countries, such as the Gottard Tunnel in Switzerland.  
However, the tunneling criterion for the HST system were developed 
for California’s unique geology and seismic conditions, and were 

informed by a number of experts with extensive “worldwide” 
tunneling experience. 

Additionally, there are other issues that would limit the feasibility of 
implementing both corridors, such as the extremely high cost and 
environmental impact of building both mountain crossings, and the 
adverse impact on passenger travel times and schedule reliability 
stemming from the time required for loading and unloading of trucks 
and slower operating speeds associated with the heavier freight 
loads.  It is beyond the scope of the proposed HST and the scope of 
this Program EIR/EIS to study providing freight rail or truck service 
through the Tehachapis in addition to the proposed HST system. 

PH-F014-1 

Please see response to Comment PH-F030-1. 

PH-F015-1 
Acknowledged.  The co-lead agencies look forward to continuing to 
coordinate closely with Native American tribes and will be respectful 
of Native American territories and other areas with sensitive 
resources.  Please see standard responses 3.12.1 and 10.1.14. 

PH-F015-2 
Please refer to Response 6.3.1.  Please also see standard response 
3.12.1 and standard response 3.12.2. 

PH-F015-3 
The Authority and FRA will continue to work with the Amah Mutsun 
Tribal Band in all subsequent phases of planning and construction of 
the HST system. 

PH-F015-4 
Acknowledged.  The determination of station names is beyond the 
scope of this program-level environmental process.  Project-level 
environmental studies will be required to determine precise 
alignments and station locations.   
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Please see standard response 6.10.1. 

PH-F016-1 
Acknowledged. 

PH-F016-2 
Acknowledged. 

PH-F017-1 
Please see standard response 2.18.1. 

PH-F017-2 
Please refer to Response 6.3.1.  The relatively large diameters 
proposed for the HST tunnels (Figure 2.6-5) provide sufficient cross 
sectional area and distance between train and tunnel wall to 
adequately minimize the aerodynamic impacts of high speed 
operation in tunnels, such as increased energy usage and heat 
generation due to air-surface friction. 

PH-F017-3 
Please refer to standard response 6.3.1. 

PH-F017-4 
Please see standard response 2.18.1. 

PH-F018-1 
The comment restates key points from the growth inducement 
analysis, including noting that the HST Alternative would improve 
business’ access to labor and markets, and would produce certain 
user benefits, such as improved travel time, cost and modal options.  
The co-lead agencies, however, respectfully disagree with the 
commenter’s conclusion that the HST Alternative will “encourage 
people to move into the Central Valley and commute greater 
distances.”  The comment cites anecdotal evidence that “large 
amounts of permanent residential development” occurred in the San 

Bernardino Valley and Thousand Oaks due to improvements in the I-
5 and US-101 corridor, which is not germane for analyzing the 
potential growth inducement effects of the HST Alternative.  
Highway improvements, such as those pointed out by the 
commenter, disperse accessibility benefits over a very wide 
geographic area – essentially for several miles around any 
interchange.  The HST Alternative, on the other hand, will provide 
very localized accessibility benefits to a limited number of station 
sites around the state.  For example, between Sacramento and the 
Grapevine, there are over 50 interchanges just on Interstate 5; there 
are only six preferred HST stations in all of the Central Valley.  
Therefore, the co-lead agencies believe that it would be 
inappropriate to draw conclusions about the type of growth and 
development that might ensue with the HST Alternative based upon 
the widely dispersed development patterns that are sometimes 
associated with freeway expansion projects.  The co-lead agencies 
agree with the commenter’s suggestion that major transportation 
investments can facilitate new growth.  However, the commenter 
fails to note that the No Project and Modal Alternatives also include 
major transportation investments that will increase accessibility 
between the Central Valley and Bay Area.  The HST Alternative 
would not lead to a significant increase in commute accessibility 
between Central Valley homes and Bay Area or Southern California 
jobs compared to the other system alternatives.   

PH-F018-2 
Please see standard response 3.15.3.  See also standard responses 
3.15.1 and 3.15.2. 

PH-F019-1 
Acknowledged.  Please see standard response 6.15.4. 

PH-F020-1 
Acknowledged.  The Authority has identified the Castle Aviation and 
Development Center as a potential HST station location to serve the 
Merced area.  Please see standard response 6.19.1. 
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PH-F021-1 
Acknowledged. 

PH-F021-2 
Please see standard response 2.18.1. 

PH-F021-3 
Please see standard response 2.7.3. 

PH-F022-1 
Please see standard response 2.25.1. 

The enabling legislation of the Authority does not identify nor 
suggest the number of stations for the HST system or specify travel 
times.  The enabling legislation of the Authority does define high-
speed rail as “intercity passenger rail service that utilizes an 
alignment and technology that makes it capable of sustained speeds 
of 200 mph (320 kph) or greater.” (Public Utilities Code section 
185012(c).) 
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Response to Comments of Dennis A. Cardoza, U.S. Congressman, 18th District, April 28, 2004 (Letter PH-F023) 

PH-F023-1 
Acknowledged. 

PH-F023-2 
Acknowledged.  Please see standard response 6.3.1. 

PH-F023-3 
Acknowledged.  Please see standard response 2.35.1. 

PH-F023-4 
Acknowledged. 
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Comment Letter PH-F024 
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Response to Comments of Senator Jeff Denham, California State Senate, 12th District, April 5, 2004  
(Letter PH-F024) 

PH-F024-1 
Read under PH-F009. Please see PH-F009 for response. 
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Response to Comments of Calvin M. Dooley, U.S. Congressman, 20th District, April 28, 2004 (Letter PH-F025) 

PH-F025-1 through 3 
Read under PH-F001. Please see PH-F001 for responses. 
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Comment Letter PH-F026 
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Response to Comments of Greater Fresno Area Chamber of Commerce, April 28, 2004  
(Letter PH-F026) 

PH-F026-1 and 2 
Read under PH-F011. Please see PH-F011 for responses. 
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Comment Letter PH-F027 
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Response to Comments, Raul M. Rojas, March 30, 2004 (Letter PH-F027) 

PH-F027-1,2,3,&4 
Read as comment PH-F006.  Please see responses to PH-F006. 
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Response to Comments of City of Visalia, Mayor’s Office, April 28, 2004 (Letter PH-F028) 

PH-F028-1 
Acknowledged. 

PH-F028-2 
Please see standard response 6.21.1. 

PH-F028-3 
Please see standard response 6.13.1, standard response 6.14.1, and 
standard response 6.15.4. 

