
  

  

495-1

Submission 495 (Candice Adam-Medefind, Healthy House, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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Submission 495 (Candice Adam-Medefind, Healthy House, September 14, 2011) - Continued

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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495-1

See MF-Response-SOCIAL-7, MF-Response-AIR QUALITY-3 and MF-Response-

GENERAL-17.

Response to Submission 495 (Candice Adam-Medefind, Healthy House, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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499-1

499-2

 

499-2

Submission 499 (Daniel Ainslie, City of Merced, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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499-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-4 and MF-Response-GENERAL-9.

499-2

See MF-Response-GENERAL-15.

Response to Submission 499 (Daniel Ainslie, City of Merced, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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494-1

 

494-1

Submission 494 (Mr. Aja, Operating Engineers Local 3 / North Valley Labor Federation,
September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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494-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-9 MF-Response-GENERAL-19.

Response to Submission 494 (Mr. Aja, Operating Engineers Local 3 / North Valley Labor
Federation, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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323-1

Submission 323 (Adam Alvarez, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-57



323-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-10. Also see Chapter 7 Preferred Alternative of the

EIR/EIS which summarizes the relative differences between the alternatives and

identifies the Hybrid Alternative as the preferred alternative for the Merced to Fresno

Section.

Response to Submission 323 (Adam Alvarez, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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289-1

Submission 289 (David Alvernaz, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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289-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-10. Also see Chapter 7 Preferred Alternative of the

EIR/EIS which summarizes the relative differences between the alternatives and

identifies the Hybrid Alternative as the preferred alternative for the Merced to Fresno

Section.

Response to Submission 289 (David Alvernaz, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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325-1

325-2

325-3

325-4

Submission 325 (Allen Avalos, IBEW LU. 684, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-61



325-1

MF-Response-TRAFFIC-3.

Trip reduction on SR 99 caused by shifts from automobile to HST is expected to result in

a proportional decrease in automobile accidents.

325-2

See MF-Response-AQ-3.

325-3

See MF-Response-GENERAL-9.

325-4

See MF-Response-GENERAL-6.

Response to Submission 325 (Allen Avalos, IBEW LU. 684, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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278-1

Submission 278 (Grant Baker, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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278-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-10 and MF-Response-GENERAL-14. Also see Chapter 7

Preferred Alternative of the EIR/EIS which summarizes the relative differences between

the alternatives and identifies the Hybrid Alternative as the preferred alternative for the

Merced to Fresno Section.

Response to Submission 278 (Grant Baker, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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228-1

228-2

228-2

228-3

228-4

Submission 228 (Kimberly Barger, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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228-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-18.

228-2

 See MF-Response-GENERAL-4 and MF-Response-GENERAL-14.

228-3

 See MF-Response-GENERAL-18.

228-4

See MF-Response-GENERAL-13. The Authority will coodinate with local jurisdictions on

local transportaion options at stations.

As ridership increases, it will create market demand for automobile rentals to be located

in proximity to the stations. While the location of automobile rental areas is not known

and cannot be known at this point in the design of the system, it is not unreasonable to

assume that rentals will be available at some time in the future.

Response to Submission 228 (Kimberly Barger, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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540-1

Submission 540 (Kim Barger, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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540-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-19.

Response to Submission 540 (Kim Barger, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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258-1

258-1

Submission 258 (Jeanette Benson, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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258-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-2 and MF-Response-GENERAL-18.

Response to Submission 258 (Jeanette Benson, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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537-1

 

537-2

Submission 537 (Donald Bergman, Greater Merced Booster Club, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-71



537-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-10.

537-2

See MF-Response-GENERAL-10.

Response to Submission 537 (Donald Bergman, Greater Merced Booster Club, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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316-1

316-2

Submission 316 (Craig Blake, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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316-1

See MF-Response-SOCIAL-2.

316-2

See MF-Response-GENERAL-2.

Response to Submission 316 (Craig Blake, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-74



234-1

Submission 234 (Lorraine Bocks, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-75



234-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-14. Also see Chapter 7 Preferred Alternative of the

EIR/EIS which summarizes the relative differences between the alternatives and

identifies the Hybrid Alternative as the preferred alternative for the Merced to Fresno

Section.

Response to Submission 234 (Lorraine Bocks, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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526-1

526-2

Submission 526 (Lee Booz, Greater High-Speed Rail Committee, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-77



  

 

Submission 526 (Lee Booz, Greater High-Speed Rail Committee, September 14, 2011) - Continued

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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526-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-2, MF-Response-GENERAL-4, and MF-Response-

GENERAL-10.

526-2

See MF-Response-GENERAL-20.

Response to Submission 526 (Lee Booz, Greater High-Speed Rail Committee, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-79



211-1

Submission 211 (Miloin Bosnar, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-80



211-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-10. Also see Chapter 7 Preferred Alternative of the

EIR/EIS which summarizes the relative differences between the alternatives and

identifies the Hybrid Alternative as the preferred alternative for the Merced to Fresno

Section.

Response to Submission 211 (Miloin Bosnar, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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212-1

Submission 212 (Mark Bowden, IBEW LU. 684, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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212-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-9.

Response to Submission 212 (Mark Bowden, IBEW LU. 684, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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503-1

 

 

Submission 503 (Mark Bowden, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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503-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-9.

Response to Submission 503 (Mark Bowden, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-85



237-1

Submission 237 (Lowell Glen Bradford, Bradford Farms, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-86



237-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-14. Also see Chapter 7 Preferred Alternative of the

EIR/EIS which summarizes the relative differences between the alternatives and

identifies the Hybrid Alternative as the preferred alternative for the Merced to Fresno

Section.

Response to Submission 237 (Lowell Glen Bradford, Bradford Farms, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-87



326-1

326-2

Submission 326 (Audrey Bradford, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-88



326-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-10. Also see Chapter 7 Preferred Alternative of the

EIR/EIS which summarizes the relative differences between the alternatives and

identifies the Hybrid Alternative as the preferred alternative for the Merced to Fresno

Section.

326-2

See MF-Response-GENERAL-14.

Response to Submission 326 (Audrey Bradford, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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262-1

Submission 262 (Jan Bradley, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-90



262-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-10. Also see Chapter 7 Preferred Alternative of the

EIR/EIS which summarizes the relative differences between the alternatives and

identifies the Hybrid Alternative as the preferred alternative for the Merced to Fresno

Section.

Response to Submission 262 (Jan Bradley, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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513-1

513-2

Submission 513 (John Bramble, City of Merced, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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513-2

513-3

Submission 513 (John Bramble, City of Merced, September 14, 2011) - Continued

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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513-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-10.

513-2

See MF-Response-GENERAL-19.

513-3

See MF-Response-GENERAL-20.

Response to Submission 513 (John Bramble, City of Merced, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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307-1

307-2

Submission 307 (Bill and Wendy Bright, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-95



307-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-10. Also see Chapter 7 Preferred Alternative of the

EIR/EIS which summarizes the relative differences between the alternatives and

identifies the Hybrid Alternative as the preferred alternative for the Merced to Fresno

Section.

307-2

See MF-Response-GENERAL-2 and MF-Response-GENERAL-4.

Response to Submission 307 (Bill and Wendy Bright, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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162-1

Submission 162 (William Brown, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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162-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-10 and MF-Response-GENERAL-2. Also see Chapter 7

Preferred Alternative of the EIR/EIS which summarizes the relative differences between

the alternatives and identifies the Hybrid Alternative as the preferred alternative for the

Merced to Fresno Section.

Response to Submission 162 (William Brown, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-98



163-1

Submission 163 (Wendell Brown, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-99



163-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-10. Also see Chapter 7 Preferred Alternative of the

EIR/EIS which summarizes the relative differences between the alternatives and

identifies the Hybrid Alternative as the preferred alternative for the Merced to Fresno

Section.

Response to Submission 163 (Wendell Brown, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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294-1

Submission 294 (Darrold Brummell, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-101



294-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-14. Also see Chapter 7 Preferred Alternative of the

EIR/EIS which summarizes the relative differences between the alternatives and

identifies the Hybrid Alternative as the preferred alternative for the Merced to Fresno

Section.

Response to Submission 294 (Darrold Brummell, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-102



238-1

Submission 238 (Laverne Caldeira, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-103



238-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-10. The Authority is responsible for balancing the

requirements of Proposition 1A to both stay within existing corridors where feasible and

yet minimize impacts on residents, natural areas, and agricultural areas  For example,

because of the design requirements of the HST system, staying within existing corridors

through some areas would require greater acquisition of homes and businesses and

greater noise impacts than alignments that bypass those areas. The alternative

alignments reflect that balance.

