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Mr. Steinwert -4 - August 14, 2006

serves or may serve the project that it has adequate capacity to serve the project’s
expected demand in addition to the provider's existing commitments.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on your project. If you should have any
questions regarding our above or attached comments, please contact me at
(760) 241-7366 or Cindi Mitton at (760) 241-7413.

Sincerely,

dith Keir
Environmental Scientist

cc: State Clearinghouse (#2006074002)

JMK/2006074002 Desertkpress DEIS.doc

California Environmental Protection Agency
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GNJ Limited Partnership

Gerald R. and Julilanna M. Hamann

July 22, 2006

Mr. David Valenstein
Environmental Programs Manager,
Office of Railroad Development,
Federal Railroad Administration
1120 Vermont Avenue (Mail Stop 20)
Washington, DC 20590

RE: DesertXpress Proposed Segment 3:

-DearMr. David Valenstein,— . . _—_ __ ___

In response to your holding public scoping meetings (July 25-26) as part of the preparation of an Environmental
Impact Statement (EIS) for the proposed DesertXpress high speed train project we are unable to attend due to
distance from our home, but would like to offer the following input.

We are the property owners of undeveloped property (with utility easements) in your proposed Segment 3.
Section 34, Township 10N, Range 2 East SBB&M
Parcel # 0538-191-27 (9.28 acres)
Parcel # 0538-191-28 (4.67 acres)

These properties lie approximately three miles northeasterly of Yermo and % mile east of Minneola Road.
The parcel # 28 is on the north side of I-15.

The parcel # 27 is on the south side of I-15 of which a smaller portion of it is on the south side of US 466 and
includes land on which the Union Pacific Railroad currently crosses our property.

We are open to any proposal, which might be of value to the DesertXpress high speed train project such asa
maintenance, storage, or operations facility or other needs as deemed appropriate.

-.—.We.are including.a couple of maps which might more readily help identify our site.
Please contact us for further information.

Sincerely yours,

Gerald R. Hamanh

Ot o1 e

(Jdlianna M. Hamann

- General Partners of Hamann Family Trust.
GNJ Limited Partnership

PO Box 2147 Alpine, CA 91903
® Home: 619/445-8231  ® Fax: 619/445-1061  ® e-mail : gnj@cox.net
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August 15,2006

David Valenstein

Federal Railroad Administration

1120 Vermont Avenue, NW, MS 20

Washington, D.C. 20590

Subject: Scoping Comments for the DesertXpress High Speed Train between Victorville,

California (San Bemardina County) and Las Vegas, Nevada (Clark County)

Dear M. Valenstein;

The U.S. Eavironmental Protection Agency (EPA) has reviewed the Federal Register
Notice published on July 14, 2006, requesting comments on the Federal Railroad Administration
(FRA) and DesertXpress Enterprises, LLC (DesertXpress Enterprises) decision to prepare a
Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for the DesertXpress High Speed Train between
Victorville, California and Las Vegas, Nevada. Our comments are provided pursuant to the
National Envirommental Policy Act (NEPA), Council on Environmental] Quality (CEQ)
regulations (40 CFR Parts 1500-1508) and Section 309 of the Clean Air Act. Our detailed
comments are enclosed.

The proposal is ta construct a new 200-mile passenger railroad line following the
Interstate 15 (I-15) corridor between Victorville, California and Las Vegas, Nevada. The project
is a privately financed, steel-wheel-on steel-rail high speed train, with proposed stations in
Victorville and in Las Vegas. A maintenance, storage, and operations facility is also proposed in
Victorville. EPA supports the concept of a high speed train system between Southern California
and Nevada that can facilitate the movement of people, while minimizing environmental
impacts. EPA’s concerns, as described in the enclosed detailed comments, include
recommendations to address the project’s interrelationship with other high speed rail projects.
EPA also recommends providing information in the DEIS that supports the project’s viability as
a privately financed venture and justification of Victorville as the Southern California hub. EPA
comments also address (1) land use and transportation linkage, (2) air quality, (3) water and
biological resources, (4) indirect and cumulative impacts, (5) tunnel construction, and (6)
environmental justice, '