PH-F028-4 
Please see standard response 6.21.1. 
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Comment Letter PH-F029 
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Response to Comments, Gloria Cortez Keene, County of Merced, April 28, 2004 (Letter PH-F029) 

PH-F029-1 and 2 
Read under PH-F002.  Please see PH-F002 for responses. 
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Comment Letter PH-F030 Continued 
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Comment Letter PH-F030 Continued 
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Response to Comments of Transportation Involves Everyone (TIE), April 28, 2004 (Letter PH-F030) 

PH-F030-1 
The safe operation of the HST system would be of the utmost 
importance.  Some of the HST alignment options are adjacent to or 
within existing transportation corridors including existing freight 
railroad lines. The environmental studies show that constructing the 
HST tracks within existing transportation corridors will avoid or 
minimize many of the potential environmental impacts.  However 
desirable, the inclusion of the HST tracks within an existing freight 
rail corridor is only feasible to the extent that (1) space is available 
within the corridor based on existing and planned uses, and (2) 
appropriate separation can be maintained between the HST and 
existing freight services (horizontal distance or adequate barrier) to 
maintain consistently safe operations.  Subsequent project level 
environmental review and engineering analysis will include 
coordination with existing freight owner/operators, passenger rail 
owner/operators, California Public Utilities Commission, and the FRA 
to determine a safe solution to the challenges inherent in adjacent 
operation of HST and Freight rail traffic. 

Please see Response 2.8.1 in regards to the safe operations of the 
HST system.  Please see standard response 2.25.1 in regards to the 
elimination of new alignment options to the east and west of SR-99.  
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Comment Letter PH-F031A Continued 
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Comment Letter PH-F031B Continued 
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Response to Comments Hal B. H. Cooper, Jr. , Oral Presentation, Attachment B,  April 28, 2004 (Letter PH-F031B) 

PH-F031B-1 
This is an attachment to comment PH-F013.  Please see response to 
Comment PH-F013-1. 
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Comment Letter PH-F031C Continued 
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Response to Comments Hal B. H. Cooper, Jr. , Oral Presentation, Attachment C,  April 28, 2004 (Letter PH-F031C) 

PH-F031C-1 
This is an attachment to comment PH-F013.  Please see response to 
Comment PH-F013-1. 
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Comment Letter PH-F031D 
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Comment Letter PH-F031D Continued 
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Comment Letter PH-F031D Continued 
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Comment Letter PH-F031D Continued 
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Response to Comments Hal B. H. Cooper, Jr., Oral Presentation, Attachment D, April 28, 2004 (Letter PH-F031D) 

PH-F031D-1 
This is an attachment to comment PH-F013.  Please see response to 
Comment PH-F013-1. 
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Comment Letter PH-F032 
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Response to Comments Dennis Mills, Tulare County, April 28, 2004 (Letter PH-F032) 

PH-F032-1 
Acknowledged.  While the Authority agrees that the HST system 
must link to other modes of transportation, in order to offer a 
competitive mode of transportation, the HST must “overlap” to some 
extent with local and regional commuter services and provide direct 
service to major metropolitan areas.  Studies (CRA technical reports, 
and studies for other HST proposals) indicate that HST ridership 
potential is highly dependent on the total trip time and the number 
of transfers.  The HST service would result in travel times between 
Downtown Los Angeles and Downtown San Francisco of about 2 
hours 35 minutes, without a transfer.  The HST trip between San 
Francisco (Transbay Terminal) and San Jose (Diridon Station) would 
be as little as 30 minutes, whereas the current Caltrain service takes 
58 to 96 minutes between San Francisco (4th and King) and San 
Jose (Diridon Station).  Of the 43 daily Caltrain trains (in each 
direction) only some are express (“baby bullet”) trains providing the 
quickest travel times (58 minutes), whereas many of the trains are 
local service with travel times about 96 minutes.  HST service to the 
downtowns of major cities, such as San Francisco, would greatly 
increase the connectivity and accessibility of the HST system, and 
would enable the system to directly serve major regional transit hubs 
such as the Transbay Terminal.    

Please see Section 3.2 (including Table 3.2-5) of the Program 
EIR/EIS for automobile travel time assumptions. 

PH-F032-2 
Acknowledged.  The Authority believes that the potential for noise 
impacts of the HST Alternative is adequately addressed in the 
Program EIR/EIS (please see Section 3.4), and will receive further 
analysis in project level documents, should a decision be made to 
move forward with the proposed HST system. 

PH-F032-3 
Yes, please see Section 3.1. 
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Comment Letter PH-F033 
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Response to Comments Georgiean Peters, May 10, 2004 (Letter PH-F033) 

PHF033-1   
Acknowledged. 

PHF033-2   
Please see standard response 2.35.1. 

PHF033-3   
Please see standard response 6.20.1. 

PHF033-4   
Acknowledged.  The referenced “bond measure” is not part of this 
program environmental process. 
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Comment Letter PH-F034 
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Response to Comments Joe Aramburu, June 3, 2004 (Letter PH-F034) 

PH-F034-1 
Please see standard response 6.23.1. 

PH-F034-2   
Please see standard response 6.11.1. 

PH-F034-3   
Acknowledged.  The Authority disagrees with your assessment.  The 
Authority’s Business Plan was favorably peer reviewed by SNCF, 
Japan Railways Technical Services, and DE Consult.  Moreover, the 
consultants hired to conduct the technical evaluations have 
considerable experience in the implementation of HST systems 
worldwide. 
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Response to Comments of Public Hearing in San Jose, May 26, 2004 (PH-SJ001-054) 

PH-SJ001-1 
Acknowledged.  Please see standard response 6.3.1. 

PH-SJ001-2 
Please see standard response 2.18.1. 

PH-SJ001-3 
Acknowledged.  Please see standard response 6.3.1. 

PH-SJ002-1 
Please see standard response 6.3.1. 

PH-SJ002-2 
Please see standard response 2.18.1. 

PH-SJ002-3 
Please see standard response 6.3.1. 

PH-SJ003-1 
Acknowledged. 

PH-SJ003-2 
Please see standard response 6.3.1. 

PH-SJ003-3 
Please see standard response 2.18.1. 

PH-SJ003-4 
Please see standard response 6.3.1. 

PH-SJ004-1 
Acknowledged. 

PH-SJ004-2 
Please see standard response 2.18.1. 

PH-SJ005-1 
Acknowledged. 

PH-SJ006-1 
Please see standard response 6.3.1. 

PH-SJ006-2 
Please see standard response 2.18.1. 

PH-SJ006-3 
Acknowledged. 

PH-SJ007-1 
The statements regarding revenue and return of investment on Page 
2.4 (Draft Program EIR/EIS) are based on the Authority’s Final 
Business Plan, June 2000, and the supporting technical studies: 
Independent Ridership and Revenue Projections for High-Speed Rail 
Alternatives in California, 2000, and California High-Speed Rail 
Corridor Evaluation, 1999. 

Please see standard response 2.1.1 in regards to the Authority’s 
ridership and revenue forecasts.    