Response to Submission 238 (Laverne Caldeira, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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317-1

317-2

317-3

Submission 317 (Christina S. Cano, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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317-1

See MF-Response-SOCIAL-4, MF-Response-AQ-3, MF-Response-NOISE-4 and MF-

Response-TRAFFIC-1.

317-2

See MF-Response-AQ-1.

317-3

See MF-Response-Traffic-5.

Limits on parking in neighborhoods or business districts adjacent to stations will be the

responsibility of the city within whose jurisdiction the station lies. Parking is expected to

be developed over time in phases, as demand increases and will be responsive to

development around the stations such as transit-oriented developments, as well as

future expansion of local transit links at multi-modal stations, that may reduce actual

demand. Section 2.5.3 Ridership and Station Area Parking in the EIR/EIS explains how

the Authority will have a flexible approach to providing the necessary parking at stations

Response to Submission 317 (Christina S. Cano, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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515-2

Submission 515 (Christina Cano, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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515-1

See MF-Response-AQ-1.

515-2

See MF-Response-SOCIAL-4.

Response to Submission 515 (Christina Cano, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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308-1

308-2

Submission 308 (Benito S. Cantu Jr., September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-109



308-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-10. Also see Chapter 7 Preferred Alternative of the

EIR/EIS which summarizes the relative differences between the alternatives and

identifies the Hybrid Alternative as the preferred alternative for the Merced to Fresno

Section.

308-2

See MF-Response-GENERAL-10.

Response to Submission 308 (Benito S. Cantu Jr., September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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528-1

Submission 528 (John Cardenas, Yosemit Gateway Railway Museum, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-111



528-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-10.

Response to Submission 528 (John Cardenas, Yosemit Gateway Railway Museum, September
14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-112



  

  

519-1

519-2

519-3

Submission 519 (Mr. Carlisle, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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Submission 519 (Mr. Carlisle, September 14, 2011) - Continued

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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519-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-19.

519-2

See MF-Response-GENERAL-15 and MF-Response-GENERAL-20.

519-3

See MF-Response-GENERAL-4.

Response to Submission 519 (Mr. Carlisle, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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213-1

Submission 213 (Margarita Carrillo, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-116



213-1

See  MF-Response-GENERAL-10. Also see Chapter 7 Preferred Alternative of the

EIR/EIS which summarizes the relative differences between the alternatives and

identifies the Hybrid Alternative as the preferred alternative for the Merced to Fresno

Section.

Response to Submission 213 (Margarita Carrillo, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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239-1

Submission 239 (Lauriano Carrillo, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-118



239-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-10. Also see Chapter 7 Preferred Alternative of the

EIR/EIS which summarizes the relative differences between the alternatives and

identifies the Hybrid Alternative as the preferred alternative for the Merced to Fresno

Section.

Response to Submission 239 (Lauriano Carrillo, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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309-1

Submission 309 (Bessie Castillo, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-120



309-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-10. Also see Chapter 7 Preferred Alternative of the

EIR/EIS which summarizes the relative differences between the alternatives and

identifies the Hybrid Alternative as the preferred alternative for the Merced to Fresno

Section.

Response to Submission 309 (Bessie Castillo, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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514-1

Submission 514 (Alvin Cha, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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514-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-9.

Response to Submission 514 (Alvin Cha, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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290-1

Submission 290 (Don and Dolares Clinton, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-124



290-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-10. Also see Chapter 7 Preferred Alternative of the

EIR/EIS which summarizes the relative differences between the alternatives and

identifies the Hybrid Alternative as the preferred alternative for the Merced to Fresno

Section.

Response to Submission 290 (Don and Dolares Clinton, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-125



310-1

Submission 310 (Barbara Conley, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-126



310-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-10. Also see Chapter 7 Preferred Alternative of the

EIR/EIS which summarizes the relative differences between the alternatives and

identifies the Hybrid Alternative as the preferred alternative for the Merced to Fresno

Section.

Response to Submission 310 (Barbara Conley, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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295-1

Submission 295 (Daniel L. Contreras, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-128



295-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-10. Also see Chapter 7 Preferred Alternative of the

EIR/EIS which summarizes the relative differences between the alternatives and

identifies the Hybrid Alternative as the preferred alternative for the Merced to Fresno

Section.

Response to Submission 295 (Daniel L. Contreras, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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161-1

Submission 161 (William Costa Jr, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-130



161-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-10. Also see Chapter 7 Preferred Alternative of the

EIR/EIS which summarizes the relative differences between the alternatives and

identifies the Hybrid Alternative as the preferred alternative for the Merced to Fresno

Section.

Response to Submission 161 (William Costa Jr, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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209-1

Submission 209 (Nancy and Robert Cromie, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-132



209-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-14. Also see Chapter 7 Preferred Alternative of the

EIR/EIS which summarizes the relative differences between the alternatives and

identifies the Hybrid Alternative as the preferred alternative for the Merced to Fresno

Section.

Response to Submission 209 (Nancy and Robert Cromie, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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488-1

488-2

Submission 488 (DeeDee D'Adamo (on behalf of Congressman Cardoza), 18th Congressional
District, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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488-2

 

Submission 488 (DeeDee D'Adamo (on behalf of Congressman Cardoza), 18th Congressional
District, September 14, 2011) - Continued

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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488-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-9

488-2

See MF-Response-GENERAL-2 and MF-Response-GENERAL-15.

Response to Submission 488 (DeeDee D'Adamo (on behalf of Congressman Cardoza), 18th
Congressional District, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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318-1

Submission 318 (Christine Davis, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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318-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-10. Also see Chapter 7 Preferred Alternative of the

EIR/EIS which summarizes the relative differences between the alternatives and

identifies the Hybrid Alternative as the preferred alternative for the Merced to Fresno

Section.

Response to Submission 318 (Christine Davis, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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264-1

Submission 264 (Edward De Jager, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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264-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-10 and See MF-Response-GENERAL-4. Also see

Chapter 7 Preferred Alternative of the EIR/EIS which summarizes the relative

differences between the alternatives and identifies the Hybrid Alternative as the

preferred alternative for the Merced to Fresno Section.

Response to Submission 264 (Edward De Jager, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-140



187-1

Submission 187 (Richard DeBush, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-141



187-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-10. Also see Chapter 7 Preferred Alternative of the

EIR/EIS which summarizes the relative differences between the alternatives and

identifies the Hybrid Alternative as the preferred alternative for the Merced to Fresno

Section.

Response to Submission 187 (Richard DeBush, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-142



197-1

Submission 197 (Steve and Sandy Del Real, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-143



197-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-10. Also see Chapter 7 Preferred Alternative of the

EIR/EIS which summarizes the relative differences between the alternatives and

identifies the Hybrid Alternative as the preferred alternative for the Merced to Fresno

Section.

Response to Submission 197 (Steve and Sandy Del Real, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-144



328-1

Submission 328 (Alice Diaz, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-145



328-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-10. Also see Chapter 7 Preferred Alternative of the

EIR/EIS which summarizes the relative differences between the alternatives and

identifies the Hybrid Alternative as the preferred alternative for the Merced to Fresno

Section.

Response to Submission 328 (Alice Diaz, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-146



 

524-1

Submission 524 (Anthony Dilloee, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-147



524-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-9.

Response to Submission 524 (Anthony Dilloee, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-148



272-1

272-2

Submission 272 (Frederick Drayer, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-149



272-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-10. Also see Chapter 7 Preferred Alternative of the

EIR/EIS which summarizes the relative differences between the alternatives and

identifies the Hybrid Alternative as the preferred alternative for the Merced to Fresno

Section.

272-2

See MF-Response-GENERAL-14.

Response to Submission 272 (Frederick Drayer, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-150



 

 

 

523-1

Submission 523 (Sean Duffy, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-151



523-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-9.

Response to Submission 523 (Sean Duffy, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-152



  

509-1

 

509-2

Submission 509 (Tovany Duran, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-153



509-1

See MF-Response-SOCIAL-4, MF-Response-AQ-6, and MF-Response-SOCIAL-1.

509-2

See MF-Response-SOCIAL-1.

Response to Submission 509 (Tovany Duran, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-154



280-1

Submission 280 (George Eason, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-155



280-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-10. Also see Chapter 7 Preferred Alternative of the

EIR/EIS which summarizes the relative differences between the alternatives and

identifies the Hybrid Alternative as the preferred alternative for the Merced to Fresno

Section.