EPA appreciates the opportunity to comment on the preparation of the DEIS and looks
forward to continued participation in this process as more information becomes available. If you
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have any questions, please feel free to contact me at (415) 972-3988, or Susan Sturges, the lead
reviewer for this project. Susan can be reached at Sturges.Susan@epa.gov or (415) 947-4188,

Sincerely,

(ol

(4\0?' Duane James, Manager
Environmental Review Office

Enclosures:  EPA’s Scoping Comments




EPA SCOPING COMMENTS ON THE DESERTXPRESS HIGH SPEED TRAIN BETWEEN VICTORVILLE,
CALIFORNIA AND LAS VEGAS, NEVADA ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT, AUGUST 15, 2006

Relationship to Proposed High Speed Rail Projects

In May 2004, a Notice of Intent (NOI) was published to develop a Programmatic
Environmental Impact Statement (PEIS) for the California-Nevada Interstate High Speed Rail
Corridor between Las Vegas, Nevada and Anaheim, California vtilizing magnetic levitation
technology. A portion of this magnetic levitation corridor shares a similar alignment to the
DesertXpress corridor between Primm and Las Vegas, Nevada. In 2000, the Southern Califormia
Association of Governments released an Environmental Assessment completed to study
magnuetic levitation technology to connect Los Angeles County to Riverside and San Bemardino
Counties. The Federal Rail Administration (FRA) has also completed a Final PEIS for the
California High Speed Train System, a 700-mile corridor connecting San Francisco and
Sacramento through the Central Valley, to Los Angeles and San Diego, utilizing steel-wheel-on-
steel-rail technology. The Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) recommends that the
DesertXpress Dratt Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) address the interrelationship and
potential overlap of the proposed alternatives and technology to these, and other high speed rail
proposals, in the project area. The DEIS should identify altemnatives that minimize impacts of the
proposed train networks by coordinating the location of stations, parking lots, bicycle storage
facilities, and additional infrastructure, where feasible.

Land Use and Transportation Linkage

The DEIS should identify all transportation improvements proposed to provide access to
the proposed facility from anticipated key rider groups in Southern California and population
centers swrrounding Las Vegas, including transit connections, new methods to move people
- while reducing congestion, and increased bus service (express service, increase in service on
existing routes, and new routes), The DEIS should analyze and disclose the temporary and
permanent environmental impacts of constructing stations, parking facilities, maintenance and
storage facilities, power propagation infrastructure, and required road developments and
modifications. The DEIS should demonstrate avoidance and minimization measures to reduce
environmental impacts associated with the construction of passenger stations and maintenance
facilities, such as multi-level parking structures as opposed to large expansive parking lots. The
DEIS should identify where proposed stations, parking facilities, and additional required
infrastructure will be located in the project corridor, and should disclose the associated impacts
from station development on planned and unplanned growth. EPA recommends the following:

o Describe the expected land use changes associated with station locations;
Describe the associated environmental impacts of those land use changes, both
indirect and cumulative; and '

» Identify parties responsible for mitigating the environmental impacts associated with
the indirect and cumulative impacts of the projected land use changes.

A substantial benefit of a proposed high speed rail corridor connecting Las Vegas to
Victorville is the opportunity to provide improved transit services and to reduce vehicle miles



traveled (VMT). EPA strongly supports including project elements that w111 further reduce
VMT. EPA recommends the following:

e Minimize the number of parking spaces to the greatest extent posmble at the station in
order to facilitate the use of transit;

e Coordinate with other transit providers to maximize station access by transit;

s Provide accessibility to Metrolink’s San Bernardino station to enhance rider access to
the proposed line for Southern California without the need to drive to Victorville;

e Design the new facilities to be-pedestrian and bicycle-friendly, in addition to linking
with other modes of transit; and

e Support policies that will increase density and mixed-uses in the station areas.