The statement on Page 2.4, “Generate about $900 million in 
revenues and return an operational surplus of more than $300 
million per year” is based on projected revenue versus operational 
and maintenance costs only. Capital costs were not a part of the 
calculation of annual return surplus.  Further information regarding 
the composition of the capital costs was presented in Chapter 4 of 
the Draft Program EIR/EIS, and the Capital Cost Technical Report. 
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The operations and maintenance costs applied in this calculation 
include train operations, equipment maintenance (including lifecycle 
costs), station services, marketing and reservations, insurance, 
general support, maintenance of way (infrastructure maintenance), 
and power.  The operations and maintenance costs applied in the 
Business Plan calculations are documented in the Corridor Evaluation 
Study.  The O&M costs related to the alternatives considered are 
documented in Chapter 4 of the Program EIR/EIS, in the Operations 
Technical Report, and in the Costs and Operations Technical Report.  
Cost figures were presented for purposes of assessing potential 
environmental impacts.  It is beyond the scope of the EIR/EIS to 
present a complete financial analysis for the proposed HST system.   

PH-SJ007-2 
Please see standard response 2.7.3. 

PH-SJ007-3 
Please see standard response 3.4.1.  

Noise barriers may be proposed in portions of the HST system where 
subsequent project level studies determine that the HST 
improvements and/or operation result in impacts.  The placement 
and configuration of the noise barriers would depend on the location 
and height of the noise-sensitive building(s) or resource(s) and the 
speed of the high-speed trains.  (See Section 3.4.5-A of the Draft 
Program EIR/EIS) 

PH-SJ007-4 
The comment is not specific about which environmental issues are 
“understated” for the peninsula corridor communities; however, the 
summary table (7.3-1) does identify moderate to high potential for 
visual impacts for elevated structures, and 3% to 14% of the 
alignment length with high potential for impacts on noise sensitive 
land use/populations, without mitigation.  Section 7.1.3 Construction 
Impacts describes short-term construction-related effects of dust 
and noise as a potential cumulative impact to communities when 
considered with other planned projects that might be under 

construction during the same period.  The Table was developed from 
the information provided in the more detailed discussions of 
potential impacts in Chapter 3 of the Draft EIR/EIS. 

Please see the more detailed discussion of potential impacts for the 
Bay Area to Merced region in each of the technical sections of the 
Draft Program EIR/EIS, particularly under noise (pages 3.4-17) and 
visual (pages 3.9-11).  For noise it states that "the existing Caltrain 
alignment along the San Francisco Peninsula and the East Bay 
railroad alignments passes through densely populated communities 
where there is high potential for noise impacts.  The potential noise 
impacts of the proposed HST service through these areas would 
result primarily from the greater frequency of trains, since the HST 
service would be operating at reduced speeds and would create 
similar noise levels to the existing services.  The HST system would 
be expected to result in the elimination of up to 48 grade crossings 
on the Peninsula and up to 38 grade crossings in the East Bay.  
Grade separation of existing rail services would result in considerable 
benefits from the elimination of the warning bells at existing at-
grade crossings and the horn blowing of the existing 
commuter/intercity services along these alignments." 

Visual impacts are described as "the track, catenary, fencing, 12-ft. 
to 16-ft high soundwalls and elevated guideway, and the trains 
themselves would introduce a linear element into the landscape that 
would have potential cumulative visual impacts when considered 
with the strong linear element of the existing highway and rail 
facilities that the HST would parallel."  Consideration of potential 
impacts and potential mitigation measures is by necessity general at 
this program-level of analysis, and opportunities for avoiding or 
reducing the impacts can only be fully explored at the project-level 
when further engineering design information is available.  The 
summary table is meant to show the relative differences between 
system alternatives for each topic and does not highlight specific 
community impacts.  Information about individual communities 
within the five regions is found in the technical sections of the 
Program EIS/EIR and technical reports for each region. 
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PH-SJ007-5 
Copies of the Draft Program EIR/EIS were placed in many local 
libraries for public viewing and the list of locations for viewing was 
publicized by mail and posted on the internet.  Please also see 
standard response 8.1.1. 

PH-SJ008-1 
Please see standard response 6.5.1. 

PH-SJ008-2 
Acknowledged. 

PH-SJ008-3 
Please see standard response 2.18.1. 

PH-SJ009-1 
Acknowledged. 

PH-SJ009-2 
Please see standard response 6.3.1. 

PH-SJ009-3 
Please see standard response 2.18.1. 

PH-SJ009-4 
Acknowledged. 

PH-SJ010-1 
Acknowledged.  The Authority and the FRA acknowledge 
concurrence with the Project’s primary objectives.  The Authority and 
the FRA also acknowledge your request for respect for the Yokut’s 
and all other Native American territory. 

PH-SJ010-2 
Please see standard response 2.18.1. 

PH-SJ010-3 
Please refer to Response 6.3.1. Please also see standard response 
3.12.1 and standard response 3.12.2. 

PH-SJ010-4 
Acknowledged.  Please see standard response 10.1.14. 

PH-SJ010-5 
The Authority and the FRA acknowledge your request that the Gilroy 
HST Station be named in honor of the Amah Mutsun Tribal Band.  
The determination of station name is beyond the scope of this 
program-level process.  Project-specific environmental work will be 
required to determine precise station locations.  If the HST project 
should move forward, subsequent, more detailed analysis will cover 
issues like the naming of stations. 

PH-SJ011-1 
Please see standard response 2.18.1. 

PH-SJ011-2 
Please see standard response 6.3.1. 

PH-SJ011-3 
Acknowledged.  Please refer to standard response 6.3.1. 

PH-SJ011-4 
Acknowledged.  The Authority has identified Union City as the 
preferred HST station to serve South Alameda County. 

PH-SJ012-1 
Acknowledged.  Please see standard response 6.3.1. 

PH-SJ012-2 
Acknowledged.   
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PH-SJ012-3 
Please see standard response 2.18.1. 

PH-SJ012-4 
Acknowledged.  Please see standard response 6.3.1. 

PH-SJ012-5 
Please see standard response 2.18.1. 

PH-SJ012-6 
Acknowledged.  Please see standard response 6.3.1. 

PH-SJ013-1 
Please see standard response 6.3.1. 

PH-SJ014-1 
Acknowledged. The complexity of the issues and the size of the Draft 
EIR/EIS and supporting documents were recognized and the 
comment period was extended.  While the minimum comment period 
would be 45 days, the co-lead agencies originally proposed a 90-day 
review period.  After receiving requests to extend the comment 
period, the Authority and FRA agreed to increase the comment 
period by an additional 90 days (180 days total). 

PH-SJ014-2 
The effect of the system alternatives on greenhouse gas emissions 
for intercity transportation in California was addressed in Section 3.1 
of the Draft Program EIR/EIS. 

PH-SJ014-3 
Acknowledged.  The table below shows the approximate percentage 
of total passengers at each of the San Francisco Bay Area airports 
that are were making local, intra-California trips in the base year 
used for forecasting HST ridership.   Assessing the need for or 
efficacy of proposed capacity enhancements at San Francisco 

International Airport was beyond the scope of the analysis prepared 
for the EIR/EIS.  However, a cost/benefit analysis of the proposed 
HST system was performed, and it did include a quantification of 
benefits arising from reduced delays at the major California airports. 