Response to Submission 280 (George Eason, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-156



  

498-1

 

 

 

 

 

Submission 498 (Clifford Eastman, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-157



498-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-2.

Response to Submission 498 (Clifford Eastman, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-158



260-1

Submission 260 (John Farnsworth, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-159



260-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-10. Also see Chapter 7 Preferred Alternative of the

EIR/EIS which summarizes the relative differences between the alternatives and

identifies the Hybrid Alternative as the preferred alternative for the Merced to Fresno

Section.

Response to Submission 260 (John Farnsworth, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-160



184-1

Submission 184 (Rick and Mary Ferney, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-161



184-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-14. Also see Chapter 7 Preferred Alternative of the

EIR/EIS which summarizes the relative differences between the alternatives and

identifies the Hybrid Alternative as the preferred alternative for the Merced to Fresno

Section.

Response to Submission 184 (Rick and Mary Ferney, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-162



  

530-1

530-2

 

530-3

Submission 530 (Jaquelyn Flanagan, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-163



530-1

The traffic count data presented in the DEIR was compared with traffic counts presented

in the Madera County Traffic Monitoring Program (that conducts traffic counts at

different times of the year) and found to be generally consistent. Moreover,  in addition

to the traffic counts, other factors such as additional travel due to road closures were

used in the evaluation

530-2

See MF-Response-GENERAL-10.

530-3

See MF-Response-GENERAL-15.

Response to Submission 530 (Jaquelyn Flanagan, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-164



205-1

205-2

205-3

205-4

Submission 205 (Olivia Flores, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-165



205-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-10. Also see Chapter 7 Preferred Alternative of the

EIR/EIS which summarizes the relative differences between the alternatives and

identifies the Hybrid Alternative as the preferred alternative for the Merced to Fresno

Section.

205-2

See MF-Response-GENERAL-10.

205-3

See MF-Response-AGRICULTURE-1.

205-4

See MF-Response-WATER-4.

Response to Submission 205 (Olivia Flores, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-166



203-1

Submission 203 (Pablo Flores, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-167



203-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-10 and MF-Response-S&S-4. Also see Chapter 7

Preferred Alternative of the EIR/EIS which summarizes the relative differences between

the alternatives and identifies the Hybrid Alternative as the preferred alternative for the

Merced to Fresno Section.

Response to Submission 203 (Pablo Flores, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-168



  

492-1

 

492-1

Submission 492 (Jack Gallagher, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-169



492-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-14.

Response to Submission 492 (Jack Gallagher, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-170



198-1

Submission 198 (Sharon Gallaway, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-171



198-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-10 and MF-Response-GENERAL-14. Also see Chapter 7

Preferred Alternative of the EIR/EIS which summarizes the relative differences between

the alternatives and identifies the Hybrid Alternative as the preferred alternative for the

Merced to Fresno Section.

Response to Submission 198 (Sharon Gallaway, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-172



 

 

 

542-1

Submission 542 (Lori Gallo, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-173



542-1

Operation of the project is expected to have a net regional emission decrease, therefore,

will result in air quality benefits. Construction emissions would be temporary and cease

once the construction phase is completed. Refer to Section 3.3.5 for details on air

quality impacts.

Mitigation measures proposed for the HST construction will be committed and

implemented by the project. No mitigation burden goes to the industries and residents in

the area.

Response to Submission 542 (Lori Gallo, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-174



330-1

Submission 330 (Albort Gedrimas, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-175



330-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-10.

Response to Submission 330 (Albort Gedrimas, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-176



210-1

210-2

Submission 210 (Maria and Mario Giampaoli, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-177



210-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-10. Also see Chapter 7 Preferred Alternative of the

EIR/EIS which summarizes the relative differences between the alternatives and

identifies the Hybrid Alternative as the preferred alternative for the Merced to Fresno

Section.

210-2

See MF-Response-GENERAL-2.

Response to Submission 210 (Maria and Mario Giampaoli, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-178



277-1

Submission 277 (Gary and Julie Giampaoli, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-179



277-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-10 and MF-Response-GENERAL-14. Also see Chapter 7

Preferred Alternative of the EIR/EIS which summarizes the relative differences between

the alternatives and identifies the Hybrid Alternative as the preferred alternative for the

Merced to Fresno Section.

Response to Submission 277 (Gary and Julie Giampaoli, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-180



291-1

Submission 291 (David and Josephine Giampaoli, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-181



291-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-10. Also see Chapter 7 Preferred Alternative of the

EIR/EIS which summarizes the relative differences between the alternatives and

identifies the Hybrid Alternative as the preferred alternative for the Merced to Fresno

Section.

Response to Submission 291 (David and Josephine Giampaoli, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-182



  

527-1

 

527-1

Submission 527 (Maria Giampaoli, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-183



527-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-10.

Response to Submission 527 (Maria Giampaoli, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-184



311-1

Submission 311 (Blair Gladwin, Passion Fruit Farms, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-185



311-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-10. Also see Chapter 7 Preferred Alternative of the

EIR/EIS which summarizes the relative differences between the alternatives and

identifies the Hybrid Alternative as the preferred alternative for the Merced to Fresno

Section.

Response to Submission 311 (Blair Gladwin, Passion Fruit Farms, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-186



320-1

Submission 320 (Conrad Gloria, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-187



320-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-9. Also see Chapter 7 Preferred Alternative of the

EIR/EIS which summarizes the relative differences between the alternatives and

identifies the Hybrid Alternative as the preferred alternative for the Merced to Fresno

Section.

Response to Submission 320 (Conrad Gloria, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-188



208-1

Submission 208 (Neil Gonella, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-189



208-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-14. Also see Chapter 7 Preferred Alternative of the

EIR/EIS which summarizes the relative differences between the alternatives and

identifies the Hybrid Alternative as the preferred alternative for the Merced to Fresno

Section.

Response to Submission 208 (Neil Gonella, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-190



  

506-1

  

506-1

506-2

Submission 506 (Adam Gray, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-191



 

Submission 506 (Adam Gray, September 14, 2011) - Continued

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-192



506-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-9.

506-2

See MF-Response-GENERAL-4.

Response to Submission 506 (Adam Gray, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-193



 

511-1

Submission 511 (David Gray, Democrats at UC Merced, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-194



511-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-9.

Response to Submission 511 (David Gray, Democrats at UC Merced, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-195



298-1

Submission 298 (David Green, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-196



298-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-10. Also see Chapter 7 Preferred Alternative of the

EIR/EIS which summarizes the relative differences between the alternatives and

identifies the Hybrid Alternative as the preferred alternative for the Merced to Fresno

Section.

Response to Submission 298 (David Green, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-197



202-1

Submission 202 (Philip Grigsby, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-198



202-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-14. Also see Chapter 7 Preferred Alternative of the

EIR/EIS which summarizes the relative differences between the alternatives and

identifies the Hybrid Alternative as the preferred alternative for the Merced to Fresno

Section.

Response to Submission 202 (Philip Grigsby, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-199



 

  

487-1

 

 

 

487-1

Submission 487 (Dipu Gupta, University of California at Merced, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-200



487-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-9.

Response to Submission 487 (Dipu Gupta, University of California at Merced, September
14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-201



  

  

539-1

Submission 539 (Hibal Halabi, Democrats of UC Merced, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-202



 

539-1

Submission 539 (Hibal Halabi, Democrats of UC Merced, September 14, 2011) - Continued

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-203



539-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-9.

Response to Submission 539 (Hibal Halabi, Democrats of UC Merced, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-204



199-1

Submission 199 (Scott Hall, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-205



199-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-14. Also see Chapter 7 Preferred Alternative of the

EIR/EIS which summarizes the relative differences between the alternatives and

identifies the Hybrid Alternative as the preferred alternative for the Merced to Fresno

Section.

Response to Submission 199 (Scott Hall, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-206



275-1

Submission 275 (Glen and Beverly Harmon, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-207



275-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-10 and MF-Response-GENERAL-2. Also see Chapter 7

Preferred Alternative of the EIR/EIS which summarizes the relative differences between

the alternatives and identifies the Hybrid Alternative as the preferred alternative for the

Merced to Fresno Section.