Purpose and Need
Logical termini justification at Victorville

The DEIS should clearly demonstrate the independent utility and logical termini of the
proposed Southern California hub in Victorville as opposed to other locations west of Victorville
“that are closer to larger population centers and existing transit connections: If reasonably
foreseeable improvements or expansions are proximate to DesertXpress, such as an expansion

over the Cajon Pags into the Los Angeles basin, the DEIS should analyze future 1mprovements in
the DEIS

Pr’oject Viability

Project viability and economic sustainability are critical to justify & project’s purpose and
need, particnlarly for a project of this magnitude which is solely privately funded. The NOI to
prepare a DEIS for the DesertXpress High Spead Train approximates ridership projections of 4.1
million trips in the first full year of service (Federal Register: July 14, 2006 (Volume 71, Number
135). The DEIS should disclose the data sources for ridership and the population and economic
growth projections. Population growth affects ridership assumptions, which could affect
financing and frequency of service. The NOI also states that frequency of service will range from
20 to 30 minutes for weekends to.1 to 2 hours for weekdays. The DEIS should inclnde
information to indicate that the project can finance these frequencies to support the estimated
ridership.

Available project information indicates the preliminary capital costis estimated at §3
billion (DesertXpress Project Description Brief, undated document). The DEIS should disclose
the basis for the cost assumption. Cost estimates should take into account inflation and debt
financing costs, maintenance and operation costs, right of way negotiations, estimated mitigation
costs, and potcntia.l project delays. The DEIS should demonstrate there are sufficient funds that
can help cover any delays or cost overruns and that the fares are enough to help pay for the costs
of both building and maintaining the project. If the project is not economically sustainable, then

the DEIS should disclose if the project will nccd the funding support of the states or federal
govemment.
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Air Quality

Technologies to power the train’s system have a diverse range of effects to air quality.
The DEIS should describe a tull range of technologies to power the train system, including an
electrified system, and analyze the effects of the range of alternatives on air quality, Currently,
both the California and Nevada portions of the project are designated attainment for particulate
matter smaller than 2.5 microns (PM2.5), and both are federally designated nonattainment for
particulate matter smaller than 10 microns (PM10). EPA plans to issue final revisions to the
National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) for particulate matter (PM) on September 27,
2006. Las Vegas is classified as a serious non-attainment arca for carbon monoxide (CO) and is
an 8-hour ozone "subpart 1" area, with a 2009 attainment deadline. The Western Mojave Desert
nonattainment area for 8-hour ozone is currently classified as moderate with a 2010 attainment
deadline, For nonattainment areas, the DEIS should include a CO hot spot analysis and a
qualitative PM10 analysis and identify sensitive receptors..

General Conformity and Transportation Conformity

The proposed project may require a general conformity determination by the FRA for
ozone, PM10, and CO. Ifrequired, the DEIS should include the general conformity
determination with related mitigation commitments, FRA and DesertXpress Enterprises should
work with the Mojave Desert Air Quality Management District, California Air Resources Board,
Clark County Department of Air Quality Management, and Nevada Division of Environmental
Protection to ensure that anticipated emissions from the proposed project are consistent with
applicable Air Quality Management Plans.

The DEIS should also identify what elements of this project will require approval or
funding by the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) or Federal Transit Administration
(FTA) and demonstrate these elements are included in a conforming transportation plan and a
transportation improvement program. FRA should work with the air quality agencies noted

~ above to ensure that applicable elements of the proposed project are consistent with fiture
revisions of applicable Regional Transportation Plans. EPA also encourages close coordination
with the air quality agencies to ensure that the emissions from both the construction and the
operational phases of the project conform to the applicable State Implementation Plans, if
appropriate, and do not cause or contribute to violations of the NAAQS.

Construction

FRA and DesertXpress Enterprises should include a Construction Emissions Mitigation
Plan for fugitive dust and diesel particulate matter (DPM) in the EIS and adopt this plan in the-
Record of Decision. EPA recommends the following mitigation measures be inclnded, where
feasible, in the Construction Emissions Mitigation Plan in order to reduce impacts associated
with emissions of PM10 and other toxics from construction-related activities:

e Use particle traps and other appropriate controls to reduce emissions of DPM and other-
air pollutants. Traps control approximately 80 percent of DPM, and specialized catalytic



converters (oxidation catalysts) control approximately 20 percent of DPM, 40 percent of
carbon monoxide emissions, and 50 percent of hydrocarbon emissions;