Airport Percent Local Intra-
California Passengers  

(base year for HSR 
forecasts) 

San Francisco International (SFO) 11.1% 
Oakland International (OAK) 44.8% 
San Jose International (SJC) 33.5% 

 

PH-SJ015-1 
Please see standard response 6.3.1. 

PH-SJ016-1 
Acknowledged.  The Draft Program EIR/EIS describes the 
systemwide alternatives (HST, No Project, and Modal Alternative), 
and describes the potential environmental impacts of the various 
HST design options.  A summary of the HST design option 
comparisons is provided in Chapter 6.  As this is a program-level 
document, the alternatives are considered at a conceptual level of 
detail.  Please see standard response 6.3.1, indicating further study 
of the northern mountain crossing corridor will be undertaken before 
a preferred alignment linking the Central Valley and the Bay Area is 
selected.  

PH-SJ016-2 
Please see standard response 6.3.1. 

PH-SJ017-1 
Acknowledged. 
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PH-SJ018-1 
Please see standard response 6.3.1. 

PH-SJ019-1 
Acknowledged. 

PH-SJ019-2 
Acknowledged. 

PH-SJ019-3 
Acknowledged. 

PH-SJ019-4 
Please see standard response 6.3.1. 

PH-SJ019-5 
Please see standard response 6.23.1. 

PH-SJ019-6 
Acknowledged.  The Authority has identified the Hayward Line to I-
880 (which primarily utilizes the median of I-880 between Fremont 
and San Jose) as the preferred alignment between Oakland and San 
Jose. 

PH-SJ019-7 
Acknowledged. 

PH-SJ019-8 
Please see standard response 6.5.1.  The Palo Alto and Redwood 
City sites are considered to be design options for a (single) potential 
“Mid-Peninsula” HST station. 

PH-SJ019-9 
Acknowledged.  The Authority’s preferred HST station locations do 
not include a station at Santa Clara.  The Authority does not intend 
to investigate this potential HST station option in further studies. 

PH-SJ019-10 
Acknowledged. 

PH-SJ020-1 
Please see standard response 2.1.6. 

PH-SJ021-1 
Please see standard response 2.18.1. 

PH-SJ021-2 
They are nice but not required or necessary; the ones already 
included can be considered representative, conceptual renderings; it 
may be appropriate to include additional sims at the project-level 
when specific facilities and alignments are being analyzed. 

PH-SJ022-1 
Acknowledged.  Please see standard response 6.3.1. 

PH-SJ023-1 
Please see standard response 2.18.1. 

PH-SJ024-1 
Please see standard response 2.18.1. 

PH-SJ025-1 
Acknowledged. 

PH-SJ025-2 
Acknowledged.  Please see standard response 6.3.1. 
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PH-SJ025-3 
Please see standard response 2.18.1. 

PH-SJ026-1 
Acknowledged.  Please refer to standard response 6.3.1. 

PH-SJ027-1 
Please see standard response 6.3.1. 

PH-SJ027-2 
The co-lead agencies acknowledge that this is a Program EIR/EIS 
that would be followed by project-level environmental reviews that 
assess and address site-specific issues. The purpose of the Program 
EIR/EIS is to provide sufficient information to support the decisions 
to be made at the system and corridor level.  In this regard the Co-
Lead agencies have determined that more information is required to 
provide a basis for selecting an alignment option between Merced 
and the San Francisco Bay Area.  Please see standard response 
3.15.7 regarding anticipated future reviews of alignment options  
between  the Central Valley and the Bay area and standard response 
3.15.2 regarding the more general level of review in this PEIR/S and 
the more detailed impact reviews anticipated under the project-level, 
Tier 2 studies.  The additional evaluations to be completed in these 
studies clearly will review the types of issues raised in this comment. 

PH-SJ027-3 
Please see standard response 6.3.1. 

PH-SJ027-4 
Please see standard response 2.18.1. 

PH-SJ028-1 
Please see standard response 6.3.1. 

PH-SJ029-1 
Please see standard response 6.3.1. 

PH-SJ029-2 
Please see standard responses 2.1.1 and 2.1.2. 

PH-SJ030-1 
Please see standard response 6.3.1. 

PH-SJ030-2 
Prior to revenue service, Emergency Preparedness Procedures will be 
developed in accordance with FRA regulations.  Emergency access 
and evacuation plans will be completed and approved prior to final 
design of the system.  Operating crews will be trained on these 
emergency preparedness procedures which will provide them with 
instructions on handling operating and passenger-related 
emergencies. To the extent possible, the HST infrastructure would 
be used to evacuate stranded passengers from and transport 
emergency personnel to remote locations.  Train operations would 
be halted in the event of a forest fire that threatens the safety of the 
operation.  In this case, passengers would be taken to a safe 
location and provided an alternate means of transportation. 

Regarding wildfires, most of the undeveloped areas traversed by the 
HST alignment options are hilly or mountainous terrain, which 
require tunneling and elevated structures.  These tunnels and 
structures provide substantial areas where the HST line can be 
crossed by emergency equipment fighting wildfires.  Appropriate 
crossings could also be incorporated into the HST system as it is 
designed and implemented. 

PH-SJ030-3 

Please see standard response 3.15.5. 

PH-SJ031-1 
Please see standard response 6.3.1. 
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PH-SJ032-1 
Please see standard response 2.18.1. 

PH-SJ033-1 
Please see standard response 2.18.1. 

PH-SJ033-2 
Please see standard response 6.3.1. 

PH-SJ034-1 
Please see standard response 2.18.1. 

PH-SJ035-1 
Please refer to Response 6.3.1.  Please also see standard response 
3.15.3 and standard response 3.15.4 on habitat and potential 
fragmentation. 

PH-SJ036-1 
Acknowledged.    

PH-SJ037-1 
Please see standard response 6.3.1. 

PH-SJ038-1 
While many foreign HST systems have produced outstanding safety 
records using design standards based on accident prevention, 
current Federal Railroad Administration safety regulations focus on 
accident survival for intercity passenger services.  If it is approved, 
the proposed HST system would be designed to meet the 
requirements prescribed by the FRA for HST systems operating up to 
220 mph.    It is beyond the level of detail of this program-level 
EIR/EIS process to address specific design requirements for the 
proposed HST system.   

PH-SJ038-2 
Please see standard response 2.36.1 and standard response 2.36.8.   

PH-SJ038-3 
Acknowledged.    

PH-SJ039-1 
Please see standard response 6.3.1. 

PH-SJ039-2 
Individual property impacts are not identified at the program-level of 
environmental analysis and the broad public outreach conducted was 
appropriate for preparation and review of the Draft EIR/EIS.  Notice 
to property owners that may be directly affected would occur during 
project-level environmental reviews. 

PH-SJ039-3 
Please see standard response 6.3.1. 

PH-SJ040-1 
Please see standard response 2.18.1. 

PH-SJ041-1 
Please see standard response 2.18.1. 

PH-SJ042-1 
Please see standard response 2.18.1. 