Response to Submission 275 (Glen and Beverly Harmon, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-208



  

 

543-1

Submission 543 (Jeff Hawks, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-209



 

543-2

Submission 543 (Jeff Hawks, September 14, 2011) - Continued

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-210



543-1

See MF-Response-WATER-1, MF-Response-WATER-4 and MF-Response-GENERAL-

6. The HST project would benefit residents in the Central Valley as well as the

metropolitan areas of San Francisco and Los Angeles. The project would result in

benefits from improved air quality for residents in the Central Valley and improved travel

times between all areas. The HST would also provide new employment opportunities

during construction and operation as described in Section 3.18, Regional Growth.  The

CAHSR 2012 Business Plan provides information on the fares for the HST.

543-2

See MF-Response-GENERAL-4.

Response to Submission 543 (Jeff Hawks, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-211



  

 

 

 

496-1

Submission 496 (Adrian Hernandez, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-212



496-1

See MF-Response-AQ-1 and MF-Response-SOCIAL-4.

Response to Submission 496 (Adrian Hernandez, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-213



 

518-1

Submission 518 (Gloria Hernandez, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-214



518-1

See MF-Response-AQ-1.

Response to Submission 518 (Gloria Hernandez, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-215



179-1

Submission 179 (Tak Way Ho, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-216



179-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-10. Also see Chapter 7 Preferred Alternative of the

EIR/EIS which summarizes the relative differences between the alternatives and

identifies the Hybrid Alternative as the preferred alternative for the Merced to Fresno

Section.

Response to Submission 179 (Tak Way Ho, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-217



300-1

Submission 300 (Don Hughes, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-218



300-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-15.

Response to Submission 300 (Don Hughes, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-219



188-1

Submission 188 (Rosie Ibrahimi, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-220



188-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-10. Also see Chapter 7 Preferred Alternative of the

EIR/EIS which summarizes the relative differences between the alternatives and

identifies the Hybrid Alternative as the preferred alternative for the Merced to Fresno

Section.

Response to Submission 188 (Rosie Ibrahimi, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-221



214-1

Submission 214 (Margarita Iniguez, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-222



214-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-10. Also see Chapter 7 Preferred Alternative of the

EIR/EIS which summarizes the relative differences between the alternatives and

identifies the Hybrid Alternative as the preferred alternative for the Merced to Fresno

Section.

Response to Submission 214 (Margarita Iniguez, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-223



259-1

Submission 259 (Jean Jackson, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-224



259-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-10 and MF-Response-GENERAL-14. Also see Chapter 7

Preferred Alternative of the EIR/EIS which summarizes the relative differences between

the alternatives and identifies the Hybrid Alternative as the preferred alternative for the

Merced to Fresno Section.

Response to Submission 259 (Jean Jackson, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-225



189-1

Submission 189 (Richard, Mr. and Mrs. Jacobsen, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-226



189-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-10. Also see Chapter 7 Preferred Alternative of the

EIR/EIS which summarizes the relative differences between the alternatives and

identifies the Hybrid Alternative as the preferred alternative for the Merced to Fresno

Section.

Response to Submission 189 (Richard, Mr. and Mrs. Jacobsen, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-227



301-1

301-2

Submission 301 (Daryl Jordan, City of Merced, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-228



301-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-10.

301-2

Our traffic analysis shows that the project design, and traffic mitigation measures, in

downtown Merced are feasible and will mitigate impacts to acceptable levels, without

secondary significant impacts.  However, as construction in the Merced area is not

imminent, we will continue to work closely with the City of Merced to refine and improve

the design, as appropriate, to ensure an adequate level of mitigation is provided that is

consistent with the measures defined in the EIR/EIS.

Response to Submission 301 (Daryl Jordan, City of Merced, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-229



190-1

Submission 190 (Russell Kahl, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-230



190-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-10. Also see Chapter 7 Preferred Alternative of the

EIR/EIS which summarizes the relative differences between the alternatives and

identifies the Hybrid Alternative as the preferred alternative for the Merced to Fresno

Section.

Response to Submission 190 (Russell Kahl, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-231



281-1

Submission 281 (Henry G. Kelsey, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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281-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-10. Also see Chapter 7 Preferred Alternative of the

EIR/EIS which summarizes the relative differences between the alternatives and

identifies the Hybrid Alternative as the preferred alternative for the Merced to Fresno

Section.

Response to Submission 281 (Henry G. Kelsey, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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490-1

Submission 490 (Wayne Kepford, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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490-1

California’s HST system includes three types of maintenance facilities; maintenance-of-

way, HST heavy maintenance, and overnight layover and servicing facilities.  Refer to

the EIR/EIS, Section 2.2.9 Maintenance Facilities for a complete description, and

Section 2.4 Alignment, Station and Heavy Maintenance Facility Alternatives Evaluated in

the Project EIR/EIS.

Response to Submission 490 (Wayne Kepford, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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191-1

191-2

Submission 191 (Richard Kilgore, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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191-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-10 and MF-Response-GENERAL-2. As discussed in the

latter master response, SR 99 is not designed for travel at the speed of the HST and is

not a viable alternative because of those physical limitations. Also see Chapter 7

Preferred Alternative of the EIR/EIS which summarizes the relative differences between

the alternatives and identifies the Hybrid Alternative as the preferred alternative for the

Merced to Fresno Section.

191-2

The design criteria for  the HST must maintain extremely straight lines to maintain safety

at such high speeds. Curvatures, both horizontal and vertical require miles of transition.

Small undulations, as using the south bound lanes for portions are not efficient for this

track design. The Authority is collaborating with Caltrans on design development and

looking for opportunities to minimize right of way acquisition.

Response to Submission 191 (Richard Kilgore, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
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501-1

501-2

Submission 501 (Daniel Krause, Californians for High Speed Rail, September 14, 2011)
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501-3

501-4

Submission 501 (Daniel Krause, Californians for High Speed Rail, September 14, 2011) - Continued
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501-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-9, MF-Response-GENERAL-18, and MF-Response-

GENERAL-19.

501-2

See MF-Response-SOCIAL-1 and  MF-Response-SOCIAL-7.

501-3

See MF-Response-GENERAL-9.

501-4

See MF-Response-GENERAL-15.

Response to Submission 501 (Daniel Krause, Californians for High Speed Rail, September
14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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331-1

Submission 331 (Anna Kuniyoshi, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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331-1

According to mapping by the California Geological Survey (CGS) (2009) and the U.S.

Geological Survey (USGS) and CGS (2009, 2010), there are no active or potentially

active faults located adjacent to or transecting the alignments, or within a 25-mile radius

of the project, as shown in Figure 3.9-4 of the EIR/EIS. The fault along Mariposa Way

was not mapped as an active or potentially active fault by CGS (2009) or USGS

and CGS (2009, 2010); therefore, if it exists, the fault noted in the comment may be an

inactive fault that has been inferred from past geologic studies. Inactive faults are faults

that have caused earthquakes in the past, but not for over 1.6 million years. They are

not considered to be the source of seismic events that cause ground displacement or

ground shaking and therefore would not represent a hazard to the project. According to

mapping by the Division of Oil, Gas, and Geothermal Resources (DOGGR 2001), there

are no oil or gas fields mapped within 2 miles of the alignments; therefore, natural gas

would likely not occur in the inactive fault noted in the comment.

Also see Chapter 7 Preferred Alternative of the EIR/EIS which summarizes the relative

differences between the alternatives and identifies the Hybrid Alternative as the

preferred alternative for the Merced to Fresno Section.

Response to Submission 331 (Anna Kuniyoshi, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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512-1

512-2

Submission 512 (Ms. Lashbrook, East Merced Resource Conservation District, September
14, 2011)
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512-2

512-3

Submission 512 (Ms. Lashbrook, East Merced Resource Conservation District, September
14, 2011) - Continued

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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512-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-4.

512-2

See MF-Response-GENERAL-10.

512-3

See MF-Response-GENERAL-19. It has not been determined where the trains, which

represent a relatively small percentage of the high-speed train project’s overall costs,

will be built.  Currently, no American company manufactures high-speed trains, though

there are companies in France, Spain, Italy, Germany, Japan, China and Korea that

possess high-speed train technology and do manufacture trains. The U.S. Department

of Transportation, of which the Federal Railroad Administration is a part, has a strict

“Buy America” requirement for high-speed rail projects that ensures that U.S.

manufacturers and workers will receive the maximum economic benefits from this

federal investment. In 2009, Transportation Secretary Ray LaHood secured a

commitment from 30 foreign and domestic rail manufacturers to employ American

workers and locate or expand their operations in the U.S. if they are selected for high-

speed-rail contracts.