¢ Visible emissions from all heavy duty off road diesel equipment should not exceed 20
percent opacity for more than three minutes in any hour of operation;

e Minimize construction-related trips of workers and equipment, including trucks and
heavy equipment and ¢stablish an activity schedule designed to minimize traffic
congestion around the construction site;

e Lease or buy newer, cleaner equipment (1996 or newer model) and utilize low sulfur fuel
(diesel with 15 parts per million or less); :

o Employ periodic, unscheduled inspections to énsure that construction equipment is
properly maintained at all times, is tuned to manufacturer's specifications, and is not
modified to increase horsepower, except in accord with established specifications;

e Coordination with appropriate air quality agencies to (1) identify a construction schedule
to minimize cumulative impacts from multiple development and construction projects in .
the region, if feasible to minimize cumulative impacts, and (2) adopt appropriate
construction dust contro} procedures; and

» Locate construction equipment and staging zones away from sensitive receptors such as

children and the clderly as well as away from fresh air intakes to buildings and air
conditioners, '

Water Resources

The construction of the rail line will likely involve the discharge of dredged or fill
material into numerous tributary streams. Discharges of dredged or fill material into tributaries
found to be waters of the United States require anthorization by the U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers (Corps) under Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (CWA). The Federal Guidelines at
40 CFR Part 230 promulgated under CWA Section 404 (b)(1) provide substantive environmental
criteria that must be met to permit such discharges into waters of the United States. These
criteria require a permitted discharge to: (1) be the least environmentally damaging practicable
alternative (LEDPA); (2) avoid causing or contributing to a violation of a State water quality
standard; (3) avoid jeopardizing a federally listed species or adversely modifying designated
critical habitat for a federally listed species; (4) avoid causing or contributing to significant
degradation of the waters of the United States; and (5) mitigate for unavoidable impacts to
waters. A fully integrated DEIS that adequately addresses these criteria would facilitate the
CWA Section 404 permit review process. EPA recommends integrating the National

Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and CWA Section 404 requirements in the development of
the DEIS.

The DesertXpress NOI indicates the proposed railway would be constructed
predominately within the right-of-way of Interstate 15 (I-15) or an existing rail line which is
generally less environmentélly damaging than constructing an entirely new alignment across
undeveloped land. The FRA and DesertXpress Enterprises should explore on-site alternatives to
further avoid or minimize impacts to specific waters by using spanned crossings or other less
damaging designs. The waters assessment should include an appropriate scope and enough
detail of the existing conditions to identify sensitive areas or aquatic systems with functions
highly susceptible to change. EPA also recommends the following in the DEIS as they may
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apply to the proposed project during assessment of existing conditions and environmental
consequences of each proposed altemative:

e Include the classification of waters and the geographic extent of waters and
adjacent tiparian areas;

e Characterize the functional condition of waters and adjacent npanan areas;

e Describe the extent and nature of stream channel alteration, riverine corridor
continuity, and buffered tributaries

e Include wildlife species affected that could reasonably be expected.to use waters
or associated riparian habitat and sensitive plant taxa that are associated with
waters or associated riparian habitat;

e Analyze the potential flood flow alteration;

e Characterize the hydrologic linkage to an impaired water body;

¢ Analyze the potential water quality impact and potential effects to designated
uses; and

e Address techniques proposed for minimizing surface water contamination due to
increased runoff from additional impervious surfaces associated with proposed
parking lots, facilities, and station access.

Biological Resources

The DEIS should describe efforts to avoid and/or minimize impacts to threatened and
endangered species and assaciated habitats, as well as preserves, parks, and restoration and
habitat management areas. The DEIS should describe the extent and namre of the protected
species and their primary habitat(s) and the extent and nature of proposed and designated critical
habitat potentially affected. The DEIS should also provide a description of narrow endemics,
mique habitat elements, and suitable habitat for native fauna and flora in the project area and the
extent each proposed alternative may affect each resource. Efforts to minimize or avoid impacts
to resources should be presented with a quantification of specific resources avoided.

If the proposal includes fencing of the high speed train system, the proposal may affect
wildlife movement corridors where (1) the high speed train alignment is not in an existing rail or
highway corridor and would traverse natural areas, and (2) habitat use in existing rights-of-way
occurs across roads and rail lines currently unobstructed by fences. The DEIS should address
wildlife movement impacts associated with the proposal and present mitigating measures, if
appropriate. Proposed stream and wash crossmgs should be designed to maintain or improve
existing wildlife passages.