PH-SJ043-1 
Please see standard response 2.8.1.   

PH-SJ043-2 
Please see standard response 6.3.1. 
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PH-SJ043-3 
Please see Responses 2.1.1 and 2.1.2.   

PH-SJ043-4 
Please see standard response 2.18.1. 

PH-SJ044-1 
Please see standard response 6.3.1. 

PH-SJ045-1 
Please see standard response 6.3.1. 

PH-SJ046-1 
Please see standard response 2.18.1.  Please also note that in 
regards to the San Luis Reservoir Recreation Area and O’Neil 
Forebay, page III-32 of the Corridor Evaluation report states, “The 
would be visual impacts to these resources as well as to residential 
areas adjacent to the alignment”.  Previously developed information, 
including the Corridor Evaluation Report, along with new information 
was reviewed in the preparation of the Draft EIR/EIS. 

PH-SJ047-1 
Please see standard response 6.3.1. 

PH-SJ047-2 
Operating speeds may reach 220 mph through segments of the 
northern mountain crossing alignment options.  As the comment 
notes, there is a distinct change in pressure as the train enters and 
exits tunnels at these speeds.  This has been accounted for in the 
design criteria requirements for the cross-sectional area of the 
tunnel (larger cross-sectional area reduces the subsequent pressure 
change).  In addition, to avoid changes in cabin pressure that may 
be uncomfortable to passengers, it is assumed that the trainsets 
would be sealed and pressurized.  This is common practice for other 
operating HST services (i.e., Eurostar, Shinkansen, etc.). 

PH-SJ047-3 
Please see standard response 2.18.1. 

PH-SJ048-1 
Please see standard response 6.3.1. 

PH-SJ049-1 
The proposed HST would link the state’s major metropolitan areas – 
which is where the highest concentrations of people (and potential 
ridership) are now and which are expected to grow.  There would be 
a variety of HST services, including express trains where the HST 
trains may not stop between the terminus stations.  The concept of 
having a HST system with only two stops, “one at each end and 
nowhere in between,” would not meet the purpose and need 
identified for the proposed HST system since this would not “link the 
major metropolitan areas of the state. 

The amount of infrastructure needed for the HST system and 
potential operational costs are summarized in Chapter 4, Costs and 
Operations, of the Draft Program EIR/EIS.  Ridership forecasts were 
done as part of the Authority’s June 2000 Business Plan; these 
forecasts are referenced in Chapter 2, Alternatives, of the Draft 
Program EIR/EIS.  Please also see standard response 2.13.1. 

PH-SJ049-2 
HST systems have been extensively proven in regular revenue 
service throughout the world.  HST systems do not “knock over the 
vegetation” or “knock things up.”  HST systems rely on state-of-the-
art signaling and communications systems and have proven to be a 
safe and reliable form of transportation.  Modern HST system design 
includes wayside detection and monitoring systems so that any 
obstacle or break in the tracks is instantly detected.  It is also 
common practice in operating HST systems to dispatch a non-
revenue train (without passengers) over the line daily to physically 
inspect/test the status of the infrastructure, systems, and right-of-
way. 
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PH-SJ049-3 
The Authority’s June 2000 Business Plan indicates that the initial 
capital costs of the HST system would need to be largely publicly 
financed.  The ability for the HST system to have an operational 
surplus (passenger revenues exceeding operational and maintenance 
costs) is not related to the initial capital costs of the system.  In 
order to have high ridership, the HST system would have to be 
competitive as to time and price with other modes of transportation.  
The fare structure used to produce the ridership and revenue 
forecasts for the Authority’s Business Plan (low-end forecasts) was 
selected because it increased ridership (e.g., user benefits) while 
maintaining significant passenger revenue.  For purposes of analysis, 
under this fare structure, HST fares were set to equal 50% of the 
average airfare (at the time of the analysis) for travel between San 
Francisco and Los Angeles.  However, the HST system would be 
priced based upon the distance traveled, as opposed to air 
transportation within California where shorter distance intercity trips 
are often charged substantially higher rates than longer-distance 
trips between California’s major metropolitan regions.  Please also 
see standard responses 2.1.1 and 2.1.2.   

PH-SJ049-4 
To avoid changes in cabin pressure that may be uncomfortable to 
passengers, the trainsets would be sealed and pressurized.  This is 
common practice for other operating HST services (i.e. Eurostar, 
Shinkansen, etc.).   

An HST system is intended to provide a more reliable, safe, and 
convenient means of intercity travel than is currently available by 
auto or air.  Security is certainly a priority, however pending detailed 
security planning, it is anticipated that passengers will board and 
disembark in a relatively hassle-free manner as is the practice of 
intercity and commuter rail services in this country and HST systems 
worldwide.  Please see standard response 2.8.1 regarding HST 
security. 

PH-SJ050-1 
Please see standard response 3.5.3. 

PH-SJ050-2 
Acknowledged.  The purpose of the proposed HST system is to 
provide intercity travel between California’s major metropolitan 
areas.  Improvements to light rail and other transit services are the 
responsibility of other local and regional agencies and are not the 
subject of this program environmental process.  There must be a 
limited number of stations to have an effective HST system, and that 
the HST system needs to operate at high speeds between major 
cities.  However, in Europe and Japan, HST services are designed to 
allow for a variety of stopping patterns (express, skip-stop, local, 
etc.), which enable a variety of intercity markets to be served on the 
same infrastructure.  In order to effectively serve California’s “major” 
cities, intermediate stations have been designed with four tracks to 
allow for express operations.   

PH-SJ050-3 
Please see standard response 2.18.1. 

PH-SJ050-4 
Please see standard response 3.5.3. 

PH-SJ050-5 
Please see standard response 2.18.1. 

PH-SJ050-6 
Acknowledged.  HST services have been operating safely through 
tunnels for many years and without causing damage to adjacent 
property. 

PH-SJ051-1 
Acknowledged. 
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PH-SJ051-2 
Please see standard response 2.18.1. 

PH-SJ052-1 
Please see standard response 2.18.1 

PH-SJ053-1 
Please see standard response 2.18.1. 

PH-SJ054-1 
Please see standard response 2.18.1. 

PH-SJ054-2 
Please see standard response 6.3.1. 
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Comment Letter PH-SJ055 
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Comment Letter PH-SJ055 Continued 
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Response to Comments of James Webb, Jr., City of San Jose, High Speed Rail Authority, May 26, 2004 (Letter PH-
SJ055) 

PH-SJ055-1 
Acknowledged. 

PH-SJ055-2 
Please see standard response 6.3.1. 
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Response to Comments of Michael M. Honda, Zoe Lofgren, Anna Eshoo, Congress of the United States, May 26, 2004 
(Letter PH-SJ056) 

PH-SJ056-1 
Acknowledged. 

PH-SJ056-2 
Please see standard response 2.18.1. 

PH-SJ056-3 
Please see standard response 6.3.1. 

PH-SJ056-4 
Please see standard response 2.18.1. 