Response to Submission 512 (Ms. Lashbrook, East Merced Resource Conservation District,
September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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215-1

215-2

Submission 215 (Markarian Laura, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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215-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-10. Also see Chapter 7 Preferred Alternative of the

EIR/EIS which summarizes the relative differences between the alternatives and

identifies the Hybrid Alternative as the preferred alternative for the Merced to Fresno

Section.

215-2

MF-Response-GENERAL-10 and MF-Response-GENERAL-18.

Response to Submission 215 (Markarian Laura, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
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246-1

Submission 246 (Jack Lefler, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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246-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-10. Also see Chapter 7 Preferred Alternative of the

EIR/EIS which summarizes the relative differences between the alternatives and

identifies the Hybrid Alternative as the preferred alternative for the Merced to Fresno

Section.

Response to Submission 246 (Jack Lefler, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
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216-1

Submission 216 (Milton Lemus, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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216-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-10. Also see Chapter 7 Preferred Alternative of the

EIR/EIS which summarizes the relative differences between the alternatives and

identifies the Hybrid Alternative as the preferred alternative for the Merced to Fresno

Section.

Response to Submission 216 (Milton Lemus, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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293-1

Submission 293 (Daniel and Rhonda Lis, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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293-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-10. Also see Chapter 7 Preferred Alternative of the

EIR/EIS which summarizes the relative differences between the alternatives and

identifies the Hybrid Alternative as the preferred alternative for the Merced to Fresno

Section.

Response to Submission 293 (Daniel and Rhonda Lis, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
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332-1

Submission 332 (Agnes Liwker, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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332-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-10. Also see Chapter 7 Preferred Alternative of the

EIR/EIS which summarizes the relative differences between the alternatives and

identifies the Hybrid Alternative as the preferred alternative for the Merced to Fresno

Section.

Response to Submission 332 (Agnes Liwker, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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247-1

Submission 247 (Judy Lorenz, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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247-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-10. Also see Chapter 7 Preferred Alternative of the

EIR/EIS which summarizes the relative differences between the alternatives and

identifies the Hybrid Alternative as the preferred alternative for the Merced to Fresno

Section.

Response to Submission 247 (Judy Lorenz, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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267-1

267-2

Submission 267 (Elaine Luker, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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267-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-10. Also see Chapter 7 Preferred Alternative of the

EIR/EIS which summarizes the relative differences between the alternatives and

identifies the Hybrid Alternative as the preferred alternative for the Merced to Fresno

Section.

267-2

See MF-Response-GENERAL-14.

Response to Submission 267 (Elaine Luker, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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218-1

218-2

Submission 218 (Mike Marchini, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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218-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-10. Also see Chapter 7 Preferred Alternative of the

EIR/EIS which summarizes the relative differences between the alternatives and

identifies the Hybrid Alternative as the preferred alternative for the Merced to Fresno

Section.

218-2

See MF-Response-GENERAL-14

Response to Submission 218 (Mike Marchini, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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219-1

Submission 219 (Mare Marchini, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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219-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-14. Also see Chapter 7 Preferred Alternative of the

EIR/EIS which summarizes the relative differences between the alternatives and

identifies the Hybrid Alternative as the preferred alternative for the Merced to Fresno

Section.

Response to Submission 219 (Mare Marchini, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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250-1

Submission 250 (Jeff and Stephanie Marchini, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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250-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-10. Also see Chapter 7 Preferred Alternative of the

EIR/EIS which summarizes the relative differences between the alternatives and

identifies the Hybrid Alternative as the preferred alternative for the Merced to Fresno

Section.

Response to Submission 250 (Jeff and Stephanie Marchini, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-265



 

 

505-1

505-2  

Submission 505 (Jeff Marchini, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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505-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-2 and MF-Response-GENERAL-10.

505-2

See MF-Response-GENERAL-10.

Response to Submission 505 (Jeff Marchini, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-267



  

510-1

 

510-2

Submission 510 (Joe Marchini, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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510-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-9 and MF-Response-GENERAL-4.

510-2

See MF-Response-GENERAL-9 and MF-Response-GENERAL-4.

Response to Submission 510 (Joe Marchini, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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306-1

Submission 306 (Dwetta Martin, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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306-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-10. Also see Chapter 7 Preferred Alternative of the

EIR/EIS which summarizes the relative differences between the alternatives and

identifies the Hybrid Alternative as the preferred alternative for the Merced to Fresno

Section.

Response to Submission 306 (Dwetta Martin, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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522-1

Submission 522 (Monica Martinez, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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522-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-9.

Response to Submission 522 (Monica Martinez, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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251-1

Submission 251 (John Mcgill, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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251-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-10. Also see Chapter 7 Preferred Alternative of the

EIR/EIS which summarizes the relative differences between the alternatives and

identifies the Hybrid Alternative as the preferred alternative for the Merced to Fresno

Section.

Response to Submission 251 (John Mcgill, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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312-1

Submission 312 (Brenda McQuollen, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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312-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-10. Also see Chapter 7 Preferred Alternative of the

EIR/EIS which summarizes the relative differences between the alternatives and

identifies the Hybrid Alternative as the preferred alternative for the Merced to Fresno

Section.

Response to Submission 312 (Brenda McQuollen, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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221-1

Submission 221 (Maynard Melin, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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221-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-10. Also see Chapter 7 Preferred Alternative of the

EIR/EIS which summarizes the relative differences between the alternatives and

identifies the Hybrid Alternative as the preferred alternative for the Merced to Fresno

Section.

Response to Submission 221 (Maynard Melin, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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240-1

Submission 240 (Lynda Miranda, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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240-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-14. Also see Chapter 7 Preferred Alternative of the

EIR/EIS which summarizes the relative differences between the alternatives and

identifies the Hybrid Alternative as the preferred alternative for the Merced to Fresno

Section.

Response to Submission 240 (Lynda Miranda, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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521-1

Submission 521 (Maria Mora, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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521-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-9.

Response to Submission 521 (Maria Mora, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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493-1

 

493-1

Submission 493 (Stacey Mortensen, San Joaquin Regional Rail Commission, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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493-1

493-2

Submission 493 (Stacey Mortensen, San Joaquin Regional Rail Commission, September 14, 2011) - Continued

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-285



493-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-9 and MF-Response-GENERAL-10.

493-2

See MF-Response-GENERAL-15.

Response to Submission 493 (Stacey Mortensen, San Joaquin Regional Rail Commission,
September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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520-1

Submission 520 (Kara Mulkey, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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520-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-9.

Response to Submission 520 (Kara Mulkey, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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305-1

Submission 305 (Daniel Nanez, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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305-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-10. Also see Chapter 7 Preferred Alternative of the

EIR/EIS which summarizes the relative differences between the alternatives and

identifies the Hybrid Alternative as the preferred alternative for the Merced to Fresno

Section.

Response to Submission 305 (Daniel Nanez, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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304-1

Submission 304 (Daniel Neva, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-291



304-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-10. Also see Chapter 7 Preferred Alternative of the

EIR/EIS which summarizes the relative differences between the alternatives and

identifies the Hybrid Alternative as the preferred alternative for the Merced to Fresno

Section.

Response to Submission 304 (Daniel Neva, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-292
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Submission 491 (Bill Nicholson, Merced County Planning Department, September 14, 2011)
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491-2

Submission 491 (Bill Nicholson, Merced County Planning Department, September 14, 2011) - Continued
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491-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-7 and MF-Response-GENERAL-15.

491-2

See MF-Response-GENERAL-10.

Response to Submission 491 (Bill Nicholson, Merced County Planning Department, September
14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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206-1

Submission 206 (No Name No Name, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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206-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-10. Also see Chapter 7 Preferred Alternative of the

EIR/EIS which summarizes the relative differences between the alternatives and

identifies the Hybrid Alternative as the preferred alternative for the Merced to Fresno

Section.

Response to Submission 206 (No Name No Name, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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207-1

Submission 207 (No Name No Name, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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207-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-10. Also see Chapter 7 Preferred Alternative of the

EIR/EIS which summarizes the relative differences between the alternatives and

identifies the Hybrid Alternative as the preferred alternative for the Merced to Fresno

Section.

Response to Submission 207 (No Name No Name, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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242-1

Submission 242 (Lonnie E. Otey, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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242-1

 See MF-Response-GENERAL-9.