Indirect Impacts

EPA is concetned about the potential indirect impacts (40 CFR Part 1508.8(b)) of this
project. New access to undeveloped areas may induce growth on surrounding lands. The
proposed project will facilitate development and potentially lead to increased traffic and
congestion in the immediate and surrounding area, particularly in Victorville. The DEIS should
analyze the impacts from all reasonably foreseeable developments associated with the proposal.



EPA recommends the DEIS make both the methodology and the assumptions in the
analysis of induced growth as transparent as possible to the public and decision makers. If'a
land-use mode] will be used, the DEIS should discuss the model (including its assumptions,
strengths, and weaknesses) and describe why it was selected. For example, describe which
method will be used to allocate growth to analysis zones and why that method was selected.
FRA and DeqertXpress Enterprises should validate the results by enlisting local expertise
involved in land use issues, such as local government officials, land use and transportation
planners, home loan officers, and real estate representatives.

Cumulative Impact Analysis

Cumulative impacts are defined in the Council on Environmental Quality’s (CEQ) NEPA
regulations as the impact on the environment that results from the incremental impact of the
action when added to the other past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future actions,
regardless of what agency (Federal or non-Federal) or person undertakes such actions (40 CFR
1508.7). These actions include both transportation and non-transportation activities. The
cumulative impact analysis should consider non-transportation projects such as large-scale
developments and approved urban planning projects that are reasonably foreseeable and are
identified within city and county planning documents. These types of projects, identified within

and around the proposed high speed train system, should be included in the cumulathe impacts
analysis.

The cumulative impact analysis should describe the “identifiable present effects” to
various resources aftributed to past actions. The purpose of considering past actions is to
determine the current health of resources. This information forms the baseline for assessing
potential cumulative impacts and can be used to develop cooperative strategies for resources
protection (CEQ's Forty Most Frequently Asked Questions #19).

The DEIS should disclose if there are future plans to extend the DesertXpress line over
the Cajon Pass into the Los Angeles basin or to connect with other firhure transport options,
including the high speed rail network proposed by the California High Speed Rail Authority.
Given the other transportation projects currently being planned for the Cajon Pass arca, EPA is
concerned that the cumulative impacts to waters of the United States and functioning wildlife
movement corridors, primarily on the San Bernardino National Forest, may contribute to
significant degradation of these resources. EPA provides the following recommendations:

» Conduct a thorough cumulative impact assessment. The analysis should include a
complete list of reasonably foreseeable actions, including non-transportation projects.
EPA recommends the use of recently published cumulative impact gnidance released
by Caltrans which is also applicable for non-road projects. This guidance can be
found at [http://www.dot.ca.gov/ser/cumulative_guidance/purpose.htm];

o Disclose the past, present, and reasonably foreseeable impacts on resources of
concern from transportation and non-transportation activities and analyze the rate of
loss and magnitude (size and relative importance) of impacts to resources;
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- » Establish the geographic scope for the analysis that is appropriate for the resource of
concern;

e Characterize the status of the specific resource as it exists today in the context of the
historic condition;
Characterize the stress factors affecting the resource;

o Address the incremental effects to environmental resources, specifically water
resources, air quality, air toxics, and environmental justice;

¢ Incorporate other high speed rail projects planned in the area into the assessment
Address the transportation project’s relationship to land-use change (from increased
access and mobility); and

¢ Incorporate resources protected by habitat conservation plans, affected city plans, and
other restoration efforts in the project area.

Tunnel Construction

The DesertXpress NOI indicates that a potential alternative in Segment 4 of the corridor
may include the construction of a 4,000-foot long tunnel. Tunnel construction may involve the
necessity to dispose of large quantities of excavated materials. If the alternative is carried
forward in the DEIS, the DEIS should identify potential disposal sites and analyze the
environmental effects associated with spoil disposal at each of the sites. The DEIS should also
disclose the effects associated with the large number of trucks necessary to haul the spoils to
disposal sites, which may generate increased noise and air quality and traffic impacts. The DEIS
should: (1) provide an estimate of the number of truck trips required to haul material to disposal
sites, (2) identify the impacts to air quality, noise, neighboring recreational areas, and community
disruption from the trips, and (3) commit to specific mitigation measures to reduce estimated.
impacts.