PH-SJ056-5 
Please see standard response 6.3.1. 
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Comment Letter PH-SJ057 
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Response to Comments of Melissa Hippard, Sierra Club, May 26, 2004 (Letter PH-SJ057) 

PH-SH057-1   
Please see standard response 2.18.1. 

PH-SJ057-2   
Please see standard response 6.3.1. 

PH-SJ057-3 
Please see standard response 2.18.1. 

PH-SJ057-4 
Please see standard response 6.3.1. 
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Comment Letter PH-SJ058 
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Response to Comments Henry W. Coe State Park (Letter PH-SJ058 and Attachment E) 

PH-SJ058-1 
Please see standard response 6.3.1. 
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Response to Comments (Letter PH-SJ059) 

PH-SJ059-1 
Attachment to PH-SJ021-2. No response needed. 
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Comment Letter PH-SJ060 Continued 
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Comment Letter PH-SJ060 Continued 
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Comment Letter PH-SJ060 Continued 
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Comment Letter PH-SJ060 Continued 
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Comment Letter PH-SJ060 Continued 
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Comment Letter PH-SJ060 Continued 
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Comment Letter PH-SJ060 Continued 



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 7-650

 

Comment Letter PH-SJ060 Continued 
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Response to Comments of Richard McDonald, May 26, 2004 (Letter PH-SJ060) 

PH-SJ060-1 
Read under PH-SJ039.  Please see PH-SJ039 for responses. Please 
see standard response 6.3.1. 
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Comment Letter PH-SJ061 
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Response to Comments of Philip D. Lively, P.E., January 20, 2004 (Letter PH-SJ061) 

PH-SJ061-1 through 5 
Read under PH-SJ007.  Please see PH-SJ007 for responses. 
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Comment Letter PH-SJ062 
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Response to Comments of John W. Scherrer, P.E., August 25, 2004 (Letter PH-SJ062) 

PH-SJ062-1 
Please see standard response 6.3.1. 



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 7-656

 

Comment Letter PH-SJ063 
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Response to Comments of Jack Sturla., August 30, 2004 (Letter PH-SJ063) 

PH-SJ063-1 
Please see standard response 6.3.1. 

PH-SJ063-2 
The minimum width of the right-of-way required for the double-
tracked HST alignment would be nearly 50 feet (15.2 m).  A 100 foot 
(30.4 meter) corridor is assumed in less developed areas to allow for 
drainage, future expansion and maintenance needs.  Additional 
right-of-way requirements are assumed in areas with variable terrain 
to allow for cut and fill slopes. 

The HST infrastructure must be completely grade-separated (no at-
grade crossings) with access controlled to prevent intrusion of other 
vehicles, animals or pedestrians onto the HSR tracks.  Crossings of 
the HST infrastructure would be made above or below the HST 
tracks.  This could be accomplished by raising or lowering a road, 
raising or lowering the HST alignment or a combination of both to 
allow the facilities to cross at different levels. 

PH-SJ063-3 
The program EIR/EIS is done at a conceptual level of detail, should 
the HST proposal move forward more detailed project specific 
studies will be required which will further define a preferred 
alignment.  Please also see standard response 6.3.1.   

An objective of A key objective of the Authority and FRA is to 
minimize impacts to wetlands and water.  To this end the Authority 
has considered all feasible and practicable alternatives in the 
Program EIR/EIS process.  The development of HST alignment and 
station options for the Draft Program EIR/EIS included an extensive 
screening analysis in which many alignment and station options were 
eliminated from further consideration due to several criteria including 
high potential for impacts on wetlands and water resources.   The 
remaining alignment and station options were analyzed in the 
Program EIR/EIS to identify and compare potential impacts, which 

resulted in the identification of a preferred system of alignment and 
station options.  In this process additional alignment and station 
options were eliminated from further consideration due to several 
criteria including high potential for impacts on wetlands and water 
resources.  Deferment of identification of specific impacts to project 
level analysis is appropriate given the level of specificity that can be 
achieved at this program level.  The additional study of the northern 
mountain crossing and the subsequent preliminary engineering and 
project level environmental review will provide further opportunities 
to avoid and minimize the potential effects to 4(f) and 6(f) 
resources, as more specificity is defined for proposed alignments and 
facilities. 

PH-SJ063-4 
Section 2.6.2 of the Draft Program EIR/EIS describes the 
“Conceptual Service Plan”.  As stated, this HST operational plan 
assumed 86 trains in each direction would be provided to serve the 
statewide intercity travel market.  Sixty-four of the trains would run 
between northern and southern California, and the remaining 22 
trains would serve shorter distance markets.  This plan assumed 66 
trains per day (serving either Southern California or Sacramento) 
each direction (132 total) would utilize the Northern Mountain 
crossing (page 6-17).  The Draft Program EIR/EIS indicates this plan 
was developed as part of the Authority’s June 2000 Business Plan 
(page 2-24).  The Business Plan includes more information regarding 
the conceptual plan, including a “Timetable Example for 2020”.  

The Authority acknowledges but disagrees with your comments 
relating to capital costs and operational costs.  Please see Chapter 4 
of the Draft Program EIR/EIS, supporting appendices, and technical 
reports for the capital cost and operational assumptions as well as 
the Authority’s Corridor Evaluation Report from 1999.  The cost 
estimates draw upon years of HST investigation in California, 
construction experience within California, and the construction and 
operational experience of HST systems in other countries. 
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Response to Comments of Leonard Conley, May 26, 2004 (Letter PH-SJ064) 

PH-SJ064-1 
Please see standard response 6.23.1. 
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Comment Letter PH-SJ065 
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Response to Comments of William J. Garbett, May 26, 2004 (Letter PH-SJ065) 

PH-SJ065-1 
Acknowledged.  The Draft Program EIR/EIS was available in hard 
copy at libraries throughout the state which were listed on the 
Authority’s website.  It is available along with about 100 technical 
reports on the Authority’s website (www.cahighspeedrail.ca.gov) 
which can be accessed at any library in the state and literally around 
the world via the internet.  Electronic versions (CDs) were sent to 
members of the public/agencies that requested copies of the 
document.  Each section of the document could be easily printed 
from the website or from the CD’s of the document.  The electronic 
distribution process made the document widely available to the 
public to a degree that simply was not possible even a few years 
ago, and in a manner that is both cost effective and sensitive to the 
environment (with the appendices, the document is over 2,000 
pages long). 
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Comment Letter PH-SJ066 
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Response to Comments of Kenneth Mackay, May 26, 2004 (Letter PH-SJ066) 

PH-SJ066-1 
Please see standard response 6.3.1. 