Response to Submission 242 (Lonnie E. Otey, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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Submission 497 (Lonnie Otey, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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497-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-9

Response to Submission 497 (Lonnie Otey, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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252-1

Submission 252 (Jerry Palmer, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-304



252-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-10. Also see Chapter 7 Preferred Alternative of the

EIR/EIS which summarizes the relative differences between the alternatives and

identifies the Hybrid Alternative as the preferred alternative for the Merced to Fresno

Section.

Response to Submission 252 (Jerry Palmer, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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176-1

Submission 176 (Tyler Patel, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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176-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-9

Response to Submission 176 (Tyler Patel, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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502-1

502-2

502-3

502-4

Submission 502 (John Pedrozo, Merced County Board of Supervisors, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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502-4

502-5

 

Submission 502 (John Pedrozo, Merced County Board of Supervisors, September 14, 2011) - Continued

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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502-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-9.

502-2

See MF-Response-GENERAL-2.

502-3

See MF-Response-GENERAL-8 and MF-Response-GENERAL-10.

502-4

See MF-Response-General-15 and MF-Response-GENERAL-20.

502-5

See MF-Response-SOCIAL-1 and MF-Response-SOCIAL-7.

Response to Submission 502 (John Pedrozo, Merced County Board of Supervisors, September
14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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283-1

Submission 283 (Henry Perez, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-311



283-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-10. Also see Chapter 7 Preferred Alternative of the

EIR/EIS which summarizes the relative differences between the alternatives and

identifies the Hybrid Alternative as the preferred alternative for the Merced to Fresno

Section.

Response to Submission 283 (Henry Perez, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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253-1

Submission 253 (Joshua Porter, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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253-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-10. Also see Chapter 7 Preferred Alternative of the

EIR/EIS which summarizes the relative differences between the alternatives and

identifies the Hybrid Alternative as the preferred alternative for the Merced to Fresno

Section.

Response to Submission 253 (Joshua Porter, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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196-1

Submission 196 (Scott and Kim Porter, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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196-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-10. Also see Chapter 7 Preferred Alternative of the

EIR/EIS which summarizes the relative differences between the alternatives and

identifies the Hybrid Alternative as the preferred alternative for the Merced to Fresno

Section.

Response to Submission 196 (Scott and Kim Porter, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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313-1

313-2

313-1

313-2

Submission 313 (Billy Powell, IBEW 684, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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313-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-9.

313-2

See MF-Response-GENERAL-9.

Response to Submission 313 (Billy Powell, IBEW 684, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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222-1

222-2

Submission 222 (Mary E. Prado, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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222-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-10. Also see Chapter 7 Preferred Alternative of the

EIR/EIS which summarizes the relative differences between the alternatives and

identifies the Hybrid Alternative as the preferred alternative for the Merced to Fresno

Section.

222-2

See MF-Response-GENERAL-2. Section 2.3.2 of the EIR/EIS discusses station

locations; the BNSF alternative would not include a station in Le Grand.

Response to Submission 222 (Mary E. Prado, September 14, 2011)
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164-1

Submission 164 (Vera Prichard, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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164-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-10. Also see Chapter 7 Preferred Alternative of the

EIR/EIS which summarizes the relative differences between the alternatives and

identifies the Hybrid Alternative as the preferred alternative for the Merced to Fresno

Section.

Response to Submission 164 (Vera Prichard, September 14, 2011)
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Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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181-1

Submission 181 (Tyler Rackelmann, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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181-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-9

Response to Submission 181 (Tyler Rackelmann, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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223-1

Submission 223 (Mark Ragus, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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223-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-14. Also see Chapter 7 Preferred Alternative of the

EIR/EIS which summarizes the relative differences between the alternatives and

identifies the Hybrid Alternative as the preferred alternative for the Merced to Fresno

Section.

Response to Submission 223 (Mark Ragus, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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321-1

Submission 321 (Cynthia Ragus, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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321-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-14. Also see Chapter 7 Preferred Alternative of the

EIR/EIS which summarizes the relative differences between the alternatives and

identifies the Hybrid Alternative as the preferred alternative for the Merced to Fresno

Section.

Response to Submission 321 (Cynthia Ragus, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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254-1

Submission 254 (Jim Ramirez, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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254-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-10. Also see Chapter 7 Preferred Alternative of the

EIR/EIS which summarizes the relative differences between the alternatives and

identifies the Hybrid Alternative as the preferred alternative for the Merced to Fresno

Section.

Response to Submission 254 (Jim Ramirez, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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193-1

Submission 193 (Roland Ramirez, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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193-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-9

See MF-Response-GENERAL-10

Response to Submission 193 (Roland Ramirez, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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271-1

Submission 271 (Fred and Patricia Ramos, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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271-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-10. Also see Chapter 7 Preferred Alternative of the

EIR/EIS which summarizes the relative differences between the alternatives and

identifies the Hybrid Alternative as the preferred alternative for the Merced to Fresno

Section.

Response to Submission 271 (Fred and Patricia Ramos, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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183-1

Submission 183 (Ronald and Linda Richards, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-335



183-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-14. Also see Chapter 7 Preferred Alternative of the

EIR/EIS which summarizes the relative differences between the alternatives and

identifies the Hybrid Alternative as the preferred alternative for the Merced to Fresno

Section.

Response to Submission 183 (Ronald and Linda Richards, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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224-1

Submission 224 (Michael Ries, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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224-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-10. Also see Chapter 7 Preferred Alternative of the

EIR/EIS which summarizes the relative differences between the alternatives and

identifies the Hybrid Alternative as the preferred alternative for the Merced to Fresno

Section.

Response to Submission 224 (Michael Ries, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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255-1

Submission 255 (Jose Rodrigues, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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255-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-10. Also see Chapter 7 Preferred Alternative of the

EIR/EIS which summarizes the relative differences between the alternatives and

identifies the Hybrid Alternative as the preferred alternative for the Merced to Fresno

Section.

Response to Submission 255 (Jose Rodrigues, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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225-1

Submission 225 (Manuel A. Rodriguez, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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225-1

MF-Response-GENERAL-10. Also see Chapter 7 Preferred Alternative of the EIR/EIS

which summarizes the relative differences between the alternatives and identifies the

Hybrid Alternative as the preferred alternative for the Merced to Fresno Section.

Response to Submission 225 (Manuel A. Rodriguez, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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269-1

Submission 269 (Eduardo Rodriguez, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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269-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-19 and MF-Response-GENERAL-9.

Response to Submission 269 (Eduardo Rodriguez, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-344



166-1

Submission 166 (Sohan S Sahota, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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166-1

Construction of the Initial Operating Section begins with the Initial Construction Section,

or ICS—a 130-mile system “spine” through the Central Valley. The ICS would become

the first high-speed rail test track in the nation. The federal government has already

provided funding for the ICS, and state funding can be used to match it, allowing

construction to begin in late 2012 or 2013, with completion in 2017.  HSR construction

for Phase 1 will begin in 2012 assuming approval of a state appropriations request to

use Proposition 1A bond proceeds to match federal funds, laying the foundation for HSR

with the ICS in the Central Valley.

Response to Submission 166 (Sohan S Sahota, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
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167-1

167-2

Submission 167 (Socimo Sanchez, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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167-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-10. Also see Chapter 7 Preferred Alternative of the

EIR/EIS which summarizes the relative differences between the alternatives and

identifies the Hybrid Alternative as the preferred alternative for the Merced to Fresno

Section.

167-2

See MF-Response-GENERAL-4.

Response to Submission 167 (Socimo Sanchez, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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256-1

Submission 256 (James Sapee, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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256-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-10. Also see Chapter 7 Preferred Alternative of the

EIR/EIS which summarizes the relative differences between the alternatives and

identifies the Hybrid Alternative as the preferred alternative for the Merced to Fresno

Section.

Response to Submission 256 (James Sapee, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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322-1

322-1

Submission 322 (Carol Schell, Farm Bureau, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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322-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-14.

Response to Submission 322 (Carol Schell, Farm Bureau, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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333-1

Submission 333 (Allan R. Schell, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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333-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-2, MF-Response-GENERAL-18, and MF-Response-

GENERAL-6.

Response to Submission 333 (Allan R. Schell, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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529-1

 

 

529-1

529-2

529-3

529-4

Submission 529 (Miguel Soto, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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529-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-6.

Refer to Chapter 6, Ridership and Revenue, in the California High-Speed Rail Program

2012 Business Plan for information on ridership including the methodoloy, assumptions,

and input data used in development of the ridership numbers.

529-2

See MF-Response-GENERAL-18.

