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P001-1

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-AG-02.
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P002-1

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-17.
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P003-1

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-10, FB-Response-GENERAL-14,

FB-Response-GENERAL-17, FB-Response-GENERAL-18, FB-Response-GENERAL-

24.

The purpose of project alternatives is to minimize or avoid impacts. For the Fresno to

Bakersfield Section of the HST System, alternatives were developed to reduce or avoid

the impacts associated with the BNSF Alternative. The Wasco-Shafter Bypass

Alternative avoids the communities of Wasco and Shafter, resulting in fewer noise

impacts, fewer acres of waters of the United States affected, fewer low-income and

minority communities affected, less community disruption, and fewer residential and

business displacements. However, the Wasco-Shafter Bypass Alternative would result

in a greater conversion of agricultural land to nonagricultural uses and a greater loss of

land protected under the Williamson Act than the BNSF Alternative.

P003-2

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-02, FB-Response-N&V-05.

For information on potential HST project impacts on property values, see Section 5.4.4.3

in the Community Impact Assessment Technical Report.
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P004-1

All of the Bakersfield subsection alternatives would avoid the refinery.

The purpose of project alternatives is to minimize or avoid impacts. For the Fresno to

Bakersfield Section of the HST System, alternatives were developed to reduce or avoid

the impacts associated with the BNSF Alternative. The Authority introduced the

Bakersfield Hybrid Alternative based on substantive comments received during the

public and agency review of the Draft EIR/EIS. The Bakersfield Hybrid Alternative would

require reduced speeds and would impact the overall travel times mandated by the

California State Legislature. However, this alternative would provide the advantage of

avoiding the Bakersfield High School campus and would reduce the number of religious

facilities and homes impacted in east Bakersfield. Please refer to Section 3.12,

Socioeconomics, Communities, and Environmental Justice, in the Final EIR/EIS for

more detail.
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P005-1

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-AG-02, FB-Response-SO-01.

Response to Submission P005 (Paulette Heguilustoy, August 13, 2012)
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P006-1

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-14, FB-Response-GENERAL-17,

FB-Response-SO-02.

Your opposition to the project is noted.

Noise impacts, including mitigation, are addressed in Section 3.4 of the EIR/EIS.
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P007-1

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01.
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P008-1

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-TR-01.
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P009-1

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-02, FB-Response-SO-04.

During construction, neighborhoods could experience impacts related to noise, dust, and

traffic congestion. Depending on the location of construction activities, impacts on the

neighborhoods would vary, as would the amount of time. Each of the resource chapters

in the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS (refer to Sections 3.2, Transportation; 3.3, Air

Quality and Global Climate Change; 3.4, Noise and Vibration) includes a description of

the affected environment, the project's construction impacts on that environment, and

feasible means of reducing or avoiding those impacts. Measures will be implemented to

address these impacts, which are identified and referenced in Section 3.12.11. Refer to

Section 2.8, for information about the construction approach for the alternatives.
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