PH-SJ066-2 
Please see standard response 2.18.1. 
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Response to Comments of Claire Risley, May 26, 2004 (Letter PH-SJ067) 

PH-SJ067-1 
Please see standard response 6.23.1. 
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Comment Letter PH-SJ068 
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Response to Comments of Jaime Cordera, May 26, 2004 (Letter PH-SJ068) 

PH-SJ068-1 
Please see standard response 6.3.1. 
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Comment Letter PH-SJ069 
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Response to Comments of Barry Swenson, May 26, 2004 (Letter PH-SJ069) 

PH-SJ069-1 
Please see standard response 6.3.1. 
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Response to Public Hearing Comments, Los Angeles, June 23, 2004 (Comment PH-LA-2001-2012) 

PH-LA2001-1 through PH-LA2001-4 
Please see standard response 6.23.1. 

PH-LA2002-1 
Please see standard response 6.3.1. 

PH-LA2003-1 
Please refer to Response 6.3.1.  Please also see standard response 
2.35.1 in regards to locations for maintenance facilities. 

PH-LA2004-1 
Please see standard response 6.3.1. 

PH-LA2004-2 
Potential agricultural impacts are discussed in Section 3.8 
Agricultural Lands of the Program EIR/EIS.  The objective of 
maximizing the use of existing transportation corridors and rights-of-
way to the extent feasible serves to minimize potential agricultural 
impacts and impacts on the natural environment.  New corridor 
alignments and outlying station concepts throughout the Central 
Valley were eliminated primarily as a result of potential impacts on 
agricultural lands and natural resources, high potential for severance 
impacts, and the potential to contribute to development and sprawl 
and to increase development pressure on agricultural lands. 

PH-LA2005-1 
Acknowledged.  Please see standard response 1.1.33. 

PH-LA2005-2 
Please see standard response 2.35.1. 

PH-LA2005-3 
Acknowledged.  Please see standard response 1.1.33. 

PH-LA2006-1 
Acknowledged.  HST fare assumptions were made in order to 
develop ridership and revenue forecasts as part of the Authority’s 
June 2000 Business Plan (see Business Plan for more details on fare 
assumptions).  Actual HST fares have not been determined yet, but 
will need to be competitive with other modes of transportation. 

PH-LA2006-2 
Please see standard response 2.35.1 and standard response 2.18.1.  
Please see standard response 6.3.1. 

PH-LA2006-3 
Acknowledged.  HST fare assumptions were made in order to 
develop ridership and revenue forecasts as part of the Authority’s 
June 2000 Business Plan (see Business Plan for more details on fare 
assumptions).  Actual HST fares have not been determined yet, but 
will need to be competitive with other modes of transportation. 

PH-LA2007-1 
Acknowledged. 

PH-LA2007-2 
Acknowledged. 

PH-LA2008-1 
Acknowledged. 
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PH-LA2009-1 
See standard responses 3.12.1 and 10.1.14. 

The archaeological reports and studies for this project, 
Paloentological Resources Technical Evaluation and Cultural 
Resources Technical Evaluation technical reports (January 2004) for 
the Los Angeles to San Diego via Inland Empire region are available 
on the Authority’s website (www.cahighspeedrail.ca.gov) along with 
the other technical reports for the Los Angeles to San Diego via 
Inland Empire region and the other four regions investigated.  These 
two technical reports were mailed to the Pechanga Indian 
Reservation care of John Macarro (July 23, 2004). 

This program-level environmental process was done at a conceptual 
level of detail and relied upon existing available data for cultural 
resources.  There was no field review or testing for cultural 
resources.  Should the HST project move forward, field review and 
testing would be required as part of more detailed project-specific 
analysis.  In particular, the Authority will coordinate with the 
Pechanga Tribe regarding avoidance of the Exeava’Temeku village 
(located just west of the I-15/I-79 interchange).  As part of this 
program-level process, the co-lead agencies initiated consultation 
with the Native American Heritage Commission for a search of their 
Sacred Lands file and lists of Native American contacts.  The Native 
American contacts were sent letters providing information about the 
proposed project alternatives and requesting information about any 
traditional cultural properties that could be affected by the project.  
Authority staff also met with tribal representatives in a series of 
three Native American Outreach Workshops during the fall of 2003 
(Frazier Park, San Luis Recreation Area, and Temecula Community 
Center).  Following the release of the Draft Program EIR/EIS, two 
additional workshops were held (March 24, 2004, at the San Luis 
Recreation Area; and April 14, 2004, at UC-Riverside), led by the co-
lead agencies’ staff.   

The co-lead agencies will continue to work with the Pechanga Tribe 
in all subsequent phases of planning and construction of the HST 
system should the HST project move forward.  The co-lead agencies 
also will work with the Pechanga Tribe as well as other interested 
and/or potentially impacted tribes to develop appropriate mitigation 
measures.  

PH-LA2009-2 
Please see standard response 3.12.2. 

PH-LA2010-1 
Acknowledged. 

PH-LA2010-2 
Please see standard response 2.35.1. 

PH-LA2010-3 
Please see standard response 6.3.1.  Please also see standard 
response 2.35.1 in regards to the location of maintenance facilities. 

PH-LA2010-4 
Acknowledged. 

PH-LA2010-5 
Acknowledged. 

PH-LA2011-1, -3, and -4 
The primary goal of the Program EIR/EIS Section 4(f) and 6(f) 
analysis was the identification of Section 4(f) and 6(f) resources on 
or near the proposed HST and Modal Alternative alignment options, 
and analysis of the relative potential for impact of the alternatives on 
these resources.  If the HST project moves forward, potential 
alignment variations which can avoid or reduce potential impacts and 
appropriate mitigation measures would be identified in subsequent 
project-level environmental reviews. 
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The Draft Program EIR/EIS identifies “55 to 85 Section 4(f) 
properties affected,” which includes area within 150 ft [46 m] on 
each side of alignment centerline.  While this number of 4(f) 
properties may appear large, it must be considered in the context of 
a proposed HST system that would extend for more than 700 miles  
and this figure includes city parks, playgrounds, golf courses, 
recreation centers, sports complexes, duck ponds, etc., as well as 
state parks.  The goal of maximizing the use of existing 
transportation corridors and right-of-way to the extent feasible to 
minimize potential environmental impacts (including impacts to 4[f] 
and 6[f] resources) is part of the purpose and need for the proposed 
HST system.   

A considerable number of comments have been received regarding 
potential impacts to the Taylor Yard and Cornfield properties owned 
by California State Parks.  There were only two alignment options 
identified as practicable between Sylmar and Los Angeles in this 
program environmental process:  the MTA/Metrolink; and the I-
5/Metrolink.  The MTA/Metrolink alignment would potentially impact 
the periphery of Taylor Yard property, whereas the I-5/Metrolink 
alignment would bisect the Cornfield property.  Taylor Yard and the 
Cornfield site were not identified in the Section 4(f) analysis (public 
parks and recreation) of the Draft Program EIR/EIS because at the 
time of the analysis in 2002, neither site was identified as an existing 
or future park in the sources reviewed for the analysis.  However, 
since that time, the California Department of Parks and Recreation 
has initiated general plans for these two facilities.    