Environmental Justice

Executive Order 12898 addresses Environmental Justice in minority and low income
populations, and the Council on Environmental Quality has developed guidance concerning how
to address Environmental Justice in the environmental review process
(http://ceq.eh.doe.gov/nepa/regs/ej/justice.pdf). The DEIS should include a description of the
area of potential impact used for the environmental justice impact analysis and provide the
source of the demographic information. The DEIS should identify whether the proposed
alternatives may disproportionately and adversely affect low-income or minority populations in

the surrounding area and should provide appropriate mitigation measures for any adversc
impacts.
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[Faly 26, 2006

S 1san Russell

2479 El aseo Circle
Las Vegi:, NV 89121
(7172) 893-0035-
smprus:ill@aol.com

Mary Bean

CirclePoint

455 Capitol Mall

Suite 305

Sacramento, CA 95814

RE: DESERTEXPRESS High Speed Train
Dear Ms. Bean:

I am writing i'n regard to the meeting held in Las Vegas on June 25, 2006 to discuss DESEFRRTXPRESS
High Speed Train. '

I expected the meeting to be much more informative and detailed. The meeting lasted 15 tiinutes and

~explained nothing. I expected to hear from Cal Trans, California BLM and maybe Las Vi as officials
from the BLM or the Airport on how this project would tie into the larger picture and con:1ibute more
to the community. I expected to hear updates regarding the cargo airport in Ivanpah and th¢ Cal Trans
120 acre project at Nipton Road and how this DESERTXPRESS High Speed Train proje:t would
benefit these projects. But the 15-minute meeting did not cover anything concrete except 1 say the
project has been in the works for 4 years. : '

I expected to hear who the “Investors” and “Partners” were that are behind this project an:] receive a
handout that had much more detailed information. I wanted to know why ANYONE thiri<s a train
from Victorville to Las Vegas is a good idea and whom it benefits. Whether this is AMT RACK, the
‘existing train or DESERTXPRESS High Speed Train, it is just another train anc at 125 M1'Hto
Victorville, the technology will not serve the needs of Las Vegan’s at all. From the day it ‘s complete -
it will be outdated and not useful. It will be the equivalent of building a new bridge to Los Angeles
that is one lane and in 5 years when it is finished, 16 lanes are warranted. Furthenmore to nd from
Victorville does nothing for Las Vegas :

The MAG LEV project should be the model and technology we follow as it offers multip. ¢ uses both
public and private including tying into the cargo airport in Ivanpah to take cargc back and ‘orth to
California. MAG LEV could raise money many ways including the sales of private carts t) the casinos
to take visitors and VIP’s back and forth to the malls and Anaheim (Disneyland). MAG 1.3V could
‘raise money by charging fees to businesses for cargo transportation and for making stops a1 the malls
along the way in addition to the gate fees from passengers. MAG LEV could cross market with travel
agents and sell hotel packages and more. I for one would use the MAG LEV type system i1l the time -
but [ would never get on a train of 125 miles per hour to Victorville???? I can drive that :fist, bypass
Victorville and get to the actual destination City and still have my car.



STATE OF CALIFORNIA ARNOLD SCHWARZENEGGER, Governor
PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION

320 West 4™ Street, Suite 500
Los Angeles, CA 90013

August 8, 2006

Scott Steinwert
DesertXpress

c¢/o CirclePoint

135 Main Street, Suite 1600
San Francisco, CA 94105

Re: SCH# 2006074002: High Speed Passenger Train (DesertXpress) Extending from Victorville,
California to Las Vegas, Nevada

Dear Mr. Steinwert:

The California Public Utilities Commission (Commission) has jurisdiction over the safety of
highway-rail crossings (crossings) in California. The California Public Utilities Code requires
Commission approval -for the construction or alteration of crossings and grants the Commission
exclusive power on the‘design, alternation, and closure of crossings. : S