Refer to Chaper 5, Project Costs and Operations, in the EIR/EIS for complete

information on the capital cost of the HST alternatives and heavy maintenance facilities.

529-3

The country’s first high-speed rail section requires the resolution of regulatory, safety,

and technical issues and operational development before operations can begin. All

future rolling stock, signaling and control systems, turnouts, and electric power systems

need to be tested as a complete system. The only feasible location to do this is in the

stretch of 120 miles or more in the Central Valley. See MF-Response-GENERAL-13 for

information on the the Initial Construction Segment.

The Downtown Merced and Fresno station areas would each occupy several blocks, to

include the station plazas, drop-offs, multimodal transit centers, and parking structures.

The areas would include the station platform and associated building and access

structures, as well as lengths of platform track to accommodate local and express

service at the stations. Chapter 2, Alternatives, Section 2.4.2.4, Stations, includes

additional detail about the stations.

California’s population is growing rapidly, and unless new transportation solutions are

identified, traffic will only get worse and airport delays will continue to increase.  The

proposed 220 mph high-speed train system will provide lower passenger costs than

travel by air for the same city-to-city markets. It will increase mobility while reducing air

pollution, decreasing our dependency on fossil fuels, and protecting the environment by

reducing greenhouse gas emissions and promote sustainable development. By moving

people quicker and cheaper than today, the system will boost California’s productivity.

529-3

The system will also enhance the economy.  In November 2008, California voters

passed Proposition 1A which provides $9 billion towards the implementation of high-

speed rail service in California.  Please see the certified Statewide Program EIR/EIS

(November 2005) for more information in regard to the rationale for building the

proposed high-speed rail system. See also the discussion under Section 1.2.4 Statewide

and Regional Need in the Draft EIR/EIS.

529-4

See MF-Response-GENERAL-19 and MF-Response-SOCIAL-3.

Response to Submission 529 (Miguel Soto, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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243-1

Submission 243 (Lana Spurlock, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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243-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-10. Also see Chapter 7 Preferred Alternative of the

EIR/EIS which summarizes the relative differences between the alternatives and

identifies the Hybrid Alternative as the preferred alternative for the Merced to Fresno

Section.

Response to Submission 243 (Lana Spurlock, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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303-1

303-2

Submission 303 (Dennis Spurlock, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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303-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-10. Also see Chapter 7 Preferred Alternative of the

EIR/EIS which summarizes the relative differences between the alternatives and

identifies the Hybrid Alternative as the preferred alternative for the Merced to Fresno

Section.

303-2

See MF-Response-GENERAL-14.

Response to Submission 303 (Dennis Spurlock, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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531-1

 

531-2

Submission 531 (Brian Stanke, Californians for High-Speed Rail, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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531-2

Submission 531 (Brian Stanke, Californians for High-Speed Rail, September 14, 2011) - Continued

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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531-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-9.

531-2

See MF-Response-TRAFFIC-5.

Response to Submission 531 (Brian Stanke, Californians for High-Speed Rail, September
14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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292-1

Submission 292 (Donna and Marie Stewart, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-364



292-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-10. Also see Chapter 7 Preferred Alternative of the

EIR/EIS which summarizes the relative differences between the alternatives and

identifies the Hybrid Alternative as the preferred alternative for the Merced to Fresno

Section.

Response to Submission 292 (Donna and Marie Stewart, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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182-1

182-2

Submission 182 (Tom Stillman, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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182-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-10. Also see Chapter 7 Preferred Alternative of the

EIR/EIS which summarizes the relative differences between the alternatives and

identifies the Hybrid Alternative as the preferred alternative for the Merced to Fresno

Section.

182-2

See MF-Response-GENERAL-14.

Response to Submission 182 (Tom Stillman, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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226-1

Submission 226 (Matt Stimple, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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226-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-10. Also see Chapter 7 Preferred Alternative of the

EIR/EIS which summarizes the relative differences between the alternatives and

identifies the Hybrid Alternative as the preferred alternative for the Merced to Fresno

Section.

Response to Submission 226 (Matt Stimple, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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229-1

Submission 229 (Karen Stimple, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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229-1

MF-Response-GENERAL-10. Also see Chapter 7 Preferred Alternative of the EIR/EIS

which summarizes the relative differences between the alternatives and identifies the

Hybrid Alternative as the preferred alternative for the Merced to Fresno Section.

Response to Submission 229 (Karen Stimple, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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489-2

Submission 489 (Robert Strickland, Double Creek Ranch & Dairy, September 14, 2011)
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489-2

Submission 489 (Robert Strickland, Double Creek Ranch & Dairy, September 14, 2011) - Continued
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489-1

See MF-Response-AGRICULTURE-6 and MF-Response-GENERAL-4.

489-2

The Authority has reviewed the alignment along the Mission Avenue Design Option to

consider shifting or modifying the design to avoid the dairy property. A shift in the

alignment would require the alignment shifting at both the departure from where the HST

crosses SR99 and where it aligns north of LeGrand since small avoidance that require

curvatures are not feasible at the required HST speeds. A shift north would impact far

more natural and irrigation waterways and a shift southward would impact the SR99 and

Mission Avenue interchange, both of these impacts result in larger proportional impacts

than the relocation of a dairy. This does not mean that relocating a dairy is not

considered a substantial effect. The Authority is researching their ability to facilitate

these relocations if necessary. However, it may also be of interest to note that the

Authority has identified the Preferred Alternative as the Hybrid Alternative which does

not incur this impact on this dairy.

Response to Submission 489 (Robert Strickland, Double Creek Ranch & Dairy, September
14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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302-1

302-2

Submission 302 (David Strobel, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-375



302-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-10. Also see Chapter 7 Preferred Alternative of the

EIR/EIS which summarizes the relative differences between the alternatives and

identifies the Hybrid Alternative as the preferred alternative for the Merced to Fresno

Section.

302-2

See MF-Response-SOCIAL-2, MF-Response-GENERAL-8, and MF-Response-

GENERAL-10.

Response to Submission 302 (David Strobel, September 14, 2011)
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249-1

Submission 249 (James Tesone, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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249-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-10. Also see Chapter 7 Preferred Alternative of the

EIR/EIS which summarizes the relative differences between the alternatives and

identifies the Hybrid Alternative as the preferred alternative for the Merced to Fresno

Section.

Response to Submission 249 (James Tesone, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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194-1

Submission 194 (Ronald Tesone, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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194-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-10. Also see Chapter 7 Preferred Alternative of the

EIR/EIS which summarizes the relative differences between the alternatives and

identifies the Hybrid Alternative as the preferred alternative for the Merced to Fresno

Section.

Response to Submission 194 (Ronald Tesone, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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545-2

545-3

Submission 545 (Ms. Thelen, September 14, 2011)
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Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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545-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-14 and MF-Response-GENERAL-18.

545-2

See MF-Response-GENERAL-3 AND MF-Response-GENERAL-6.

545-3

See MF-Response-GENERAL-18.

In 2008, the California Legislative Analyst’s Office estimated the cost of Proposition 1A

to be approximately $19.4 billion. This assumed that the bonds would be sold at an

average interest rate of 5 percent, and assuming a repayment period of 30 years. This

would include the cost of both principal ($9.95 billion) and interest ($9.5 billion). The

actual cost of repaying these bonds depends upon the interest rate offered at the time of

sale and on the bond's length of maturity. The high-speed rail project is not directly

funded by the state’s general fund (i.e., it is not a line item in the budget). However, the

State's general fund will be tapped to pay back the bonded indebtedness incurred.

Response to Submission 545 (Ms. Thelen, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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168-2

Submission 168 (Steve Tinetti, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-383



168-1

The Authority policy is, to the extent that is reasonable and feasible, exclude access

points for utilities from within access controlled right-of-way. This policy is intended to

provide a safe environment for operation of HST, minimize the disruption to the traveling

public, and assure safety of utility employees during maintenance of utility facilities.

However, the Authority has issued a policy commitment to sustainability and maximum

use of renewable energy resources. For more information on the Authority's

commitment please see MF-Response-PUE-4. Design reviews will consider

sustainability practices, so ideas such as solar panels on roofs may be a consideration.

168-2

The Authority policy is, to the extent that is reasonable and feasible, exclude access

points for utilities from within access controlled right-of-way. This policy is intended to

provide a safe environment for operation of HST, minimize the disruption to the traveling

public, and assure safety of utility employees during maintenance of utility facilities.