The MTA/Metrolink corridor is an existing rail corridor used by 
Metrolink commuter services and Amtrak intercity services.  Use of 
the MTA/Metrolink corridor offers opportunities to mitigate potential 
HST impacts (e.g. by putting the alignment underground, on aerial 
structure, or by aligning it away from sensitive resources).  The HST 
current design for the Draft Program EIR/EIS assumes that the HST 
alignment would be along San Fernando Road adjacent to Taylor 
Yards (primarily to avoid curves).  Keeping the MTA/Metrolink design 
option along the existing Metrolink right-of-way around the Taylor 
Yards area should also be considered in future studies.  In contrast 

the I-5/Metrolink alignment option would bisect the Cornfield 
property with a new, at-grade alignment.  Constructing the I-
5/Metrolink alignment underground through the Cornfield property 
would not be practical because of the need to transition to an aerial 
structure to serve the LAUS HST station site.    

The MTA/Metrolink option would have fewer potential impacts to 
local and regional parks than the Combined I-5/Metrolink option and 
was selected as the preferred option by the co-lead agencies.  The 
Combined I-5/Metrolink alignment option has the potential to impact 
Griffith Park, Elysian Park and the Cornfield property.  The Combined 
I-5/Metrolink route would also potentially impact slightly more 
biological resources than the MTA/Metrolink route.   

The preferred alignment and station locations identified by the co-
lead agencies, greatly minimizes the potential impacts on California’s 
parklands at the program-level.  For example, in the Bay Area to 
Merced region, the Hayward Line to I-880, which avoids Don 
Edwards National Wildlife Preserve, was identified as the preferred 
alignment between Oakland and San Jose.  Also further study has 
been recommended before a preferred alignment is identified for the 
northern mountain crossing of the proposed HST system, and 
alignments  through or under Henry Coe State Park are not to be 
included in that further investigation.   The SR-58/Soledad Canyon 
Corridor alignment (Antelope Valley), which avoids major parks 
(such as the Angeles and Los Padres National Forests, Fort Tejon 
Historical Park, and Pyramid Lake) is identified as the preferred 
alignment between Bakersfield and Sylmar, and between Sylmar and 
Los Angeles, the MTA/Metrolink that avoids Elysian Park is identified 
as the preferred option.  In addition, 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.  Please also see standard response 6.24.2. 
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PH-LA2011-2, -5, and -6 
Please see standard response 5.2.3 for issues related to potential 
impacts to housing, schools, infrastructure and water supply.  Also, it 
is important to note that the timeframe (year 2035) considered in 
the growth inducement and indirect impact analysis is well beyond 
the planning horizon of any currently available General Plan, and as 
such it is not possible to make non-speculative, specific conclusions 
about potential impacts related to housing and land use.  To the 
extent that information was available, a generalized analysis of land 
use and community compatibility was presented in Section 5.4.6.  

Planning for water supply and other utilities to serve new 
development would be the responsibility of local government with 
land use authority in coordination with utility providers. 

PH-LA2011-7 
See standard response 3.15.3 and see added Section 3.18 providing 
discussion of potential impacts from construction activities for a 
proposed HST system.  Also more detailed analysis would be 
provided in project-level environmental reviews, should a decision be 
made to proceed with development of a proposed HST system. 

PH-LA2012-1 
Acknowledged.  The year 2020 is used for the Authority’s ridership 
and revenue projections for the “forecast” year.  Under this 
assumption, the entire system (Bay Area, Sacramento, Central 
Valley, Los Angeles, San Diego) would be completed in 2016 and 
have over three years of operations to build ridership.  Under this 
scenario, segments of the statewide system (for example Bay Area 
to Los Angeles) could begin operations prior to 2016.  The Authority 
developed an Implementation Plan which includes an updated 
schedule for implementing the statewide HST system.  Financing for 
the construction of a HST system in California and for carrying out 
the project specific environmental studies needed for construction 
have not been established.  Previous estimates by the Authority 
concluded that once financing was established, it would take 8 to 10 
years to complete the work (environmental review, right-of-way 

acquisition, construction, start-up/testing, etc.) needed to begin HST 
operations.     

PH-LA2012-2 
Please see standard response 2.10.3 regarding the consideration and 
rejection of Maglev technology.  Please see standard response 
2.12.2 in response to your comment that steel-wheel-on-steel-rail 
technology is “outdated by 50 years.” 

In regards to the potential maximum speeds of Maglev, the FRA’s 
Maglev Deployment Program supports the development of a system 
capable of operating speeds of 240 mph (385 km/hr).  This is the 
maximum speed of the Shanghai Maglev airport connecter line that 
uses the Transrapid Maglev technology and is also the maximum 
speed that had been proposed for a Transrapid Berlin-Hamburg 
intercity Maglev line in Germany.  Central Japan Railways and 
Transrapid claim potential maximum operating speeds of 310 mph 
(500 km/hr)—these are the only potential Maglev technologies that 
have demonstrated high-speed operations in revenue service or on 
full-scale test facilities.    

The HST Alternative would have a “fully grade-separated guideway” 
(2.6.4 Performance Criteria) which is imperative for safety and 
reliability; this applies to steel-wheel-on-steel-rail technology as well 
as for Maglev technology.  Aerial structures can be used for both 
technologies at about the same cost in California.   

Alignment options (either the LOSSAN rail corridor or Interstate 5) 
for dedicated HST service from San Diego through Orange County 
were considered and rejected.  In regards to the LOSSAN rail 
corridor, Section 2.6.8 (H) states, “after review of the work of the 
Commission, recent technical reports, and comment received during 
scoping and in the screening process, the Authority and FRA 
determined to study an upgraded LOSSAN corridor to provide higher 
operating speeds but rejected a dedicated high-speed system for this 
area.  The high level of existing passenger rail, extensive existing rail 
infrastructure, and mixed rail traffic operations on this corridor, 
along with the limited existing right-of-way and sensitive coastal 



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  7-723

 

resources, make a dedicated electrified HST service infeasible for 
this corridor at this time.” (Draft Program EIR/EIS, page 2-40)  
Section 2.6.9 Alternative Alignment and Station Options Considered 
in Screening Evaluation describes the rationale behind the 
elimination of the I-5 corridor from further investigation between Los 
Angeles and San Diego.  This option was found to be impracticable 
because of extremely constrained right-of-way in the corridor and 
high construction impacts. 

PH-LA2012-3 
Acknowledged. 
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Comment Letter PH-LA2013 
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Response to Comments of Congressman Dennis Cardoza, 18th Congressional District, California, June 23, 2004 
(Letter PH-LA2013) 

PH-LA2013-1 
Acknowledged. 

PH-LA2013-2 
Acknowledged. 

PH-LA2013-3 
Please see standard response 2.35.1. 

PH-LA2013-4 
Acknowledged. 
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Comment Letter PH-LA2014 
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Response to Comments of Calvin Lee, June 23, 2004 (Letter PH-LA2014) 

PH-LA2014-1 
Acknowledged. 

PH-LA2014-2 
Please see standard response 6.23.1. 

 

 

 

 

 