The 'foll'owing comments are offered by the Com’m_1ss1on’s Rail Crossings ‘©ngineering Section .
(RCES) for your consideration regarding the Netice of Preparation (NOP) of a Draft Environmental
Impact Report (EIR) for the proposed DesertXpress project. Subsequent to completion of the finai

- EIR, Union Pacific Railroad Company and BNSF Railway Company should arrange a meeting with
RCES and the local highway authorities to discuss relevant safety issues of the public and private
crossings and to conduct diagnostic reviews as necessary. The modifications to the crossings
described in the NOP, require the Commission's approval. We concur that all crossings be grade-
separated.

Please include the Commission as a responsible agency for this project. As part of its review, the
Commission will consider portions of the environmental consequences of this project within its area
of expertise that is subject to its discretionary approval.

Please advise us on the status of the project. If you have any questions in this matter, please contact
me at (213) 576-7078 or at rxm(@cpuc.ca.gov.

P

Sincerely.

© RosaMifidz/
Utilities
“Rail' Crossings Engmeerlng Seetiorrrs; v o o
Consumer Protectlon & Safety D1v1510n SHE

C: John Shurson BNSF
Freddy Cheung, UP
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MAG LEV could serve the private and public sectors and better serves California and Nev: da.

Nevada has its own needs and this project does not serve Nevada at all. We want to offer visitors and
VIP’s a fast and efficient way to the final destination of Anaheim (Disney Land) or Los An jeles and
get those people back at 400 MPH back to our town to our hotels, restaurants and casinos. Even if
DESERTXPRESS was servicing Las Vegas to Los Angeles, no one would take a train of .5 miles per
hour and no one would allow themselves to be dropped off at the train station in LA or La; Vegas
(sorry Mayor Goodman. Downtown was ruined when they capped the dome and shut off £+ :e flowing
traffic and brought the Circus vendors in.) Train station areas are disgusting, dangerous ain 1 are not the
final destination for business class or tourists. Main and Bonneville is not the image the L.X/CVA:

wants to promote and no Las Vegas resident would leave their car downtown to catch a tricn to
VICTORVILLE,

Something like MAG LEV beiter serves the interest of the constituents of Las Vegas incl. «ing our
number one industry; GAMING. And higher technology would be a draw for Downtown. A catch. A
reason to go back downtown. DESERTXPRESS would be another - reason to stay away frym

' Downtown :

DESERTEXPRESS High Speed Train, if approved, should use the existing train tratks and not
interfere with Nevada getting a system of higher technology with multiple uses simil:) - to MAG
LEV. Los Angeles and Las Vegas are too sophisticated for this ordinary nothing trai: that
serves Victorville?? Last I checked stats, the majority of all tourists were mot comin;z from
Victorville.

I would hope our fine Nevada representatives would [ook for a multiple use project with state of the art .

technology that keeps traditional with our incredible state and not approve a stupid train th it serves no
purpose. We already have one of those running to the Convention Center and frankly, Nevada should
consider using that to the south end of the strip to connect with a MAG LEV type system aad forget
about this ridiculous project to Victorville? We can and should do better.

Sincerely,

o Z«m:/

Susan Russell

(THU>JUL 27 2006 11:53/ST. 11:51/No. 6661043190 P
Jul 28 06 05:50p Susan Russell (702) 893-0037
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Federal Raoiroad
Actministration

The public is invited to provide comment on the Federal Railroad Administration’s DesertXpress High
Speed Train Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report.

Date | Qué( S, ZEEH . - Mail your comments to:
Name /&/M y, M—P ~ CirclePoint

nddess /7053 (5 oKzt — Aftn: _ Mary Bean

T ; 455 Capitol Mall
sou itueidon?, 4 Suite 305
7 Sacramento, CA 95814

Telephone ,ﬁf) 5,7 ~ ,39 ,?‘ %“g A 7/0 Public comment period will be open
E-mail ' until August 15, 2006

Comment:

//K/MWMWMWZ?/ ﬂ”

,.) W ,7 : _ ‘Thank you for your participation! . E |
Comments are not limited to this form; feel free to submit your comments on
' ~ additional paper if necessary.
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