However, the Authority has issued a policy commitment to sustainability and maximum

use of renewable energy resources. Design reviews will consider sustainability

practices, so ideas such as solar panels on roofs would be a consideration.

Response to Submission 168 (Steve Tinetti, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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541-1  

Submission 541 (Steve Tinetti, Merced Boosters Club, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-385



541-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-9 and MF-Response-GENERAL-4.

Response to Submission 541 (Steve Tinetti, Merced Boosters Club, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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334-1

Submission 334 (Alfredo Torres, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-387



334-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-10. Also see Chapter 7 Preferred Alternative of the

EIR/EIS which summarizes the relative differences between the alternatives and

identifies the Hybrid Alternative as the preferred alternative for the Merced to Fresno

Section.

Response to Submission 334 (Alfredo Torres, September 14, 2011)
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195-1

Submission 195 (Robert Trost, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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195-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-10. Also see Chapter 7 Preferred Alternative of the

EIR/EIS which summarizes the relative differences between the alternatives and

identifies the Hybrid Alternative as the preferred alternative for the Merced to Fresno

Section.

Response to Submission 195 (Robert Trost, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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500-1

Submission 500 (Nate Tucker, Operating Engineers Local 3, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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500-1

Submission 500 (Nate Tucker, Operating Engineers Local 3, September 14, 2011) - Continued

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings
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500-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-19.

Response to Submission 500 (Nate Tucker, Operating Engineers Local 3, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-393



201-1

201-2

Submission 201 (Pam Upton, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
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201-1

See  MF-Response-GENERAL-2 and MF-Response-GENERAL-14.

201-2

See MF-Response-GENERAL-17.

Response to Submission 201 (Pam Upton, September 14, 2011)
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Submission 533 (Kole Upton, Preserve Our Heritage, September 14, 2011)
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Submission 533 (Kole Upton, Preserve Our Heritage, September 14, 2011) - Continued
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533-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-7.

533-2

See MF-Response-GENERAL-2. See also the responses to comments #2007 throught

#2011.

533-3

Through Merced County the Hybrid Alternative follows the same route as the UPRR/SR

99 Alternative which is adjacent to the SR 99 and UPRR corridors. Proposition 1A

(2008) calls for the HST alignment to follow existing transportation or utility corridors to

the extent feasible. However, due to HST engineering and operational needs, it cannot

feasibly be built solely within the existing transportation corridors. Existing corridors are

not sufficiently straight nor are their curve radii long enough to support high speed

operation along their full lengths.  Safety considerations also dictate the need to

separate the HST from roads and conventional rail (see Section 2.4.2.1, Alignment

Requirements).

Further, to make greater use of existing corridors, additional right-of-way would be

needed to provide sufficient width and curve radii for high speed operations. This would

necessitate acquisition and removal of substantially greater numbers of homes and

businesses to expand and straighten these corridors, with greatly increased impacts on

existing communities as the alignments pass through urban areas.  In compliance with

the objective of using existing corridors where feasible, in making decisions regarding

HST alignments and station locations, the Authority and the FRA have gone to great

lengths to maximize the feasible use of existing transportation corridors and to minimize

impacts on both agricultural lands and communities.  Accordingly, the Authority and FRA

have eliminated potential “new corridor” alignment alternatives to the west and east of

SR 99 from further consideration and have identified downtown station locations for

study in Merced and Fresno.  These downtown locations would help to minimize impacts

on agriculture while promoting urban infill development.

Response to Submission 533 (Kole Upton, Preserve Our Heritage, September 14, 2011)
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534-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-14, MF-Response-GENERAL-6, MF-Response-

GENERAL-2, MF-Response-GENERAL-18.

534-2

A key objective of the high-speed train (HST) project is to build and operate a high

speed rail system capable of operating at 220 miles per hour.

534-3

See MF-Response-GENERAL-2 under the subheading "I-5 Alignment."

Response to Submission 534 (Kris Upton, September 14, 2011)
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California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-402



324-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-10. Also see Chapter 7 Preferred Alternative of the

EIR/EIS which summarizes the relative differences between the alternatives and

identifies the Hybrid Alternative as the preferred alternative for the Merced to Fresno

Section.

324-2

See MF-Response-GENERAL-14.

Response to Submission 324 (Anne and Rogette Van der Meer, September 14, 2011)
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Submission 525 (Magdalena Villalobos, September 14, 2011)
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525-1

An analysis of Children’s Health and Safety has been completed for the Merced to

Fresno Section of the HST project. The complete analysis is located in Appendix D,

Children’s Health and Safety Assessment, in the Community Impact Assessment and in

Section 3.12.5, Socioeconomics, Communities, and Environmental Justice.

525-2

See MF-Response-SOCIAL-1.

Response to Submission 525 (Magdalena Villalobos, September 14, 2011)
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Submission 232 (Lazaro and Maria Villarreal, September 14, 2011)
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232-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-10 and MF-Response-GENERAL-14. Also see Chapter 7

Preferred Alternative of the EIR/EIS which summarizes the relative differences between

the alternatives and identifies the Hybrid Alternative as the preferred alternative for the

Merced to Fresno Section.

Response to Submission 232 (Lazaro and Maria Villarreal, September 14, 2011)
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Submission 177 (Soto Virginia, September 14, 2011)
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177-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-14. Also see Chapter 7 Preferred Alternative of the

EIR/EIS which summarizes the relative differences between the alternatives and

identifies the Hybrid Alternative as the preferred alternative for the Merced to Fresno

Section.

Response to Submission 177 (Soto Virginia, September 14, 2011)
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Submission 314 (Bruce Wells, September 14, 2011)
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314-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-10. Also see Chapter 7 Preferred Alternative of the

EIR/EIS which summarizes the relative differences between the alternatives and

identifies the Hybrid Alternative as the preferred alternative for the Merced to Fresno

Section.

Response to Submission 314 (Bruce Wells, September 14, 2011)
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Submission 315 (Betty Wells, September 14, 2011)
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315-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-10. Also see Chapter 7 Preferred Alternative of the

EIR/EIS which summarizes the relative differences between the alternatives and

identifies the Hybrid Alternative as the preferred alternative for the Merced to Fresno

Section.

Response to Submission 315 (Betty Wells, September 14, 2011)
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Submission 160 (Wells Nut Farm Inc Wells Nut Farm Inc, Wells Nut Farm Inc, September
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160-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-10. Also see Chapter 7 Preferred Alternative of the

EIR/EIS which summarizes the relative differences between the alternatives and

identifies the Hybrid Alternative as the preferred alternative for the Merced to Fresno

Section.

Response to Submission 160 (Wells Nut Farm Inc Wells Nut Farm Inc, Wells Nut Farm Inc,
September 14, 2011)
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Submission 516 (Rick Wendling, September 14, 2011)
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Submission 516 (Rick Wendling, September 14, 2011) - Continued
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516-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-14.

516-2

SeeMF-Response-GENERAL-18 and MF-Response-GENERAL-19.

516-3

See MF-Response-GENERAL-6 and MF-Response-GENERAL-18.

According to the International Union of Railways, high-speed rail systems around the

world achieve positive operating revenues. (Refer to the November 2011 Draft 2012

Business Plan, page 1-11.)

Response to Submission 516 (Rick Wendling, September 14, 2011)

California High-Speed Train Project EIR/EIS
Merced to Fresno Section Response to Comments from Public Meetings and Hearings

Page 28-418



204-1

204-2

204-2
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204-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-10. Also see Chapter 7 Preferred Alternative of the

EIR/EIS which summarizes the relative differences between the alternatives and

identifies the Hybrid Alternative as the preferred alternative for the Merced to Fresno

Section.

204-2

See MF-Response-GENERAL-6 and MF-Response-GENERAL-18.

Response to Submission 204 (Pat and Gerry Westfall, September 14, 2011)
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538-1

See MF-Response-AGRICULTURE-2 and AGRICULTURE-4.

Response to Submission 538 (Chris White, Central California Irrigation District, September
14, 2011)
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Submission 200 (Patrick Woodbury, September 14, 2011)
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200-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-9.

Response to Submission 200 (Patrick Woodbury, September 14, 2011)
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Submission 504 (Patrick Woodbury, September 14, 2011)
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504-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-9.

Response to Submission 504 (Patrick Woodbury, September 14, 2011)
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257-1

See MF-Response-GENERAL-10.

257-2

See MF-Response-GENERAL-10.

257-3

See MF-Response-GENERAL-20.

Response to Submission 257 (Janet E. Young, UC Merced, September 14, 2011)
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